
 

(Tuesday, July 7, 2021, HPC Meeting)                                                                                                                                                                                    Page 1 of 21  
Revised:  August 4, 2021 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 

 

Regular Scheduled Meeting 
Tuesday, July 7, 2021 – 6:00 PM 

 

 

I. Opening of the meeting 

1. Members Swearing Oath of Office 

o Staff, holding the Bible, the first thing on the agenda is the swearing-in of the Commission 
Members. Because of the 160D updates, we have updated our oath of office. I am going to have 
all Commission members stand and repeat after me. Just remember to insert your name. Please 
raise your right hand.  

o I, Commission Member Name, do solemnly swear that I will support and maintain the 

Constitution and laws of the United States, and the Constitution and laws of North Carolina not 

inconsistent therewith, and that I will faithfully discharge the duties of my office as a member of 

the Historic preservation commission of the City of Washington, North Carolina, So Help Me 

God.” (North Carolina Constitution, Article VI, Section 7) 

o All members signed their Oath of Office and it was notarized by Staff.  
 
2. Selection of New Chair and Vice-Chair 

o Vice-Chairman Scot Craigie, our first agenda item is the selection of the new Chair and Vice-
Chair. 

o Staff, any nominations? 

o Elizabeth Stallings, I nominate Scot Craigie for Chair. He has done an admirable job and 
displayed leadership around the issues that we’re facing in the next year. I think Scot should 
continue to serve.  

o Scarlett Boutchyard, don’t we have a new member to swear-in? Staff, that just happened. Our 
new member is Beth Casey. She has gone through the orientation and this is her first meeting. 
She can now vote on the new chair and all upcoming cases.  

o Vice-Chairman Craigie, we have a motion. Kathy Burdi, I second the motion.  

o All Commission Members voted except for Scot Craigie. The 6 voting members all voted in favor 
of the nomination. Record of vote below.  

 Record of Vote: 

Members Present 
Scot Craigie – Chairman 
Scarlett Boutchyard – Vice-Chairwoman 
Kathy Burdi 
Elizabeth Stallings 
Cheri Vaughn 
Marian Booth 
Beth Casey 

Members Not Present 
None 

 
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 

--- --- Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard   

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 

X  Elizabeth Stallings Made the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a nomination for Vice-Chair. 

o Cheri Vaughn, I nominate Scarlett Boutchyard for Vice-Chair. Elizabeth Stallings seconded the 
motion.  

o All Commission Members voted except for Scarlett Boutchyard. The 6 voting members all voted 
in favor of the nomination. Record of vote below.  

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

--- --- Scarlett Boutchyard   

X  Cheri Vaughn  Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

 

II. Invocation 

o A moment of silence was taken. 

III. Roll Call 

o Staff took a silent roll call.  All members were present.  

IV. Approval of Minutes – Tuesday, June 1, 2021 

o Chairman Craigie, has everyone had a chance to approve the packet received. All members, yes.  

o Chairman Craigie, we will move ahead with the approval of the minutes from last month.  

o Chairman Craigie, does anyone have any changes to the minutes? There were none.  

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

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made the motion to approve the June 1, 2021 
minutes. Marian Booth seconded the motion. All members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. 
The minutes were approved. Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 
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X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  
 

 

V. Old Business 

o Staff swore in Timothy Niles, Michael Jahn, Mary Pat Musselman, Charles Moseley, Peggy 
Moseley, and Jim Fortesque. 

1. A request has been made by JEN 3 Properties, LLC, owner of 756 W 2nd Street, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the following: 

a. Add a door to the back of the house. 

b. Add a 12’x10’ deck to the back of the house 

c. Remove existing steps and landing located at the back of the house 

d. Remove and fill in the door on the second floor at the rear of the house above the steps and 
landing. 

e. Eliminate the side door and replace with siding to match the rest of the house 

f. Eliminate the side stoop 

o Tim Niles, I am a member of JEN 3 Properties, LLC. I’ll be doing the presentation tonight. JEN 3 
purchased the property at 756 W 2nd Street in Washington in February of this year with the 
purpose of restoring the exterior to its original. The renovated interior will return it to a single-
family status. Sometime in the ‘50s that changed. The new door to the back of the house will 
allow direct access to the backyard via the new deck that we are also proposing. Neither the 
new door nor deck will be visible from 2nd or 3rd Street. We’re also adding a six-foot deck around 
the side and rear of the property. This door addition will enhance the property’s looks, usability, 
and value. The new deck will substantially add to the quality of life on the property. It has a very 
large backyard. The new door and deck will make the property much more usable than 
currently. The proposed addition, again, will enhance the property’s looks, usability, and value. 

o Chairman Craigie, we’re going to look at and address each one of these one at a time. Let’s start 
with addressing what you’re adding to the back of the house.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if the Commission had any questions about the door and the deck.  

o Mr. Niles, there is a window right where we are going to add the door so it won’t change much 
at all. Ms. Vaughn, it doesn’t show that on this drawing (referring to a drawing given by the 
applicant). Mr. Niles, the drawing is a little bit off. We are actually going to put it under the 
window for construction purposes. It will be much easier that way. Ms. Vaughn, there are two 
windows back here. I’m assuming it’s the lower one? Mr. Niles, that was our first drawing. The 
door will be on the side where the larger window is.  

o Ms. Booth, (referring to the picture in the packet)  what about that pipe on the back of the 
house? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it looks like a sewer pipe. Mr. Niles, it is a sewer pipe. We 
are going to relocate it. There are three sewer pipes on the property. We are going to try, if we 
can, to figure out some way to get them off the exterior of the house. It will make it look a lot 
better. If we cannot, and I sorely expect we cannot, we are going to paint them and do whatever 
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else we can to make them congruous to the house. Our first option is to get rid of them, but it’s 
not looking good.  

o Chairman Craigie, the door is to replace the window on the left? Mr. Niles, no, the higher 
window on the right. Beth Casey, the window on the right, is that on the stairway? Mr. Niles, 
we’re going to put the door on this side and have the deck centered on the back of the house.  

o Ms. Vaughn, were you saying you were going to remove the other window? Mr. Niles, no, the 
other window is going to stay. We’re doing the minimum that we can possibly do. We do not 
like to do anything to historic properties that we don’t absolutely have to do. They’re historic for 
good reason.  

o Chairman Craigie, the first request, A, is the want to remove the window on the right and 
replace it with a door. Ms. Vaughn, do we know what the door is going to look like? Mr. Niles, 
there will be a wooden door. Ms. Vaughn, will it match the other door? Mr. Niles, yes.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing and asked if anyone in the Public would like to 
speak for or against the removing of the window and addition of a door. There were none. 

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

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

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Cheri Vaughn made a motion that the Historic Preservation grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to JEN3 Properties, LLC to make the above changes on the property located 
at 756 W 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards specifically, 3.4 – 
windows and doors.  Elizabeth Stallings seconded the motion. All members voted, 7 in favor 
and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  

X  Cheri Vaughn  Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

 
o Chairman Craigie, next we will discuss the deck. You submitted two different plans for that. Are 

you sticking with one at this point? Mr. Niles, we are going to go with the smaller deck. If someone 
down the road wants a larger deck, they can come back and request it. It will be the 10’x12’ deck 
with the appropriate railing.  

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

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing and asked if anyone would like to speak for or against 
the deck. There were none.  

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss. There were no 
comments. 
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o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. 

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation grant a 
Certificate of Appropriateness to JEN3 Properties, LLC to make the above changes on the 
property located at 756 W 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: 
the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards 
specifically, 5.4 – Decks.  Marian Booth seconded the motion. All members voted, 7 in favor 
and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard Made the Motion 

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

 

o Chairman Craigie, C is removing the existing steps and landing at the back. Mr. Niles, it’s getting 
ready to fall apart. They were added when it became a two-family house. We want to get rid of 
them because it would greatly enhance the look of the property and for security reasons. We are 
going back to a single-family house. We want to tear it down, get rid of it, and make it look nice.  

o Chairman Craigie, I think we can vote on C and D together. Mr. Niles, we will no longer need the 
door there. It will become the master bedroom closet. We want to make a wall. We thought about 
a window, but you don’t want to hang your clothes in a window. Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett 
Boutchyard, do we have any archived pictures? Did that used to be a window or was that just a 
wall that was there? Mr. Niles, the best that we know, and of course the records aren’t great, that 
wasn’t even there to start with. It should make it look a whole lot nicer and solve any security 
risks. Ms. Stallings, those steps do like they are in disrepair.  

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

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing.  

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

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Marian Booth made a motion that the Historic Preservation grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to JEN3 Properties, LLC to make the above changes on the property located 
at 756 W 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards specifically, 3.3 – 
Foundations and 3.4 – Windows and Doors.  Kathy Burdi seconded the motion. All members 
voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 
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 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi 2nd the Motion 

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  Made the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

 
o  Chairman Craigie, let’s move on to the side door. Mr. Niles, E and F are a little bit interesting. We 

did not originally plan to do that.  A neighbor asked that we remove that door and the stoop. It 
would make it look a lot nicer and it would be a security enhancement since you don’t have 
another door to go into. Since the neighbor asked that we remove it, and it isn’t too expensive to 
do so, we’re happy to go ahead and remove both the door and the stoop. Ms. Vaughn, why did 
the neighbor ask you? Mr. Niles, because it doesn’t look so good. It is not a pretty door and stoop. 
I can see why. We already have three entrances to the house. The reason for this fourth entrance 
is because the stairs are right inside the door. It was not part of the original house either. We 
think the only reason the door was put there was for the people living upstairs. Upstairs had two 
entrances and downstairs had two entrances.  

o Chairman Craigie, that’s on the right side between you and the neighbor to the right? Mr. Niles, 
yes, that is correct. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, that makes sense to have two entrances for 
safety purposes.  

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

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing.  

o Mary Pat Musselman, I live at 755 W 2nd Street. Regarding this development, I swear this just 
appeared overnight. This is against many codes, I think, and they just constructed it. I don’t even 
think they asked permission for it. So, this annoys me, to say the least. Chairman Craigie, the fact 
that it was put up overnight? Ms. Musselman, all of a sudden, it was there. The steps and the 
stoop. I don’t know about the door. I never really could see the door from my house. I see a lot 
from my porch. I’m glad you’re removing that. I think it is inappropriate and unacceptable. It was, 
I think, built without anyone else’s knowledge. Just my guess. My other issue about this house is 
to the left is a multiple dwelling building. Mr. Niles, it is a four-unit apartment complex right next 
to us. And there is a construction company. We are going to put a fence because people use the 
backyard to travel to 3rd Street. Ms. Musselman, that’s my concern. Mr. Niles, on the back and 
side we are going to put a six-foot-high fence. Ms. Musselman, the good news is that building has 
been sold to a particularly wonderful looking, upstanding gentleman. It has been sold by another 
man that didn’t really care about that whole complex. That was my concern, that there was traffic 
coming from 3rd Street into your backyard and exiting out on their parking lot. Mr. Niles, that will 
not happen anymore. Ms. Musselman, good. Another thing is, and I heard another neighbor say 
it too, you really should keep the grass cut more regularly. I am the grass queen of the street. I 
like to look at everybody and say you really should cut your grass. Mr. Niles, we just hired 
somebody.  

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss.  

o Chairman Craigie, we are including E and F on this one.  
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o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Elizabeth Stallings made a motion that the Historic Preservation grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to JEN3 Properties, LLC to make the above changes on the property located 
at 756 W 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 & Entryways and 3.4 – Windows and Doors.  Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard 
seconded the motion. All members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. 
Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard 2nd the Motion 

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings Made the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

 

2. A request has been made by East SUQ Properties, LLC, owner of 107 E 3rd Street, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the following: 

a. Paint the building white. 

b. Remove and replace two 4’x7’ windows with vinyl windows on the west side of the building. 

c. Install four 4’x7’ vinyl windows on the north side of the building.  

o Mike Jahn of C. Michael Construction, the two loose bricks are bricks I pulled out of the building. 
The two samples are the closest thing we got. The one on the bottom is actually the same brick 
from the same manufacturer. My brick guy did tell me that they are pulling clay from a different 
location. There are always a couple of different shades in variance. They throw in some dark 
ones for contrast. The pink one is the standard color throughout most of the building. You’ll 
have dark spots like this other brick. It’s like one every twenty bricks you’ll have a dark spot.  

o Ms. Vaughn, do you feel like these bricks could be used? Mr. Jahn, I don’t believe so. The ones 
we get modern day have a lot more white in them, I don’t know if that is from the salt content 
or not, but also the texture is quite a bit different. It doesn’t seem like much when you’re 
looking at one brick. When you talk about having a whole building and then we do a 3’x5’ 
section it’s going to stick out. Ms. Vaughn, it is on the back though, right? Mr. Jahn, the largest 
repair is on the back. We do have other repairs on all sides of the building to do just from 
penetrations that have been added over the years that need to be repaired.  

o Chairman Craigie, I don’t think it matches. Mr. Jahn, they don’t. We never get a good match this 
many years apart. It’s just impossible.  

o Ms. Vaughn, you’re going to make bigger windows, right? And you’re going to take brick out of 
there. Mr. Jahn, yes. Ms. Vaughn, could you use the brick from there for the front and the sides? 
Mr. Jahn, I don’t know if we will have enough from there or not. I haven’t done a square foot 
calc. on that. Ms. Vaughn, that could be an option. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think the 
dark color is pretty close, but you said it’s just a few of them. Mr. Jahn, yeah our standard brick 
is the pink one.  
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o Ms. Vaughn, what did find out about the windows? Mr. Jahn, it’s pretty much what I expected. 
When we change from a vinyl window to a commercial storefront glass window the specs on the 
glass window are twice as good as what we’re going to get out of a vinyl replacement window. 
I’m not surprised by that at all. It is going to be a higher quality window. I believe I told you it 
would increase my budget by 300% in that category. Under today’s construction costs, it is 
actually 450% more in that category for the windows. It will also extend my timeline. I’ll be able 
to get a replacement window in six to eight weeks right now. The commercial windows they 
quoted me sixteen before I could get them.  

o Chairman Craigie, I think we have determined that it is not a contributing building. It was built in 
the ‘70s. Mr. Jahn, it was built in the mid to late ‘70s. Ms. Burdi, we already agreed to change 
the window size. We already changed the 1975 architecture. Mr. Jahn, it’s just going to make 
the building more congruent. As you drive down the street the windows are going to all be the 
same size. Ms. Burdi, it seems more practical.  

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

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments.  

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss.  

o Chairman Craigie, we can deal with this in two. The windows in one and the paint in the other. 
Ms. Vaughn, if he can’t get the brick to match then it makes sense to paint the building. I think 
we should specify that in our motion as the reason why.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion regarding painting the building white.  

 Cheri Vaughn made a motion that the Historic Preservation grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to East SUQ Properties, LLC to make the above changes on the property 
located at 107 E 3rd Street due to the fact that it is difficult to find matching brick to make the 
repairs that are necessary to the various walls of the building. The motion is based on the 
following Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation 
Commission Design Standards specifically, 3.1 - Exterior Walls, 3.7 - Storefronts, 3.10 – 
Architectural Details, 3.11 – Paint. Scarlett Boutchyard seconded the motion. All members 
voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard 2nd the Motion 

X  Cheri Vaughn  Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

 

o Chairman Craigie, next is B and C, changing the windows. Ms. Vaughn, we already approved the 
change in size. Chairman Craigie, we had 243 E Main Street, which was a noncontributing building 
just like this, that we approved the changing of windows. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the 
flower shop. Ms. Vaughn, what was our reason for doing that? Chairman Craigie, I don’t know we 
would have to go back and look. It was November 7, 2017. Ms. Vaughn, I didn’t approve that. Mr. 
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Craigie, I think it’s because it is a noncontributing building. Ms. Vaughn, I don’t think we can just 
give it a pass because it’s a noncontributing building. You have to follow the Guidelines. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, it could become contributing. A mid-century building is in its own 
historical period. If they came and reevaluated again it could become contributing. Ms. Vaughn, 
when you change the features like this you are resetting the clock. Now it will be another 100 
years. Ms. Burdi, for instance, Moss Landing. Ms. Vaughn, that is new construction. The time starts 
from when it is built. Ms. Burdi, are we trying to match materials to a particular date when it was 
built? Weren’t there vinyl windows in ’75? Mr. Jahn, we did have vinyl windows in 1975. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, but standard commercial windows were aluminum. Ms. Burdi, I don’t 
know. I don’t have research on that. Ms. Vaughn, the Standards say replace like with like. Ms. 
Burdi, we’re not even replacing the windows. We have totally changed that. Chairman Craigie, we 
changed the size. Ms. Burdi, we changed the look and feel of the building. We’re not contributing 
to the architecture any longer. It is a totally new ballgame. So, to me, it’s almost like a new 
building.  

o Ms. Booth, what will the awnings be? Mr. Jahn, they will be metal. Ms. Booth, you won’t use vinyl? 
Mr. Jahn, no, I wouldn’t use vinyl on an awning. Ms. Stallings, what color will it be? Mr. Jahn, the 
building will be a black and white motif. We’ll have black awnings and white lights. The windows 
will have black frames on them. We’ll have a white building and all that black will pop right off.  

o Chairman Craigie, it is going to be much more energy-efficient, not to mention the cost. If they go 
with the metal window, they are going to be cold in the winter and sweaty in the summer. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I don’t think the building is going to be that tight to do that. It’s not 
airtight. Mr. Jahn, with the type of construction that building is, we won’t be able to get the 
building that tight where the windows will condensate. Chairman Craigie, I believe it is going to 
be 100% better looking. Mr. Jahn, we believe so too. Ms. Burdi, it will be more practical as a 
business. We’re basically creating a new structure with a total remodel. Chairman Craigie, it’s not 
even that pretty. Ms. Vaughn, it’s not about pretty. That’s not what it says here (referring to the 
Design Standards). Ms. Burdi, we have allowed windows and homes to be changed in size.  

o Chairman Craigie, Staff do you have the reason why we approved the 243 E Main in November of 
2017. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I know the history about the plate front windows. They had 
approval as a Minor Work. Ms. Burdi, the argument was do they have to put a plate glass show 
window in their house or could they put a wood-clad window. The vinyl windows must have been 
a renovation prior to that. Ms. Vaughn, it did come before us multiple times. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, we approved the change of the entire façade. The Commission as a whole voted, 
some in favor some not in favor, to change the whole front façade. This would have eliminated 
the possibility that would happen. Initially, when they came before us, they were given permission 
to replace plate glass with plate glass. Then they came before us and did a whole design change. 
Staff, this PC isn’t connected to the internet.  

o Ms. Vaughn, I think if you are going to make a motion to do this you need to state why. Chairman 
Craigie, because it is not energy and cost-efficient. Ms. Vaughn, the cost isn’t a factor. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, Judicial Guidelines state on an individual basis they make their own 
case. Ms. Burdi, on page 26 in our Standards it states, The Standards, amended in 1990, recognize 
the need for adapting historic structures to modern times and therefore allow for changes and 
new construction that are compatible with the building and/or the historic district. They are 
intended to be applied in a reasonable manner taking into consideration economic and technical 
feasibility. It does give us the leeway to allow these. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I thought you 
read that was for new construction. Ms. Burdi, no, this is under Secretary of Interior’s Standards 
for Rehabilitation, 1.2 on page 26. Ms. Stallings if we are taking into consideration the economical 
and technical feasibility, it would stall the rehabilitation. It will just sit like this until he can get the 
materials. It would be economically practical. Mr. Jahn, it would be faster and more economical. 
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Ms. Stallings, also it would take you much longer to finish this project. Mr. Jahn, yes, the whole 
project will take three months or we’re going to be waiting for windows for three months. Ms. 
Stallings, is there a business already operating in there? Mr. Jahn, yes. Ms. Burdi, this whole 
section, starting with 1.1 on page 25 talks about adapting to changes that are unique and yet 
compatible. I think he is trying to use a design that is compatible with what you might find in this 
time period.  

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

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments.  

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing.  

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

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Kathy Burdi made a motion that the Historic Preservation grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to East SUQ Properties, LLC to make the above changes on the property 
located at 107 E 3rd Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the 
application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards 
specifically, 3.4 – Windows and Doors, 3.7 Storefronts, 3.10 Architectural Details.  Marian 
Booth seconded the motion. All members voted, 5 in favor and 2 opposed. The motion 
passed. Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

 X Scarlett Boutchyard  

 X Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi Made the Motion 

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

 

VI. Certificate of Appropriateness 

A. Major Works 

1. A request has been made by Charles & Peggy Moseley, owners of 424 E Water Street, for a 
Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a new single-family residence.  

o Charles Moseley, we made the purchase of this property a couple of months ago. We are 
excited and hopeful about becoming a part of your great community for the rest of our lives. 
We have felt very welcomed, and supported, and encouraged by everyone we have talked to.  

o Chairman Craigie, this property is on Water Street. It’s the corner of Water and? Mr. Moseley, 
McNair Street. Chairman Craigie, it’s the right side? It was divided into two parts and you have 
the right one? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, you have the whole corner, right? And then there 
is an empty lot between where you are building and Boston? Mr. Moseley, yes, that is correct. 

o Chairman Craigie, we had a subcommittee meeting earlier this month regarding some of the 
issues that could come into play. This property is going to be much like what we have in Moss 
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Landing. Peggy Moseley, yes. Chairman Craigie, there will be Hardiplank sides. Are you using the 
same construction company that does Moss Landing? Ms. Moseley, yes. 

o Ms. Stallings, are there trees? Ms. Moseley, there are. We are going to keep the ones that are 
alive. There are several dead trees. Ms. Stallings, so any live trees will remain? Ms. Moseley, 
there are a few. 

o Staff swore in Carol Nash. 

o Ms. Nash, I work with Lyons Custom Builders. I met today with the group in the City that deals 
with sidewalks and setbacks to find out what was actually the City’s property to maintain. He 
said they stop at the sidewalk. This has not been maintained since the house was torn down. 
The City has cut back some things. There is a really large oak tree that is not looking good. It’s a 
big oak tree on Water Street. They want to keep that if possible. Beside that is a magnolia. They 
would like to keep that. In the center of the lot, there is a huge tree. I think it is also oak. It is 
dead in the middle and it’s lopped off at the top. It looks green, but there are lots of vines on it. 
That’s the center tree that would be in the middle of the construction. Chairman Craigie, that’s 
the one that would be removed? Ms. Nash, that one will definitely be removed. Looking east, 
there is a magnolia they would like to keep. There are some Crepe Myrtle’s there that have not 
been well kept. They’ve been whacked on because of the power lines overhead. We could 
probably take those down. Ms. Stallings, are Crepe Myrtle’s considered shrubs or trees? 
Chairman Craigie, I think they are trees. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it looks like, other than 
ones that are smaller than six feet, you’re only looking to probably remove two and those are 
dead. Ms. Nash, there are three. 

o Chairman Craigie, you have a variance request also. Ms. Nash, we do. They don’t meet until the 
15th of this month. Staff suggested we get everything in by the 15th and if you do make an 
approval it will be contingent on their granting the variance request. One other thing that 
wasn’t addressed is there is a pretty steep slope on the McNair Street side. Instead of spending 
money to do a retaining wall, we would like to bring it back so that it is a more gentle slope and 
is easier to maintain. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we wouldn’t need to decide on that one. If 
an actual shrub line or retaining wall were there that would be issued, but this will just be 
grading.  

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

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, I think it looks good. The materials are the same.  

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 Charles & Peggy Moseley to make the 
above changes on the property located at 424 Water 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, 4.2 – Lighting, 4.3 – Parking, 
Driveways, and Sidewalks, 5.2 – Residential Construction, 5.4 – Decks.  Elizabeth Stallings 
seconded the motion. All members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. 
Record of vote below. 

 

 Record of Vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
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x  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard Made the Motion 

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  
 

 
2. A request has been made by Fortescue Investment Group, LLC, owner of 226 E Water Street, for a 

Certificate of Appropriateness for the following: 
a. Widen the front porch and roof  
b. Build a deck at the back door and a 4’x4’ outdoor shower 
c. Demolish a garage in the backyard 
d. Remove 3 trees and replace with new trees if required 
e. Remove two windows on the back of the house and one on the side of the house. One 

window will be installed on the back of the house and a frosted privacy window will be 
installed on the side of the house.  

f. Remove rear canopy and replace with black metal awning.  

o Jim Fortesque, our original thinking with this little house was to see if y'all would go along with 

redesigning it in a craftsman style to get character. But, after getting an engineer to check the 

feasibility, we learned that the foundation wouldn’t be strong enough to handle the additional 

load of a hip or an A-roof. I reached out to John Wood at the State Preservation Office and he 

suggested that we just embrace the house for what it is. What it is, according to John Wood, is a 

simple vernacular interpretation of the modernistic and international style. Or it could be a kit 

house, I don't know. We’d like to expand the porch to go all the way across to the front like 

most of the houses on the block do. Then we could put a nice outdoor set of rockers on one 

side. The house is so small, we feel like the outdoor space would make it more livable and 

enjoyable. By keeping the design elements the same, it would preserve the look and feel that it 

currently has. 

o Chairman Craigie stated they would discuss the porch first (item a.) He asked if the Commission 
had any questions or comments about the porch.  

o Chairman Craigie, to me it looks a lot like what was done at 420 Water Street. Ms. Burdi, you are 
continuing with the same porch structure? Mr. Fortesque, yes.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments.  

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing.  

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss. 

o Ms. Stallings, I think it’s good to save the house. The house is definitely declining. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think it is within the Guidelines to expand the size of that and the 
roofline. It matches the style of the house. Ms. Burdi, there’s not much else you could do.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Kathy Burdi made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above changes on the 
property located at 226 Water 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, 3.6 – Porches and Entryways, and 5.3 Additions. Marian Booth 
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seconded the motion. All Commission members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion 
passed. Record of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi MADE THE MOTION 

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2ND THE MOTION 

X  Beth Casey  

 
o Chairman Craigie, B is to build a deck at the backdoor and a 4’x4’ outdoor shower.  

o Mr. Fortesque, I don’t think I mentioned it anywhere, but the shower we proposed to be built 
with cedar.  

o Ms. Vaughn, what size is the deck? Mr. Fortesque, it will be a 16’x12’ deck. Ms. Vaughn, is there 
a deck there now? Mr. Fortesque, no, there is a small concrete stoop. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, can you see any of the backyard from the streets? Mr. Fortesque, 
there is a vacant lot next door to the house. They just tore down a house. You would be able to 
see the East side of the house. We are going to add shrubs.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments.  

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, what is the interior floor plan? How many bedrooms and how 
many bathrooms? Mr. Fortesque, it has two beds and one bath. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it 
makes sense to have an outdoor shower.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion.  

 Elizabeth Stallings made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a 
Certificate of Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above 
changes on the property located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Design Standards specifically, 5.3 Additions, and 5.4 - Decks. Kathy Burdi seconded the 
motion. All Commission members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record 
of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi 2ND THE MOTION 

X  Elizabeth Stallings MADE THE MOTION 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  
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o Chairman Craigie, C is demolish the garage in the backyard.  

o Chairman Craigie, you’re just going to remove it? Mr. Fortesque, yes, we’re going to take it down. 
It’s not usable as it is. It actually encroaches on the neighbor’s yard. Ms. Vaughn, why is it not on 
the inventory of the property? Staff, it just wasn’t included or it was built after the inventory was 
done. Beth Casey, do you know an approximate date on that shelter? Mr. Fortesque, I’m told ’44. 
Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, so it would have been there. Maybe it was grown up. Ms. Vaughn, 
is it possible to move it so that it’s not encroaching? Mr. Fortesque, I think it would fall apart if 
you tried to lift it. The roof is falling in. The side is gone. I don’t think it has any kind of floor, just 
dirt. Ms. Vaughn, I’m just getting the facts and not making any assumptions.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the Public Hearing. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss. 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 Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to 
make the above changes on the property located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based 
on the following Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation 
Commission Design Standards specifically, 6.1 Demolition. Marian Booth seconded the 
motion. All Commission members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record 
of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard MADE THE MOTION 

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2ND THE MOTION 

X  Beth Casey  

o Chairman Craigie, D is the removal of three trees and replace with new trees if required.  

o Mr. Fortesque, the dogwood looks like it is diseased. I’m not an arborist, but it looks bad. The tree 
in the back, the 12-inch ligustrum, I think was a volunteer tree. Nobody would plant a tree that 
close to their house. It scrubs the overhang. I think the same with the catuaba tree. The roots are 
showing.  

o Ms. Vaughn, are they affecting the foundation? Mr. Fortesque, the house doesn’t have much of a 
foundation. There are roots going under it. The foundation isn’t very deep, but there are roots 
under the house.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, have you consulted an arborist? Mr. Fortesque, I have not. There 
is a big pecan tree that we are going to just trim and get it looking good. There is also a beautiful 
Crepe Myrtle on the other corner. The yard is balanced with two pretty trees. If we need to put 
another tree in the front or back we can do that.  

o Chairman Craigie, those two are encroaching on the house, but what about this dogwood? Mr. 
Fortesque, the dogwood is pretty ratty. Ms. Vaughn, do you think it would come back if you 
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pruned it? Ms. Stallings, you can have somebody look at it. This past year there has been 
something going around with dogwood. We had one of ours die. If it’s something like that then I 
don’t think it would be an issue. Chairman Craigie, we had to treat ours. They do have a treatment 
you can sprinkle around the roots. It absorbs into the tree and the beetles die. You could probably 
consult about the dogwood. Mr. Fortesque, it’s not the reason I requested to take it out, but I do 
think the front porch would come through where the tree is. Chairman Craigie, in the picture the 
dogwood looks okay. Does it have some dead in it? Mr. Fortesque, it’s really just a dogwood stick 
with some leaves at the top. It’s pretty rough. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think you should 
find out if it is diseased and how much that contributes. Chairman Craigie, if it is diseased would 
you replace it? Mr. Fortesque, yes. Chairman Craigie, you could plant another type of tree. Mr. 
Fortesque, absolutely. Ms. Vaughn, typically you are required to replace any trees that you do 
take down. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the dogwood is in front of the property, right? Mr. 
Fortesque, it is. Chairman Craigie, is it part of the streetscape, the City-owned property? Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, we have lost a lot of our streetscape and our canopy. Mr. Fortesque, I 
can tell you that the front porch stays shaded just about all day and it’s not from the dogwood. 
It’s from the pecan and the crepe myrtle. It has a good canopy there.  

o Ms. Stallings, I think we should add to the motion that the trees be replaced. Ms. Vaughn, they 
should be replaced. Staff, in your package there is a tree replacement plan. Chairman Craigie, you 
could make the motion to remove and replace. Ms. Vaughn, they need to be replaced. I can see 
removing the two that are encroaching on the foundation. Ms. Burdi, is there a sidewalk there? 
Mr. Fortesque, I can’t remember. Chairman Craigie, there is a sidewalk. Ms. Burdi, I’m not sure 
how this works, but the town might need to be brought in if the trees are near the sidewalk. I just 
had my sidewalk replaced and they complained to me about the trees between the sidewalk and 
the curb. I didn’t plant them. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, there is an easement between the 
sidewalk and the street. This is on the property. Ms. Burdi, I was wondering if it could be 
encroaching on the sidewalk. Mr. Fortesque, I think it is about six-feet in from the sidewalk. Ms. 
Stallings, so can the motion be that you get a statement on the dogwood and based on that 
coming back to us? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, so, do we approve the removal of two trees 
and ask for a report on the other? Ms. Burdi, we need to state that you need to replace the trees 
with other trees. Staff, remove and replace is the Standard. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, can we 
make two different motions? 

 Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above 
changes, specifically to remove the catuaba and ligustrum trees, on the property located at 
226 Water 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. I further move that the Historic Preservation place the following conditions on 
the approval that two additional trees are added somewhere on the property in their place 
within a year. Cheri Vaughn seconded the motion. All Commission members voted, 7 in favor 
and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard MADE THE MOTION 

X  Cheri Vaughn  2ND THE MOTION 

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth   
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X  Beth Casey  

o Chairman Craigie, would someone like to make a motion regarding the dogwood? Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, how do we move to ask for a report from an arborist? Ms. Vaughn, 
conditionally. Chairman Craigie, I think that you could move that he bring that conditioning back 
to Staff and not before us.  

 Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above 
changes on the property, specifically the removal of the dogwood tree, located at 226 Water 
Street. Provided that he is able to bring back proof from an arborist that the tree is diseased 
enough to warrant removal and that it also be replaced at the front of the property. The 
motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the 
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines specifically, 4.1 landscaping. Elizabeth 
Stallings seconded the motion. All Commission members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed. The 
motion passed. Record of vote below.  

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard MADE THE MOTION 

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings 2ND THE MOTION 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

 

o  Chairman Craigie, we are going to move onto E: Remove two windows on the back of the house 
and one on the side of the house. One widow will be installed on the back of the house and a 
frosted privacy window will be installed on the side of the house.  

o Chairman Craigie, (referring to a picture in the packet) there are two windows under the plastic? 
Mr. Fortesque, yes, they take up most of the kitchen. There are two of equal size on the east side 
that will stay over the sink. We basically just need wall space for a refrigerator and a stove and 
then want to put back a smaller window.  

o Ms. Vaughn, you are going to replace the two windows and will put back one window? Mr. 
Fortesque, yes, there is just not going to be enough room for us to put a stove and refrigerator 
on that wall. It is the only logical place for it. There would be room for a smaller window. We’ll 
put it back wood and try to match it to what we have. The house has strange windows, especially 
their placement on the house. They are pushed all the way to the corners. The ones on the back 
are just as big as the ones on the front. Neither would be visible from the street. Chairman Craigie, 
it says they are vinyl. Mr. Fortesque, yes, they are two vinyl windows paired together. We will put 
back wood. We’ve been able to find some that match the same as already exists throughout the 
house.  

o Chairman Craigie, tell us about the side window. Mr. Fortesque, the side window is on the west 
side and it’s in the bathroom. The window takes up most of the bathroom. We want to take that 
out. It is where the walk-in shower would go. We would like to put a window up above the shower. 
I didn’t realize that you don’t approve frosted. It could be textured, or stained glass, or something 
that you don’t see through. Chairman Craigie, that’s on the west side next to the Toler house? 
Mr. Fortesque, yes.  
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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. There were no comments. 

o Chairman Craigie closed the Public Hearing. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the materials seem appropriate. 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. 

 Marian Booth made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above changes on the 
property located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: 
the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Standards specifically, 
3.4 Windows and Doors. Kathy Burdi seconded the motion. All Commission members voted, 
7 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi 2ND THE MOTION 

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  MADE THE MOTION 

X  Beth Casey  

 
o Chairman Craigie, F is remove the rear canopy and replace it with a black metal awning.  

o Chairman Craigie, how large is that going to be? Mr. Fortesque, the main reason we want to do 
that is the existing one has 4”x4” posts where the deck will be. It would hamper movement on 
the deck. We want to do something over the top that will be freestanding and probably about 
50”. Chairman Craigie, just an overhang? Mr. Fortesque, yes, just an overhang for when you’re 
going in the back door. So you don’t get wet.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if there were any more questions. 

o Ms. Stallings, the Findings of Fact state the Beaufort County building summary lists the structure 
as being built in 1944 while WWII ended in 1945. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the metal would 
be the issue. Ms. Vaughn, would you consider a different material for that? It doesn’t align with 
our Standards. Mr. Fortesque, could you do a tin roof? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think they 
didn’t build it like that, because they couldn’t. Ms. Vaughn, they couldn’t get metal because of 
the war. Mr. Fortesque, the house has two-inch steel pipes holding the porch up in the front. 
Chairman Craigie, there is already metal there. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we don’t know the 
actual data. Ms. Burdi, you can look at the date of the house and, obviously, there has been metal 
put on here since it was built. Chairman Craigie, the look of the metal is old. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, why couldn’t you replace it with wood without having to use the post. Ms. Burdi, this 
is more attractive with this style of house. It’s the back door. It will be protecting the back door.  

o Ms. Casey, canvas is specifically mentioned in 3.4.15. Would that be an option? Mr. Fortesque, 
we can do canvas. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we can say one of the approved materials 
without specifically telling you which one. Ms. Burdi, I don’t think we can definitely say that these 
materials were not used on the house at any other time. It’s a slippery slope when we try to guess 
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what materials could have been used. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we know the year it was 
constructed. Ms. Burdi, we don’t know if there were any changes. I think it is a bit of a slippery 
slope to be dictating on the back of their house. Chairman Craigie, I don’t see any problem. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I’m just going to say technically metal is approved and it doesn’t specify 
the year. I think the historical accuracy is the issue if you are trying to replicate that. Metal is an 
approved material, but I would suggest looking at other options. Staff, if you are looking at the 
Staff Report, you can look at 4.5.9. That’s where the statement of WWII is coming into play. Ms. 
Vaughn, you could say in the motion with the approved materials in 4.5.9.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it may be easiest if we deny this request completely because it’s 
metal and he came back with one of the approved materials. Would it then be a Minor Work that 
could be approved by Staff? Staff, yes.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the guidelines that we are referring to are 4.5.9, residential 
awnings should be made of either canvas, vinyl-coated canvas, or acrylic. Metal awning should be 
placed only on post WWII properties. That gives you the guideline to go by because I’m getting 
ready to make a motion, if anybody else isn’t, to deny your request knowing that if you do meet 
that request it will be a Minor Work to come before Staff. Ms. Burdi, the only question I have 
about this is that it appears to be a window awning. There is a difference between an awning and 
a porch roof. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, an awning is still an awning. Ms. Burdi, or a porch 
roof. This doesn’t even mention a wooden roof with metal on top or shingles on top. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I would say that the metal wasn’t being used on roofs until either pre 
or post WWII. Ms. Burdi, we had suggested that he go with wood and this does not address that. 
Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, there is wood there already. He could obviously replace like with 
like. Ms. Burdi, we’re talking about that plastic corrugated stuff would be better than this? Ms. 
Vaughn, hopefully, they won’t pick that. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, that’s what is written 
within our Standards. Ms. Burdi, we need some updates. Chairman Craigie, this is under the 
section for awnings and this isn’t truly an awning. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, well porch roof 
would still be to replace like material with like material.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. 

 Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission deny 
a Certificate of Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above 
changes on the property located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is not congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Standards specifically, 4.5.9 Awnings. Cheri Vaughn seconded the motion. All Commission 
members voted, 3 in favor and 4 opposed. The motion did not pass. Record of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote: F 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

 X Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard MADE THE MOTION 

X  Cheri Vaughn  2ND THE MOTION 

 X Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

 X Marian Booth   

 X Beth Casey  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion to approve. 

 Kathy Burdi made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above changes on the 
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property located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: 
the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Standards specifically, 
3.4 windows and doors and 4.5.9 Awnings. With the condition that metal is an approved 
material. (There was no second for this motion and it was not voted on.) 

o Ms. Vaughn, metal is not an approved material. Ms. Burdi, metal is an approved material. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, no it wasn’t. Chairman Craigie, it is an approved material just not for 
1944. Ms. Vaughn, not for this house. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, our Standards are specific to 
post WWII. Chairman Craigie, we are making an exception. Ms. Burdi, there were changes that 
were already made after WWII. Chairman Craigie, I want to throw something out here right now. 
420 Water Street, which I mentioned at the beginning of this request, was identical to this home. 
Everything was approved about it. It has a metal front porch. Ms. Vaughn, when was that one 
built? Chairman Craigie, I don’t know. It had to be in the same time period because it is identical. 
Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it could be a year later and that would make a difference.  

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to 
make the above changes on the property in regards to removing the canopy at the rear of the 
house and replacing it, located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Standards specifically, 4.5.9 Awnings. I further move that the Historic Preservation 
Commission place the following conditions on the approval that the material used will not be 
metal as it is a pre WWII home construction, as long as the applicant comes before Staff with 
one of the approved materials. Cheri Vaughn seconded the motion. All Commission members 
voted, 3 in favor and 4 opposed. The motion did not pass. Record of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

 X Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard MADE THE MOTION 

X  Cheri Vaughn  2ND THE MOTION 

 X Kathy Burdi  

X  Elizabeth Stallings  

 X Marian Booth   

 X Beth Casey  

 

 Kathy Burdi made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Fortescue Investment Group, LLC to make the above changes on the 
property  located at 226 Water Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: 
the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Standards specifically, 
4.5.9-Awnings, due to the fact that we cannot determine the exact date that the awning that 
exists was added to the house and therefore a metal awning would be congruous with our 
Standards. Marian Booth seconded the motion. All Commission members voted, 4 in favor 
and 3 opposed. The motion passed. Record of vote below. 

 
 Record of Vote: F 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

 X Scarlett Boutchyard  

 X Cheri Vaughn   
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X  Kathy Burdi MADE THE MOTION 

 X Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2ND THE MOTION 

X  Beth Casey  

 

2. Minor Works 

1. No Commission action is required.  

VII. Other Business 

1. HPC Standards Update – Discussion Item 

o Staff, this discussion will be delayed until next month.  

2. Staff Update – Prevention of Demolition by Neglect 

o Staff, I have sent a notification to all of the properties that I am discussing today.  

 142 East Martin Luther King Jr Boulevard, there have been no responses yet. They have 
another two weeks to give me a response. 

 221 East Main Street, they have been making improvements. They have not submitted a COA. 
They have contacted me about the improvements they are making. They are aware of what 
they are supposed to be doing that and they have taken it upon themselves to start making 
improvements to the home. It was mostly things that won’t require a COA or that will be 
considered a Minor Work.  

 225 Martin Luther King Jr Boulevard, that property owner reached out to me to say that they 
were going to come to town to evaluate what needed to be done. They weren’t completely 
aware of what needs to be done to their property, so they will be assessing what they need 
to do. 

 238 East 2nd Street, the property is in need of major repairs. That property owner has 
submitted a COA for general repairs on the exterior of the porch, the siding, and to restore 
one of the front windows. I will check in with him in about a month to make sure he is on 
track, but I have had multiple discussions with that property owner.  

o Ms. Stallings, is there any update about 601 2nd? Staff, it has been purchased. Ms. Stallings, have 
there been any communications about what their intentions are? Staff, as of right now they are 
looking at making a few improvements. They are discussing this with the Building Inspector and 
the Code Enforcement Officer. They do need to do some flood prevention improvements. I believe 
that is one of the discussions he has been having with the Building Inspectors, how much he needs 
to raise it and how he intends to do so. I think the issue is the floor needs to be raised by about 
three inches. I don’t believe the property owner has decided on how he is going to do that, 
whether he is going to raise the entire structure or whether he’s going to raise just the interior 
finished floor. Ms. Burdi, it is my understanding that the first purchaser bought it and sold it again 
and it’s back on the market again. Staff, I do not know how many times it has been put on the 
market. It’s being sold and that means that the person who purchased it has the right to sell it 
again.  

o Ms. Vaughn, I would like to request that when you give us updates on these houses that you show 
us pictures. Chairman Craigie, I would like you to send me the addresses with what our update is 
referring to. Staff, I will email you a list of the addresses.  
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VIII. Adjourn 

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

 Kathy Burdi made a motion to adjourn. Elizabeth Stallings seconded the motion.  All 
members voted, 7 in favor and 0 opposed.  The meeting was adjourned.  Record of vote 
below. 

 Record of vote: 

 

 
YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  

X  Cheri Vaughn   

X  Kathy Burdi MADE THE MOTION 

X  Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  


