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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
Regular Scheduled Meeting 

Tuesday, May 3, 2022 – 6:00 PM 

 
 

I. Opening of the meeting 

 

II. Invocation 

o A moment of silence was taken. 

III. Roll Call 

o Staff took a silent roll call.  All members were present except for Marian Booth. 

IV. Agenda Amendment 

o Staff informed the Commission of the following two agenda amendments: 

1. Staff, Item Number 7 should read as A request has been made by Kendall Jones, owner of 
Savour, LLC, for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the appearance of a mobile-walk-up 
food unit on the site of the Pamlico Rowing Club Building located at 307 W Main St.  

2. Minor Work Number 4 is actually two separate Minor Work items. One is for an HVAC 
change-out and another for the removal of the trees.  

V. Approval of Minutes – Tuesday, April 5, 2022 

o Chairman Craigie asked if anyone had any changes or corrections to the minutes. There were 
none.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion to approve the minutes.  

 Vice-chairwoman Scarlet Boutchyard made the motion to approve the April 5, 2022 minutes. 
Kathy Burdi seconded the motion. All present members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The 
minutes were approved. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote: 

Members Present 
Scot Craigie – Chairman 
Scarlett Boutchyard – Vice-Chairwoman 
Kathy Burdi 
Beth Casey 
Elizabeth Stallings 
Betty Mooring 
 

Members Not Present 
Marian Booth 

 
 

Others Present 
Mike Dail, Director of Community and Cultural Services 

Domini Cunningham, Historic Preservation Planner 
Holli Y. Tetterton, Administrative Support Specialist 
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YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard   Made the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

 

VI. Old Business 

1. None. 

VII. Certificate of Appropriateness 

A. Major Works 

• Staff swore in Brownie Futrell, Donna Sue Smith, Yvonne Curtis, Richard Mora, Jeanne 
Gindoff, Valerie Jackson, Arthur Jackson, Scot Campbell, Betty Jane Green, Abbott 
Tunstall, Anthony Lopinto, Kendall Jones. 

1. A request has been made by Dianna Aideuis, owner of 122 S Harvey St, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the replacement of tin shingles with asphalt shingles. 

o The applicant was not present at the beginning of the meeting. The item was presented after 
Item 7. 

2. A request has been made by Brownie Futrell in partnership with the City of Washington, owners 
of the public right-of-way at the intersection of Stewart Pkwy & W Main St, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the installation of a new post clock with two-four faces. 

o Mr. Futrell, I’m representing the Rotary Club of Washington, known locally as the Evening Rotary 
Club. Our club was chartered in 1920. It was our intention to have a centennial project that would 
be a gift to the City of Washington. In the last few weeks, our club approached the City Manager 
and the Mayor about what would be an appropriate gift. The result of that conversation has led 
us to submit to you a proposal for a post clock to be located at the intersection of Stewart Parkway 
and Main Street. During the streetscape project, a round concrete pad was poured with the 
purpose of having public art on display. Because of the historic nature of our downtown, we can’t 
think of any more appropriate art than an antique-style post clock. Initially, we had hoped to 
present to you a two-faced clock. The company that we are working with built a clock for the town 
of Belhaven. In the course of conversations within our club, with the other clubs in Washington, 
the public, and the City the idea has come up now that we think it would look more appropriate 
to have a four-sided clock. We would need to ensure that we have the necessary funding. It is our 
intention to make this a gift. My request before you tonight is that you approve the concept of an 
antique-style post clock with the option to come back once it is determined if we will have a two-
faced or a four-faced clock. I think Staff provided you with a new rendering that shows the scale. 
The size we were proposing is about twelve feet tall the four-faced clock has more girth and more 
height. We would like to request that you accept the public-private partnership between Rotary 
and the City of Washington to place a post clock on the already poured pad at the intersection of 
Main Street and Stewart Parkway. 
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o Ms. Stallings, will the final selection be one of these three? Mr. Futrell, yes, we initially had in 
mind the clock on the right because we knew our club had the necessary funds to produce that.  
Through discussions, the idea of the four-sided clock has emerged as the popular choice based on 
the scale and the accessibility of the sightlines. We’re committed to trying to bring the four-sided 
clock in front of you. It’s illuminated at night. We think it will be a wonderful addition to downtown 
Washington and keep with the historical look.  

o Chairman Craigie, is it electric? Mr. Futrell, it is electric. The time is GPS controlled and when the 
time changes it will automatically set. It’s illuminated at night. I just think it would be a great 
addition to downtown.  

o Chairman Craigie, are there already utilities at that site? Mr. Futrell, there is. When the City put 
this pad down, they put three spotlights for whatever ended up there in the future. The City has 
already indicated to us that the City would be responsible for the erection of the clock and the 
utility fee in perpetuity.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, will the clock chime? Mr. Futrell, I don’t think it has a chime 
connected to it.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if the Commission had any more questions. There were none. 

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing.  

o Mr. Tunstall, I am the president of the Sunrise Rotary and a real estate agent here in town. I think 
this is going to be a positive addition to downtown. I think it will fit the part. Being from here, you 
want everything to match aesthetically. We’ve spent a lot of time making sure that it is going to 
meet downtown Washington’s standards and look as it should. 

o Mr. Campbell, I would urge the Commission to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to the 
concept. It’s a great idea. It’s well-conceived and presented. I think it will be great for downtown. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we don’t know the exact one they are going to go with, but if we 
know it is going to be one of these three we should be able to approve it if we feel that all three 
would be appropriate. Ms. Stallings, that’s why I asked if it would be one of these three. Staff, it 
would be up to the Commission if you would like them to come back or not.  Ms. Stallings, as long 
as it is one of the ones that we have already discussed. If it were going to be a totally different 
clock that would be different.  

o Chairman Craigie, a four-way would be nice, but like you said that depends on funds. Ms. Stallings, 
It looks like there would be a big price difference between the two. Mr. Futrell, in round numbers 
it’s $10,000 versus $20,000. 

o Chairman Craigie, I don’t see a problem. We could make the motion to include it as long as it is 
one of those three 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made the motion that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Evening Rotary/Brownie Futrell to 
make the above changes on the property located at the Intersection of Stewart Pkwy & W 
Main Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards specifically, 4.2 – 
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Lighting, 4.8 – Sidewalks. Elizabeth Stallings seconded the motion.  All present members 
voted, 6 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi  
X  Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

 
3. A request has been made by Moss Landing Homeowners’ Association, owner of 211 S 

Academy St., for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the removal of a tree. 

o Ms. Smith, I am the HOA manager for Moss Landing. Throughout the years we have tried to cut 
the limbs back on the tree several times. If you see the picture, we feel like the size of it has 
become a structural problem.  We’re not sure how big the trunk will get. We are concerned about 
the underground problems it may cause in the future. We would like to remove the larger tree 
and have a smaller tree planted in place of it that won’t disturb the structure of the villa.  

o Chairman Craigie, I noticed there is a water meter sitting next to it.  

o Ms. Stallings, it will be in the exact same place and not somewhere nearby? Ms. Smith, it will be 
in the same place. We’re thinking like a smaller Holly that does not get so big.  

o Chairman Craigie, there’s not much ground there. Ms. Smith, it is very small. Another concern was 
the tree growing larger. With the roots, the concrete is already starting to shift. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, was this tree planted with the original landscapers? Ms. Smith, yes.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, how many other trees like this may end up having this issue? Ms. 
Smith, there is one more that we have cut way back. We’re keeping an eye on it. It hasn’t gotten 
as large as this one. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, you mentioned the Holly, but I hope you do 
your due diligence and find something that stays smaller. Ms. Smith, yes, we will. 

o Ms. Stallings, is there no adjacent area that would provide more room? Ms. Smith, no, it is 
surrounded by a concrete curb. There is nowhere else so it would definitely have to be something 
smaller.  

o Ms. Burdi, do you feel compelled to replace with another tree simply because you think that is 
what we are going to require, or do the homeowners really want another tree there? Ms. Smith, 
the wind blows down there constantly and the limbs could damage their porch, so they don’t 
want it there either. Ms. Burdi, I can see that. I didn’t want you to feel like you had to put 
something back because of us. Ms. Smith, right, but we will do our due diligence and make sure 
that it is something small enough because it is not a big area. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, you 
could probably do a gardenia or a shrub.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing.  
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o Mr. Lopinto, President of Moss Landing Homeowners’ Association, I would just like to mention 
one thing because one of the commission members asked about other locations for trees. What’s 
not obvious in the pictures is that across the paved drive there is a grassy area where our 
mailboxes are. There are several nice trees over there.  They are maturing nicely in that spot. So, 
we are not leaving the space bare. We thought a Holly might be good because we can trim it way 
back and it will still flourish. This has just gotten to the point where it is much too close to the 
building. We would greatly appreciate it if you would approve our request.  

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it doesn’t affect the skyline yet because it’s not that tall. It detracts 
from the structure that has been approved as part of the district. 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Elizabeth Stallings made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a 
Certificate of Appropriateness to Moss Landing Homeowners’ Association to make the 
above changes on the property located at 211 S Academy Street. The motion is based on the 
following Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation 
Commission Design Standards specifically, 4.1 – Landscaping. Kathy Burdi seconded the 
motion.  All present members voted, 6 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record 
of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard   
X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings Made the Motion 
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

 
4. A request has been made by Clark Curtis, owner of 423 E 2nd St, for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for the construction of a 12’ x 12’ screened porch to be built at the back of 
the house. 

o Ms. Curtis, my husband is out of town, but the builder is here in case we need him.  

o Chairman Craigie, have you already pulled the permit, or are you waiting on this first? Ms. Curtis, 
we are waiting on this.  

o Chairman Craigie, it is going to be a stick-built frame? Mr. Curtis, yes.  

o Chairman Craigie, what will the foundation be made of? Ms. Curtis, it will be concrete with 6 pillars 
underneath. Mr. Mora, there will be six by six piers underneath the deck. It is a twelve by twelve 
wood-treated deck. If they want to stain it they will be able to, but it will be wood. Chairman 
Craigie, so it won’t be an enclosed foundation? Mr. Mora, no it will be open. It’s only a  twelve by 
twelve square deck. Ms. Curtis, it will be a foot off the ground. Chairman Craigie, it will be more 
like a deck with a screen. Mr. Mora, right.  



(Tuesday, May 3, 2022, HPC Regular Meeting)                                                                                                                                                                        Page 6 of 23  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it’s not seen from any public street, only by neighbors. Ms. Curtis, 
it’s only seen by the second-story neighbors. Mr. Mora, it’s in the rear of the home. It comes right 
off a door at the rear.  

o Chairman Craigie, will it be permanently fixed to the structure? Mr. Mora, it will be attached to 
the home. 

o Chairman Craigie, how is the roofline? Mr. Mora, it will be a straight gable that will match the 
existing gable of the home.  

o Ms. Casey, is there an intention to put an exterior door to the porch? Ms. Curtis, it will have a 
screen door.  Mr. Mora, on the left side, will be a screen door. Everything is going to be a screen. 
The door will be a screen.  

o Chairman Craigie, will the chimney just go up through the roof of the porch? Ms. Clark, yes.  

o Chairman Craigie, will it tie into the existing roof on the right side next to the chimney? Mr. Mora, 
it will be a little lower under the fascia. The existing fascia will stay in place.   

o Ms. Casey, does the home have asphalt shingles on it? Ms. Curtis, it has a metal roof. Ms. Casey, 
will this have a metal roof as well? Ms. Curtis, it will have asphalt shingles. Mr. Mora, with it being 
in the rear and such a small roof they wanted to go with the asphalt shingles.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the lower roofline is not going to be seen and shingles are 
acceptable. It doesn’t have to match. Ms. Burdi, it’s such a small space.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Clark Curtis to make the above 
changes on the property located at 423 E 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Design Standards specifically, 3.6 – Porches and Entryways, 5.3 – Additions, 5.4 – Decks. 
Beth Casey seconded the motion.  All present members voted, 6 in favor and 0 opposed. The 
motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi  
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey 2nd the Motion 
X  Betty Mooring  

 

5. A request has been made by Jeanne Gindoff, owner of 625 E 2nd St, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the installation of a pool with a surrounding deck in the backyard. 
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 Beth Casey asked to be recused from this item due to her proximity to and knowledge of the 
case. Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard moved that Beth Casey be recused. Kathy Burdi 
seconded the motion. All present members voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed. Beth Casey was 
recused. Record of the vote is below.  

 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

o Ms. Gindoff, the request is for an above-ground pool. We have a huge backyard. It will be in the 
back corner across from the chickens. We have a six-foot privacy fence all around. We have no 
neighbors on either side. We are going to surround the pool with a wooden deck to basically 
enclose the pool. No one should be able to see it.  

o Chairman Craigie, (referring to a picture in the packet) this is the pool you are going with? It will 
be above ground? Ms. Gindoff, yes.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, and the deck will be what material? Ms. Gindoff, wood. Nothing 
will be shown of the pool. It will be completely encased in a deck.  

o Chairman Craigie, will it be permanent? Ms. Gindoff, you can remove it. Ms. Stallings, but you 
don’t have any intentions of removing it every season. Ms. Gindoff, no. 

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Jeanne Gindoff to make the above 
changes on the property located at 625 E 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Design Standards specifically, 3.14 – Mechanical and Communication System, 5.4 – Decks. 
Elizabeth Stallings seconded the motion.  All present members voted, 5 in favor and 0 
opposed. The motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi  
X  Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 
--- --- Marian Booth   
--- --- Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  
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 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard moved that Beth Casey return to the meeting. Kathy 
Burdi seconded the motion. All present members voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed. Beth Casey 
returned to the meeting. Record of the vote is below.  

 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
--- --- Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

 
6. A request has been made by Valerie Jackson, owner of Val’s Gourmet Baked Goods at 138 S 

Market St, for a Certificate of Appropriateness to paint the façade to imply wood paneling. 

o Mr. Jackson, we own Val’s baked goods located in the Turnage Theatre. We’ve moved to a new 
location on the corner of Market Street and Water Street. It is a brick building painted gray. Ms. 
Jackson, we want to give it more of a historical look. It will look like a wooden pillar and paneling. 
Mr. Jackson, it will appear like wood, but it will be painted. The artist will be Samantha; you might 
be familiar with her. She has done several paintings around town including the one on the pink 
building across from the visitor center. She’s good at going back and finding things. She has some 
great renditions. We will not be attaching anything to the wall. There is a flagpole on the corner.  
Ms. Jackson, there is a rendition (in the packet). She did an example on the brick. Mr. Jackson, 
rather than just a flat color we thought we would give it a little pizazz.  

o Chairman Craigie, I know that it is currently painted. Is there a reason that you’re not going to just 
freshen up the paint? I see it has two different colors. Mr. Jackson, it’s blue and gray and there 
just didn’t seem like there was any contrast with that. We are trying to be more of a mercantile-
type store. We want to give it an old-fashioned look. It is a bakery. We want it to look like a 
boulangerie, something with a little European flair to it.  

o Chairman Craigie, my only concern is what that would actually look like on brick. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, you have to look close. You can still see the brick line. It’s two-dimensional. Chairman 
Craigie, I’m looking at the picture on the right. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think it’s the vines 
that are throwing you off. Mr. Jackson, it will be more like the picture on the left that is a deeper 
color. I think she was just showing us an example of what can be done. A second or third coat 
would bring out the tan color. Chairman Craigie, I can see on the left it looks more like columns. 
Ms. Stallings, that would be after a couple of coats, I’m assuming. Was the right only one coat? 
Mr. Jackson, yes it was only one coat. That is on her property. She didn’t want to do too much to 
it because that’s hers.  

o Ms. Burdi, I think it’s a fascinating idea. It would be something new in town and it’s just paint. 

o Ms. Mooring, are these the colors that it’s going to be? Mr. Jackson, yes. Ms. Mooring, will that 
look good with the gray? Mr. Jackson, the gray is being replaced. It’s going against the blue. That 
part is set back in maybe eight inches on the outside of the building. Chairman Craigie, the gray 
part is? Mr. Jackson, yes, the gray part is inset. That’s what will give it the look that it’s built-in. 
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Ms. Jackson, that it is three-dimensional. Chairman Craigie, the shading will give it the appearance 
of the columns? Mr. Jackson, yes. We also put a shade because it’s an east-facing window and we 
get a lot of sun. We picked out a nice material that will be about twenty inches from the top of 
the window and it will complement the color. We also have the outdoor seating that we will put 
up with the umbrellas. We will have at least three tables in the front. Hopefully, people will sit 
outside and enjoy themselves.  

o Chairman Craigie, I just can’t grasp my head around it. Ms. Stallings, the two pictures are very 
different. Ms. Burdi, it goes from a contemporary façade to a more historic, rustic, café. 

o Ms. Casey, will this treatment require removing the gray paint or will it be painted over? Ms. 
Jackson, it will be painted over.  

o Ms. Casey, the white banner that is across the top, is that a piece of wood that has been applied? 
Mr. Jackson, that is the old sign. It is wood. Chairman Craigie, is that staying? Mr. Jackson, yes. 
Ms. Casey, it will become part of the design? Mr. Jackson, yes, we have picked out some historic 
lettering that will go with it. It will be something very nice.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if the Commission had any more questions. 

o Ms. Mooring, I’m just looking at the colors. Ms. Stallings, it’s hard to conceptualize. Ms. Mooring, 
it is and it seems contrasting with the blue. It seems bold when I look at the left picture. I’m trying 
to visualize the whole thing. It looks softer on the brick on the right and bold on the other. Ms. 
Jackson, those shades won’t be there. Ms. Mooring, I’m just worried about the color. It’s very gold 
and kind of bold. I’m just thinking how much it would stand out. I’m trying to visualize it with the 
lines on the brick that will still be there. It won’t be smooth like the picture on the left. Chairman 
Craigie, that’s the part I can’t get. You’re still going to see the mortar and the brick. Ms. Mooring, 
it is hard to visualize. Chairman Craigie, it’s hard to visualize the texture. It would be more like the 
picture on the right. Mr. Jackson, I don’t know that the picture on the right is not complete. It is 
just one coat. It will be deeper. Ms. Burdi, try to visualize some of the signage on brick walls in 
town that they are in the process of refurbishing. Chairman Craigie, the ghost signs are like that. 
Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, they are creating a mural on the brick. It just looks like wood 
paneling. I think this picture makes it looks more gilded. It’s not going to be metallic and I think 
that’s what is throwing you off. Chairman Craigie, I do like the ghost signs. Those are turning out 
nice.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard had the artist (Samantha) confirm that the mural would not be 
gilded.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if the Commission had any more questions. There were none.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing.  

o Mr. Campbell, I think it’s a great idea. It’s something different. It’s just paint. It can be changed. 
It’s not a permanent change. It’s going to look mostly wood. The banner is solid wood. It’s not 
really going to be, in my opinion, that much different than what you would see normally. It’s a 
great idea. I would urge the Commission to grant the Certificate of Appropriateness.  

o Staff swore in Casey Stone. 

o Ms. Stone, you say that the ghost signs have turned out great. Samantha is the artist doing the 
ghost signs. While I also have a little bit of a hard time visualizing this, I feel confident in everything 
else that she has done. It turned out fantastic. I feel that this would be really good too.    
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o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, if this was originally exposed brick that had never been painted 
then that would be against the Standards, but because it has already been painted it can be 
painted again. They make a mention that they prefer to have paint removed, but if it has been 
painted it can be repainted. There is no specification on color or scheme.   

o Chairman Craigie, I swayed when I remembered the ghost signs. That helped me.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Beth Casey made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Valerie Jackson to make the above changes on the property located at 
138 S Market Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application 
is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards specifically, 3.2 – 
Materials, 3.11 – Paint. Betty Mooring seconded the motion.  All present members voted, 6 
in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard   
X  Kathy Burdi  
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey Made the Motion 
X  Betty Mooring 2nd the Motion 

 
7. A request has been made by Kendall Jones, owner of Savour, LLC, for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for the appearance of a mobile-walk-up food unit on the site of the Pamlico 
Rowing Club Building located at 307 W Main St. 

o Mr. Jones, our plan is to open a walk-up restaurant at the Pamlico Rowing Club. We will have 
world cuisine, but we will focus on Caribbean food and we’re going to tie in the history of 
Washington’s trade with the West Indies in our menu.  We’ve been planning this since September. 
A challenge we have had is the fact that it is a flood-prone area. We ultimately decided that 
something mobile would be ideal. That came with its own set of challenges. We have purchased 
a trailer and started the outfit. We are trying to make it have the appearance that it is permanent. 
The skirting that we are proposing is treated pine. It will match the deck and the walkway that Pitt 
Street is putting in at the taproom. We want to cover anything that would point to it not being 
permanent. We will cover it with potted plants and foliage. We are asking for approval of the 
overall design.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, (referring to a picture in the packet) where the van is parked, is 
that about where it will be? Mr. Jones, yes it will be roughly in that area.  

o Mr. Jones, there will be a walkway between the unit and the fence that is existing there.  

o Chairman Craigie, the pine is going to be parallel to the unit? Mr. Jones, we are open to 
suggestions. Aesthetically we thought that would be pleasing.  
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o Chairman Craigie, will there be a decking around it or in front of it? Mr. Jones, no there’s decking 
that Pitt Street is putting in. There is a wooden walkway. We thought if we stayed in the same 
material it would all flow together very well. The wood that we are going to use to trim around 
the windows is wood that was recovered from inside the Pamlico Rowing Club.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, where is the wood going to be? Mr. Jones, there will be wood 
across the bottom and wood all the way up one side. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, there is a 
picture that is an RV with wood around it. That’s not what it is going to look like, is it? Mr. Jones, 
we were trying to get an actual picture of wood skirting. Chairman Craigie, he’s just showing the 
skirting. Mr. Jones, the picture with the logo is representative of the unit. Chairman Craigie, in the 
picture with the RV to the right there is one with the skirting perpendicular to the ground. I almost 
like that one better.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I have a question for Staff. A lot of our Design Standards address 
permanent structures. This is designed so that it won’t be permanent. It can be moved if there is 
flooding, which makes sense. Would we put this more as a pre-fab storage building or a 
mechanical system? I don’t feel like these Standards really address this situation. Staff, that is why 
it is being presented here. You are looking at what it will ultimately look like. It will be up to the 
Commission to decide.  

o Mr. Jones, our ultimate long-term goal, if there is proof of concept, is to covert a small 
freestanding structure on the site.  It’s a new location and we’re not sure of the amount of traffic 
we will have.  

o Chairman Craigie, are you going to have shrubs? Mr. Jones, we’ll have potted plants. We’re trying 
not to have anything permanent. Even the skirting will be easy to remove. For some reason, if this 
doesn’t work out for us it will look like nothing was ever there.  

o Ms. Casey, is there a plan to do anything to make the roof not look flat? Mr. Jones, there is not. 
There is a vent hood and an exhaust fan on the roof. The wires to that have to be accessible and 
there has to be a certain amount of airflow. We’re trying to navigate the historic rules and the 
environmental health rules. There is some overlap that has been challenging.  

o Chairman Craigie, what is the height from the ground that will be skirted? Mr. Jones, it really 
depends on the grating and how high off the ground we are, at most I would say 16”-24”. 

o Chairman Craigie, the perpendicular would look better in my opinion with 18” of material. Mr. 
Jones, I’m open to perpendicular.  

o Ms. Casey, you have two sides. One end is the service area and you mentioned that the siding will 
go up a way. What about the opposite side? Mr. Jones, that is where the tongue is for it and there 
is an entrance door for the kitchen. It is a V-shape at the front.  The part that doesn’t have the 
door will be covered with the skirting as well, covering up above the hitch. There will be some 
potted plants as well to cover that area. Ms. Burdi, so the hitch will be disguised? Mr. Jones, yes, 
you won’t see the hitch.  

o Ms. Casey, the side that I can see from the lighthouse, what will that look like? Mr. Jones, 
ultimately it won’t be seen. The property owner has told us that he’s putting privacy screening on 
the fence. You really won’t see it at all.  

o Ms. Burdi, when do you plan to have it up and running? Mr. Jones, we’re hoping to have our final 
approvals with environmental health by June 1. Pitt Street would love us to be open when they 
open. We’re trying to make that timeline if possible.  
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o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing. There were no comments.  

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, this is a nonpermanent structure that can be moved. Chairman 
Craigie, the skirting is removable. It’s temporary. Ms. Burdi, wood is an approved product. Ms. 
Casey, I can’t think of any other properties that have anything like this. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, right now you have a commercial van that is sitting in that spot. This would be an 
improvement. It’s not a permanent structure, which is what is addressed in the Standards. We 
don’t allow things like dump trucks parked on 2nd Street overnight, but people can store their RVs 
in their backyard.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Kathy Burdi made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Kendall Jones to make the above changes on the property located at 307 
W Main Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards specifically, 3.12 – 
Outbuildings and Accessory Structures, 3.14 – Mechanical and Communication System, 5.1 
– Downtown Commercial Construction. Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard seconded 
the motion.  All present members voted, 6 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. 
Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  2nd the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi Made the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

 

1. A request has been made by Dianna Aideuis, owner of 122 S Harvey St, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the replacement of tin shingles with asphalt shingles. 

o Staff swore in Diana Aideuis. 

o Ms. Aideuis presented a sample to the Commission of the shingles to be used. 

o Ms. Aideuis, my over 100-year-old tin roof is leaking pretty badly. I have had it repainted three 
times. The last time was a recommendation for the Historic Preservation Office in Raleigh. It was 
supposed to last about five years. They weren’t wrong. That’s about as long as it made it. It costs 
a lot of money to have that done. At this point, I really just need to put on a new roof rather than 
trying to paint every five years with the prices going up. I chose this pattern because it mimics 
what the roof looks like, with the exception of the color, I couldn’t get anything lighter than what 
I got. They are not making these shingles anymore. I got the last batch of them.  

o Ms. Stallings, has there always been a tin roof on the house since it was built? Ms. Aideuis, yes, it 
is original to the house. A new tin roof is $71,000 and I can’t afford it. I really wanted to, but I just 
can’t buy my house again. 
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o Chairman Craigie asked if the Commission had any more questions. There were none. 

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing.  

o Ms. Green, I am a neighbor of Ms. Aideuis. I just want to reiterate what she said to you. My home 
also had that type of tin shingle. I could not afford to roof my house as well. We went through the 
same process trying to paint it and repair it. It just didn’t work and we had to go to asphalt 
shingles. I support her request.  

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I hate to see that roof go. They don’t make them anymore. Ms. 
Burdi, they don’t last forever. Chairman Craigie, I like the design she’s picked. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, at least it’s not just a flat tab shingle. It’s even called a carriage house style.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Elizabeth Stallings made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a 
Certificate of Appropriateness to Dianna Aideuis to make the above changes on the property 
located at 122 S Harvey Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the 
application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards 
specifically, 3.5 – Roof. Kathy Burdi seconded the motion.  All present members voted, 6 in 
favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard   
X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings Made the Motion 
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  

 

B. Minor Works 
o No Commission action is required.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if there were any questions or comments. There were none.  

VIII. Other Business 

1. 238 E 2nd St. -  Update 

o Staff, in the last month the only noticeable change that I have seen is an additional fascia board 
on the front porch. Mr. Ferguson mentioned that he had completed building the post that I 
witnessed the first time I went out there. I have heard from others that he had injured his foot in 
the last month. That is the only update that I have for you on this property.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, has he shown you any emails where he has confirmed scheduled 
work? Staff, not that I have been able to follow up with.  The last email that I tried to follow up 
with said that he had spoken with Mr. Ferguson. That was in February. 
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o Ms. Stallings, are we still in compliance with the timeline and the conditions that we set? Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, yes. 

o Ms. Burdi, has he pulled any permits for any additional work? I think he has one that is getting 
ready to expire. Staff, that is the only one that he has on file. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, when 
is the expected expiration date? Staff, I believe it is June. I would have to double-check with 
building inspections.  Chairman Craigie, that’s the permit for the porch? Staff, yes. Chairman 
Craigie, and he has not pulled any other permits? Staff, no.  

2. 422 E Water St. – Update 

o Staff, a building permit has been submitted for 422 E Water Street. What they have submitted is 
slightly different from what was approved last year. I have called out a couple of items that I 
noticed. I believe the contractor is here tonight and she has also called out a few additional items. 
The front doors will be combined into one large door. The roof material has been changed from 
shingles to metal, which is approved in the Historic District. There have been a number of 
alterations to the exterior stairs in the configuration. They had to add an awning to one of the 
side doors to get the home under warranty. There are a couple of modifications to the awning 
and roof shape. There is also a slight modification to all the windows. They now have a defined 
windowsill.   

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, for clarification this is the one on the corner of Academy and Water 
Street? Staff, it is not the one on the very corner. Chairman Craigie, it’s the empty lot.  

o Staff, I just wanted to bring this to your attention. Once it is completed, it will be slightly different 
from what was originally seen last year. Chairman Craigie, as long as everything meets code.  

3. Discussion Item - Proposed amendments to the Design Standards 

o Staff, this is a Commission discussion item. Discussion items are not typically open to the public. 
It will be up to the Commission if they want to open it up to the public for discussion. If the 
Commission would like to discuss any of the changes or information received, you may do so now.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, did everyone review the letter from the State regarding the 
proposed changes? We would all agree in reading that we shouldn’t be changing prohibited to 
not recommended.  

o Chairman Craigie, I would like to start out with another opening statement regarding the update 
to the Standards.  There has been talk about the Standards being updated once. I was wanting to 
ask Ms. Stone if anything was ever found. I have looked and have not found anything. Ms. Stone, 
I’m not sure if Staff found it. Staff, the document I found was recommended changes that 
corroborated what Ms. Stone had said about Hardiplank being a new material. That was in a 
document that was being edited. There wasn’t a follow-up with City Council for that document to 
be adopted for the Design Standards. What that tells me is that it was probably discussed by the 
Commission, but it wasn’t adopted by the City Council.   

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, Ms. Stone when you made or recommended those changes, even 
though they weren’t approved and enacted, did you get guidance from the State at that time as 
well? Ms. Stone, yes we did. I rotated off the Commission as that was completed. So, it very well 
may be that it wasn’t adopted by the City Council. We did work with John Wood and other 
representatives from the State on that process. Circling back to something you said last time, I do 
think that is where the State recommended the three sides with Hardiplank, but not on the front 
façade.  
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o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, for members of the subcommittee it sounds like you may have just 
shortened your work if you get that document from Staff and compare it with the letter we got 
from the State. You can apply some of those changes and present it.  

o Chairman Craigie, have you found the document then? Is that what you said? Staff, I have found 
a marked-up version of a draft. I can get you a copy of that. It has the markups. Chairman Craigie, 
yes we can look at that. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, you may want to go back and compare it 
to what you have started doing and maybe not make some of those changes that the State has 
not recommended and add some of those other things. 

o Chairman Craigie, let me go ahead and fill in everybody about where we are. A lot of people think 
this is about vinyl and it’s not. I do believe I know why people think that. The facts that I presented 
to City Council, and I think it’s in the packet tonight, outline what we do have in the district 
regarding vinyl siding, vinyl fences, and vinyl windows. It’s not about that. It’s more about 
updating the document to be more conformative to options. The changes that we have proposed 
to our Standards are very simple. The terminology was updated to match what the State Historic 
Preservation handbook suggests. On page 34, it states Standards use relative terms rather than 
absolute, they recommend and encourage rather than require or prohibit. The same thing with 
shall versus should. That’s basically what has taken place. There are five changes that have been 
made to the book. Prohibit was replaced with not recommended. That’s it. Shall was replaced 
with should. It doesn’t stop anything. Everything still comes before the Commission that requires 
approval. There was some relocated verbiage. If you read the book there was terminology or 
verbiage that was just in the wrong spot. It was just moved to where it should have been, like 
under walls, or windows, or whatever.  That is all shown in what was received tonight in the 
packet. All those punctuation edits and 90% of that packet from last month are gone. Now its 
really just this list of things and that was it. Where aluminum or vinyl was referenced, it was only 
replaced with engineered or synthetic material. That’s it. The reason for that was to include any 
type of material because in the future, or now, we’ve got other types of synthetic material. All it 
did was remove the word vinyl and aluminum and replaced it with engineered or synthetic 
material. The fifth change that was made is a paragraph was rewritten. It was to inform the 
property owners of the potential for wood rot. The way it was written before it was saying it was 
because of vinyl siding and that’s not true. It was rewritten so that it warns people of wood rot 
with any type of siding. Proper maintenance for any type of siding is very important to prevent 
wood rot. Those are the five things that were changed. This was sent to the State for their 
recommendations. I don’t know if everybody looked at the packet to see their input. The input 
that they sent us was very nice. They had a couple of edits of things that needed to be changed. 
We can go through those if you like.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, let me stop you there. Number five in their response letter 
specifically states, “Guidelines vs. standards; “should” vs. “shall”. We note several places in the 
Update where “shall” has been changed to “should,” and “prohibited” has been changed to “not 
recommended.” We do not disagree with local staff’s observation that this change, “makes the 
standard vague, increasing the likelihood of challenges to the commission’s decisions on such 
matters and decreases the ability to enforce these types of changes,” and “increases the 
difficulty of consistent ruling.” These terminology changes seem to contradict the direction of 
recent changes in North Carolina enabling legislation terminology (update and conversion of 
Chapter 160A to Chapter 160D), where use of local “guidelines” were changed to “standards.” 
We understand that these changes were made because historic preservation commissions are 
indeed quasi-judicial bodies and standards are binding for quasi-judicial certificate of 
appropriateness decisions. We are concerned that these terminology changes in Washington’s 
Design Standards Update could causes confusion and legal challenges for the commission in its 
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efforts to make defensible, quasi-judicial decisions on applications for certificates of 
appropriateness.” Going to that point, if we take this recommendation, we don’t change that 
verbiage. If we change the verbiage and take out vinyl and aluminum and put in engineered and 
synthetic, we are going to say all engineered and synthetic is completely prohibited. That’s not 
what we are trying to get at. We are specifically saying we never want to approve vinyl and that 
we never want aluminum.  

o  Chairman Craigie, keep in mind the only reason that verbiage was changed was to follow the 
State’s Handbook. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I know that you said John Wood told you that, 
but here he is saying he didn’t. Chairman Craigie, I don’t think that’s from John Wood. That’s 
from Kristi Brantley. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it was Cc’d to him as well. He was Cc’d on all 
communication as well as the email chain. Because he didn’t specifically say that, I think there 
was a misunderstanding. What the State Historic Preservation Office is supposed to do is to 
recommend to local preservations, but they can’t tell them how they have to act. They can just 
tell them what we recommend, this is why, and these are the ramifications.   I think that's 
probably where the actual verbiage comes from and not from the actual Standards. 

o Chairman Craigie, it also states that you can be strict or lenient with your book. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, it does. It also says, “Contrary to the federal Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards. If approved, the Design Standards would no longer be complementary to the 
Secretary of Interior’s (SOI) Standards for Rehabilitation. Washington’s current Design Standards 
follow the SOI Standards, which were developed, not only to protect the historic integrity of 
structures and the district as a whole, but also to prevent negative adverse effects to and foster 
preservation of historic structures." 

o Chairman Craigie, these changes that we are making aren't jeopardizing anything. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, the State is giving you the recommendation that that is so. Ms. 
Stallings, yes. 

o Ms. Burdi, if we change the vinyl or aluminum siding to engineered or synthetic siding, you're 
just broadening the category. You're not limiting anything. We're looking forward to new 
materials. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, sure, but what I'm saying is if you take the 
recommendation from the State to use the more restrictive terms, then proposing those 
changes is going to restrict all synthetic materials and not just vinyl and aluminum. Ms. Burdi, I 
don't read it that way. Chairman Craigie, explain yourself again. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, if 
you go back and look at the changes where we say let's change it from prohibited to not 
recommended, or should or shouldn't, we've changed it to say, taking out vinyl and aluminum, 
it's not recommended to use synthetic materials. Chairman Craigie, right, it's not recommended. 
Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, but we would not change that to it's prohibited to use any 
synthetic materials. We could not let these new things come before us and review them. 
Chairman Craigie, you're mixing things now. With the current changes it is just stating that we 
do not recommend those materials, but they have to come before the Commission because 
everything needs to be addressed and looked at. The big thing with Historic Preservation is 
keeping the character. You're not supposed to take any character-defining elements off of your 
house. If you need to replace with Hardiplank, you still can't take character-defining elements 
off of your house. That's what this is basically saying. Everything still has to come before the 
Commission. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think it's very clear you really shouldn't change it 
based on the new Secretary of Interior Standards where we just updated everything from 
Guidelines to Standards. They want to be more specific and objective and not subjective to 
make it easier to make consistent changes. It makes it easier to follow the judicial process. They 
are specifically saying don't change that.  
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o Ms. Burdi, regardless of what we call it, we're still subject to legal appeals. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, sure. Ms. Burdi, so we really haven't changed anything. It has happened in the past. 
It wouldn't be the first time people have challenged a decision made by this Commission. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, but it is going to become much more common if we change this.  

o Chairman Craigie, so basically they said they are concerned because it can cause confusion and 
legal challenges for the Commission in its efforts to make defensible quasi-judicial decisions on 
applications. We have that now.  We have the same issue now. Let me explain the way this 
whole process works regarding something being congruous versus noncongruous. If something 
is congruous, the State tells us we can't deny it. If it is congruous with our book, we cannot deny 
it. A lot of these things that come before us say they are congruous with our book and I don't 
know why we have to sit here and do anything because the State tells us we can't if it is 
congruous we can't deny it.  If it's not congruous, which means it goes against our Guidelines, 
that means they come before us and we as a Commission can look at each one and determine 
whether the specific changes they are making are going to be detrimental to the property or 
take away from the character-defining elements of the home. At that point, we can decide if it is 
acceptable and grant the request or deny it. So, it's only those that are not congruous. That 
means it goes against our book but we can still approve them. Let's back up a little bit. I think 
what started this process is the fact that we have so many problems that already exist within 
our historic district, as far as the facts and findings that have been uncovered.  You have a 
handful of people over here who get things or have things. It's not that they get approved. I 
don't know if any of the vinyl homes came before us regarding a request, but they're there.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think the ultimate issue with that is compliance. Enforcement 
and compliance are ultimately that issue and we have zero capability to enforce that. That is up 
to the city staff. Chairman Craigie, I understand that. I've heard people say that we're going to 
get an influx of requests. I think that's wonderful. That gives people the opportunity to put in 
their requests and gives us, the Commission, the ability to guide them and help them.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I will also note that it states, "National Register Historic District 
status. Introduction of non-historic materials could over time result in loss of overall integrity 
and jeopardize status of the National Register-listed Washington Historic District, which is 
closely aligned with the locally designated historic district. Specifically, the use of non-historic 
materials can result in the loss of the integrity of design, materials, workmanship, and feeling. 
Consequently, with the loss of these aspects of integrity the property or district may in time 
irretrievably lose the ability to convey its significance. Compromising the integrity of the 
National Register Historic District may in turn affect the eligibility of buildings for the Historic 
Rehabilitation Tax Credits for historic rehabilitation projects in the community." That's any 
building. That's not just the ones that choose to use them. Scott Campbell, a realtor, pointed out 
at the last meeting all the money that has been invested and all the people that are coming to 
our district because it is improving because we are upholding these Standards over the last 
several years. We're raising those people's investments.  

o Ms. Burdi, I look at it a little differently. I also read his report as in spite of the house at 238 E 
2nd St, in spite of Mr. Stroud's beautiful home that has vinyl siding, or any of the other homes 
that have vinyl fences, people are still attracted. It hasn't stopped the growth of our town. 
Property values have gone sky high throughout Washington.  I think a perfect example of how 
this would work is what we just did with the roof. If you read through all the information 
provided it states retain and preserve historic roofs and historic structures and retain character 
elements. But we listened to this homeowner, we understood her problems, we know how 
difficult it is. If we tried to make her follow every one of these Guidelines she would be living in 
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a leaky house. There has to be some give and take and that's why we are here. We are here to 
look at the situation, assess the homeowner's financial ability to do this, and keep the character 
of the house the best we can. We can be advisors. We can be mentors. We can help people or 
we can be dominating.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, what we are first supposed to do is preserve historic integrity. 
Ms. Burdi, yes, but they have to be able to live in the house.  

o Chairman Craigie, the bottom line is it's not about vinyl siding. It's about the Hardiplank. It's 
about, maybe, the replacement windows. When we came before the Commission we asked to 
put in vinyl-clad replacement sashes. We didn't affect the window frame. We just popped out 
the windows and put in our new ones. It was a kit and we were approved. We've got so many 
times that people are denied or approved. It would be nice if we could just all do our homes 
almost like Moss Landing and be able to live in them. That's making them more energy efficient. 
It's not taking away any character from the historic district or the historic homes. I don't want to 
do that. Nobody wants to do that. We have to find a way that we can live in and renovate our 
homes, especially with the green deal coming. We're going to have to be able to make our 
homes energy efficient. Slapping a storm window on the outside isn't going to do it.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we're not here to make a decision tonight and right now we are 
not going to agree. Can I just make a recommendation to the subcommittee that once you get 
those documents you can go back with the work the last couple Commissions did and save 
yourself some time. You can still, potentially, change some things of their changes. Right now as 
it is, and based on the State's recommendation that was sent to us, it wouldn't get my vote. I 
don't know if it would get majority, but I guarantee you with that whole statement about legal 
stuff, it's not going to pass with City Council. Chairman Craigie, I think we already have that. I'm 
surprised nobody has sued us yet. 

o Ms. Burdi, this is not our final decision. City Council has the final say. We're just throwing out 
discussion. We're not making this decision.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it's not following the guidance of the State. Chairman Craigie, it is 
following the guideline of the State. Ms. Burdi, there are contradictions in the guidelines. I think 
we need public input. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, last month we had public input. Ms. Burdi, 
I don't think that was fairly advertised.  

o Chairman Craigie, the disclaimer on the front page of Historic Preservation Commission 
Guidelines states, "The activity that is the subject of this Design standard Document has been 
financed in part with federal funds from the National Park Service, Department of the Interior. 
However, the contents and opinions do not necessarily reflect the views or policies of the 
Department of the Interior, nor does the mention of trade names or commercial prosecutes 
constitute endorsement or recommendation by the Department of the Interior." That's a 
disclaimer right on the front. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, that's because that is the same 
disclaimer the State sends us when they give us any recommendation. They're not telling us that 
we have to do something this way. Ms. Burdi, exactly. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, but they're 
going to tell us the ramifications. Ms. Burdi, what were the ramifications you were worried 
about, getting historic grants? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, that as well. It's all in there. Did 
you read the letter? Ms. Burdi, I did. What was it, $1,200 in historic grants since the Commission 
was established? Individual homeowners can get them. You can have a home anywhere. 
Chairman Craigie, we have received one grant. It was for $1,825. It was in 2016. Nobody really 
knows what that grant was for. We have not received any other grants.  
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o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we did receive certified local government status on April 24, 
1992. As a CLG, Washington has acted for three decades in partnership with the federal 
government (National Park Service) and state government (State Historic Preservation Office) to 
preserve, protect. Chairman Craigie, we are preserving and protecting. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, our whole streetscape program wouldn't have been done if we weren't a certified 
local government. Chairman Craigie, let's not talk about the streetscape. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, why? Ms. Stallings, what is the conclusion we are trying to come to here? Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, Staff was the streetscape partially funded because we are a certified 
local government? Staff, I haven't looked into that funding. It was done before I got here. 
Chairman Craigie, those are separate grants that are outside the Department of Interior. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I can get that meeting information for the next meeting. Ms. Stallings, 
is there a conclusion we are trying to come to, or are we just discussing what we have in front of 
us? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think we are just discussing.  

o Ms. Mooring, it sounds like you're trying to change the words. This is the first time I've heard all 
this. You're trying to change just a few words to give it a little more flexibility to the people that 
live here and have to pay $71,000 for a roof and all that. I don't see what's wrong with that. 
Hearing this woman that came here today and said her roof was going to cost $71,000. To me 
that is mind-blowing. When I drive around and I see so much rigidness in this and then see 
what's going on and see homes that aren't being fixed up this is probably why. If all these 
requests, even if given a little more flexibility have to come here anyway, what is wrong with the 
flexibility? I guess I'm not following. If we can't give people a little bit more room how are 
people going to afford to do these things? Some of these people have lived in these homes 
forever. They've lived here such a long time and may need to use a more affordable material. 
They care about these homes. Whoever is up here is going to have input on it anyway. So, what 
is wrong with changing a few of these words? You sound like you want to keep everything as far 
as looks. Everyone is worried about the way it looks, but if you don't do it they are going to look 
run down. They are going to look horrible. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, actually, it has 
improved in the past several years even with the current Standards. Ms. Mooring, yes, but 
$71,000 for a roof? I don't know many people that can afford that. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, it says in the Standards that the material was approved. Ms. Mooring, but she came 
here and asked us for that and we did it. I'm just trying to understand it. Whatever happens, it's 
going to be something that they come here and ask anyway whether it's shall, shouldn't, not 
recommended, or prohibited. Don't they still have to come and ask? 

o Chairman Craigie, that has not always been the case. Last month and this month I was shocked 
that both of those metal roofs were taken off and put back with shingles. I know shingles is an 
approved material. In 2019 on N Charlotte St they were denied. They had leaking and horrible 
problems with their roof. It was a metal standing seam roof. They came before the Commission 
and the Commission denied their request for shingles. They made them put on metal. She said 
that economically it was expensive for her to do it. She wanted to do the shingles. Shingles are 
an approved material. It was denied. That’s why I say I don’t know how we have not been sued 
before. That suing thing is ridiculous because we could be sued now. I don’t know why she 
didn’t sue us. She should have sued us. She should have been approved.  

o Ms. Mooring, you’re talking about human beings that have to pay this and live in these homes. 
Some of them have been there forever and they are just trying to keep them up. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it’s Becky, right? Ms. Mooring, it’s Betty. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, I’m sorry, Betty. Ms. Mooring, it’s okay. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I know you 
are a newer member. Ms. Mooring, yes. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, were you given the 
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Quasi-Judicial Handbook? Ms. Mooring, I was. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I didn’t know if 
you had gotten the chance to read that. We have to follow that. It’s not opinion based. Ms. 
Mooring, these little words that ya’ll are wanting to change seem to me not that big of a deal 
when they all have to come in here regardless. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, they are a big 
deal when it comes to going to court. Ms. Mooring, we’re going to talk to the people in here 
anyway. Don’t we care about the people in these homes that are trying to maintain them? Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I live in one of those homes that I’m trying to maintain. Ms. Mooring, 
me too, and I know that $71,000 would really hurt me.  

o Chairman Craigie, when are we going to go to court? Give me an example if says not 
recommended instead of prohibit. Give me an example. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I don’t 
know. Do we have legal counsel here?  

o Bobby Roberson, no, but I can tell you what the process is if you would like to hear it. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, yes. Mr. Roberson, this is a quasi-judicial board. The reason you’re not 
getting sued is that the applicant hasn’t exhausted all of their legal remedies. If they disagree 
with whatever you do it goes directly to the Board of Adjustment. After the Board of 
Adjustment, if they don’t like it, it goes to Superior Court. That is the legal process.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, so it gets resolved before they sue or people just don’t pursue 
the process. Mr. Roberson, they don’t pursue it. Chairman Craigie, how many people have 
actually gone in front of the Board of Adjustment? Mr. Roberson, the general public, firsthand, 
does not know the steps in local government to get where they need to be. If they are turned 
down, they say okay great I guess I have to do something else. They never look for the appeal 
process. Chairman Craigie, I understand that because I know about the Board of Adjustment, 
and how people have to go in front of them if they’re not happy. I think it says that in our 
handbook. Mr. Roberson, well that’s the reason you’re not getting sued. It’s because they 
haven’t exhausted all of their legal remedies.  

o Donald Stroud, I would like to add to that. One of the reasons you have not been sued is 
because you don’t have little words in your handbook. You have concrete words such as denied 
and granted. If you change these Guidelines to not recommended then it is completely, utterly 
unenforceable. If I come in here and say I want to cover my entire house in copper and you say 
that’s not recommended and I do it anyway there’s no way I would lose. It’s a recommendation. 
It’s not a directive. It’s not an order. You are a quasi-judicial body. You are here, you are charged 
to make a decision, not a recommendation. That’s what your charge is. Your charge is not to be 
arbiters of what is affordable and what is not affordable. What are you going to do, subpoena 
our tax returns to see if we can afford a $71,000 roof or not? That’s not your job. Your job is to 
preserve the integrity of this district as it has been done for decades.  

o Chairman Craigie, thank you, you explained it. That’s the first time I’ve heard it explained. I’ve 
asked the question many times and I’ve not gotten an answer like that. So, what you said, note 
taken.  

o Ms. Mooring, my point in saying that too, is that even with what he said, they have to come 
here anyway. Regardless of what it says, they still have to come here and ask. Chairman Craigie, 
if they come and it’s prohibited or not congruous, we still put it forward because they are still 
keeping the character of the house. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the problem is they’re not all 
going to come here. If it says oh it’s not recommended then I can just go ahead and do it. Then 
we have the enforcement problem. We have no enforcement. Ms. Burdi, we approved a COA 
for a change-out of a roof, the time before they did not approve it. There is inconsistency. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, they don’t all come before us. Ms. Burdi, then we can notify them. 
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We’ve had people come in after the fact. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, some won’t come in 
just because it says it’s not recommended. Ms. Burdi, the policy now is if it’s not recommended 
or prohibited you come before us and ask us to make an exception. It’s just a flip-flop of the 
same process.  

o Chairman Craigie, based on what Mr. Stroud just said I totally get it. I just want to make sure I 
get this right. If it’s prohibited and they come before us, we can approve it. Is that correct? Mr. 
Stroud, you wouldn’t be following your Guidelines if it is prohibited. Chairman Craigie, did you 
hear what I said earlier about congruous and not congruous? How does that play into it? Mr. 
Stroud, if the Board finds that an applicant’s request is not congruous with the Standards, then 
you have no choice but to follow your duty to deny that request. If you find that it is not 
congruous and you start trying to make exceptions to that to fit the round peg into a square 
hole what you’re doing is you’re acting arbitrary, you’re acting capricious, and that opens up 
challenges. There have been challenges before. There have been actions that have gone to 
superior court before, but they have not been frequent. And the reason they have not been 
frequent, and you can look at statistics, they were presented to you all last month, the vast 
number of requests are granted. I think there was maybe one that was denied last year and 
before that maybe two. The numbers are astounding. The reason for that is a vast number of 
people are not in the position of being oppressed and forced to keep their homes up at an 
extraordinary expense.  Most people are coming and making their applications. Most are being 
approved because everybody knows the rules. We’ve all been following the same rules for 
years. We have all invested because we have faith in the fact that these rules will be followed 
consistently.  Wherever replacing the word prohibit or granted came from… Chairman Craigie, it 
came from the State Handbook. Mr. Stroud, I have asked for that three times in three emails 
and I have yet to see that request from the State. Chairman Craigie, it’s in the State Handbook 
on page thirty-four. Mr. Stroud, that’s a disclaimer. They way it was presented at the last 
meeting is that some directive came down from on high in Raleigh and asked us to open up this 
can or worms. I have yet to see where that directive has come from. That’s just some statement 
in a book that’s been there for years. Where is this directive? Where did this come from? Why is 
this opening up and creating all this controversy and all this unsureness when we have been 
using this standard form of guidelines for decades. We do not need to switch the quasi-judicial 
nature of this board with this is recommended or this is not recommended. It will gut this 
historic district. It is just unbelievable.  

o Chairman Craigie, I think it came from the original thing at the town meeting where everybody 
wanted consistency. I think everybody is just trying to figure out how can we make things 
consistent. Mr. Stroud, it’s simple, follow the guidelines. Chairman Craigie, but they don’t get 
followed. Mr. Stroud, they do get followed because look at the number of approvals that you 
have had. Yes, there are certainly some instances of people that don’t follow the guidelines. Yes, 
there is, but that is not a guideline problem. That is an enforcement problem.  

o Chairman Craigie, how about a training issue with just the Commission? The reason why is what 
I keep stating people come before us with requests they’re denied and they’re approved. Mr. 
Stroud, I certainly agree with you after hearing the last two meetings that I have set in, there is 
a lot of training that needs to be done. It appears that people are trying to be arbiters of 
economics and not preservationists. Your duty is to be a preservationist not decide what people 
can afford and what they can’t afford. That is not your duty. Chairman Craigie, I can tell you it’s 
been going on for years. That’s the problem. It’s not just this Commission. It has been going on 
for years. Mr. Stroud, the way to fix it is to not gut the quasi-judicial nature of this board.  
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o Ms. Burdi, what about the people that have already gone out and vinyl-sided their house? How 
do you deal with people that say you are discriminating against me because you allowed, for 
instance, yourself, you have vinyl siding, you have a fence that is higher than regulation in the 
front yard, you have a gate on the front side of the property, you have ornaments on your roof 
that probably weren’t there on the original house, and yet you are a monument to the historic 
district. Mr. Stroud, let me answer your question because I followed the rules. When I moved 
here my house was covered in aluminum siding. I went before the board and asked to take 
down my aluminum siding. When I took the aluminum siding down the entire structure of the 
house was split and rotted. I came before the Historic Commission and I asked could I restore 
the decorative elements that were on the house and because the clapboards were either rotten 
or split to put up vinyl siding instead of aluminum. They agreed and it was approved. The fence 
was approved. I can tell you the members of the Commission.  

o Chairman Craigie, that right there dug a hole because the book says no vinyl. So, somebody 
broke the rules. You came and asked and they said yes. Mr. Stroud, I don’t believe the book said 
that at that time. Chairman Craigie, of course not. Mr. Stroud, it’s not the same book. This was 
in 1991. It was not the same Guidelines. I came to the Board and got permission because it was 
allowed under the Guidelines at the time. I believe Bobby was the Historic Planner at that time. 
Chairman Craigie, the Guidelines, as far as I know, have always said that if you remove vinyl or 
aluminum you have to put on an approved material like clapboard. You didn’t fall into that 
category, so I don’t know how. I would think in ’91 the Standards were probably pretty close to 
this. With that, I think we’re not getting anywhere. Mr. Stroud, we’re not. It’s a much-to-do and 
it’s not needed. Chairman Craigie, can I say something though? What you said earlier rang a few 
bells and I like it, but I don’t like the last statements that were said about your house versus 
other houses. We’ll take that as a note though, thank you.  

o Ms. Burdi, can we make a motion that we have discussed this two months in a row. It’s not our 
choice. We now just need to present this to the City Council. Chairman Craigie, I actually do like 
some of the things I heard. I would like to see, which I still don’t know if it exists, this document 
that Ms. Stone was part of. I would like to see that. I do believe we should wait until that is 
uncovered. I actually asked today and still got nothing. I don’t know why all of a sudden, within 
a three-hour period, something has been uncovered. That would be interesting to see.  

o Mr. Roberson, what happened in 1991 is it said if you have an existing structure and you have 
artificial siding on a portion of your house and you want to make it look like the rest of the 
house you can do that. At the time Mr. Stroud had a portion of his house with artificial siding so 
the Guidelines said if you want to extend that artificial siding completely around your house 
you’re allowed to do that. Now, since that time, it has completely changed and it has been 
taken out of the Guidelines. They have been updated three or four different times since 1991.  

o Chairman Craigie, do we keep anything? There should be history of Guidelines through the 
years. You keep minutes and you keep everything. Are there different versions of the Guidelines 
that we can please refer to? Staff, there are older copies of the Guidelines. Chairman Craigie, I 
would love to see them, just like Ms. Stone’s.  

o Mr. Roberson, I used to work here. I started out in the basement. When I left, I had nine sets of 
filing cabinets. I was working as a consultant over in Kinston and I rolled up here and I said what 
in the world is going on. I talked to the guy that was rolling all the files into the dumpster. He 
said I was told to take this out we’re going to use it for computer storage. That’s where the 
Guidelines went. There were nine filing cabinets that went into the dumpster that are now in a 
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landfill. That’s where my files are. That has nothing to do with the Staff here, but accidents do 
happen.   

o Chairman Craigie, so there’s no minutes or anything from back then? Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, at the library in the historic room, you can’t leave with anything, but you may be 
able to make copies. I know there are some there.  

o Chairman Craigie, I know this is a rollercoaster. The bottom line is we don’t want to change 
them if it’s going to hurt anything. We want to find out what these modern materials are that 
Ms. Stone has suggested that we would like to get suggested. We want to work together in 
order to update these things so that we can live in our homes in the future without having to 
pay exorbitant bills, and the green deal is coming along.  We need to be able to look at the 
different materials. Nobody wants to do all the stuff that everybody has been pointing fingers 
at.  

IX. Adjourn 

1. There being no other business, Chairman Craigie asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting.   

 Kathy Burdi made a motion to adjourn. Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard seconded the 
motion.  All present members voted, 6 in favor and 0 opposed.  The meeting was adjourned.  
The record of the vote is below. 

 Record of the vote: 

 

 
YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  
X  Scarlett Boutchyard  2nd the Motion 
X  Kathy Burdi Made the Motion 
X  Elizabeth Stallings  
--- --- Marian Booth   
X  Beth Casey  
X  Betty Mooring  


