
1 
 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING 
Regularly Scheduled Meeting – Agenda 

Tuesday, October 6th, 2015 
7:00 PM 

 
Members Present 

Mary Pat Musselman 
Judi Hickson 

Seth Shoneman 
Monica Ferrari 

 
Members Absent 

Geraldine McKinley 
Ed Hodges 

 
Others present 

John Rodman, Director 
Emily Rebert, Community Development Planner 

Jessica Green, Administrative Support 
 

 
I. Opening of the Meeting 
Judi Hickson ad acting Chair called the meeting to order. 
 
II.  Invocation 
A moment of silence was taken. 
 
III. Roll Call 
A silent roll call was taken by staff. 
 
IV. Old Business – Major Works 
 

1.  A request has been made by Ms. Sarah Heekin for a Certificate of Appropriateness to add a 
four foot high aluminum ornamental fence to enclose the rear property yard located at 144 East 
Main Street. 
 
Mr. Rodman came forward and explained that Ms. Heekin had submitted her application three 
months ago and this was one of the fences the Commission put on hold until the fence 
guidelines were finalized.  He explained that the Commission needs to act on the request 
because according to their rules of procedure the request will automatically be approved by 
code if they do not make an action on it. 
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Sarah Heekin came forward and explained her request.  She explained that in the front of her 
house there is a small low white fence.  She stated that she would like to construct a fence in 
the rear yard and have a gate.  She explained that the purpose of the fence is for her dog.  She 
stated that her neighbors didn’t seem to have any objection to the fence.  Ms. Heekin stated 
that she discussed the placement of the fence with her neighbor and they have come to an 
agreement.  Seth Shoneman asked if the fence would match the front fence.  Ms. Heekin 
explained that it would be a white ornamental fence that would match the one in the front yard.  
Ms. Heekin stated that the fence would just enclose the rear yard and would start off the rear of 
the house. 
 
Dee Congleton came forward and was sworn in.  She stated that she was concerned first of all 
because she thought that there was a hold on all approval of fences until the fence guidelines 
were finalized.  Ms. Congleton stated that what Ms. Heekin has out front is not really a fence, it 
is just a section.  She explained that the new guidelines, if they are approved, state that the 
fence should be black and not white.  Ms. Congleton then discussed the matter in which the 
fence at the front of Ms. Heekin’s house was approved.  Again Ms. Congleton stated that Ms. 
Heekin does not have a fence in the front, it is only a section and should be replaced.  She asked 
the Commission to consider her comments.  She stated that the fence should be black and not 
what and in actually the request should be tabled until the new guidelines are finalized.   
 
Richard Young came forward and was sworn in.  He explained that he lives next door to Ms. 
Heekin.  He stated that she has discussed the fence issue with him and the actual location of the 
fence between their two properties.  He stated that Ms. Heekin has agreed to put the fence in a 
location that he is satisfied with.  He stated that he doesn’t have any problem with anything that 
Ms. Heekin is requesting. 
 
Monica Ferrari made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Sarah Heekin to add a four foot high aluminum 
ornamental fence to enclose the rear property yard located at 144 East Main Street.  This 
motion is based on the following findings of fact:  the application is congruous with the Historic 
Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 4.0 Streetscape and Site Design 
Section 4.6 Fences and Walls.  I further move that the Historic Preservation Commission place 
the following conditions on the approval:  that the fence running along the driveway side 
adjacent to Dr. Young is 18inches off of the property line.  Her motion was seconded by Seth 
Shoneman.  All voted in favor and the motion carried.   
 
Judi Hickson asked Mr. Rodman to address Ms. Congleton’s concerns.  Mr. Rodman stated that 
the Commission must place an action on the request.  He explained that this means a couple 
different things.  They can continue the request if the Commission is concerned about the color.  
He stated that the fence meets the guidelines with the height.  He stated that when he said the 
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Commission had to act on it, he did not mean that they had to approve the request; they just 
have to make an action on the request.     
 

V. Certificate of Appropriateness 
 
 A.  Major Works 
 

1.  A request has been made by Mr. Tim Evans for a Certificate of Appropriateness to do the 
following at 120 Bridge Street: 
 
a. Add six feet of six feet high wooden picket fence between bathroom and storage building. 
b. Add fourteen feet of six feet high wooden picket fence between storage building and Rich 
Tattoo Building. 
 
Mr. Tim Evans came forward and was sworn in.  He stated that he owns the Dairy Palace and the 
Rich Tattoo building.  He explained that there is an open area between the Rich Tattoo building 
and the storage building that is approximately 14ft.  He stated that unfortunately he has 
customers that walk back in that area.  Mr. Evans stated that he also replaced a cooler and 
would like to put up a fence along that area also that would be approximately 6ft.  He explained 
that he is putting up the fence at the request of his neighbors.  Mr. Evans stated that he is game 
for anything and will put up any type of fence the Commission would allow.  He explained that 
his neighbors would like to see a PVC or metal fence, but he would use wood if he needed too.  
Mr. Evans stated that he would like a high enough fence that someone would not be able go 
over.  Ms. Musselman and Mr. Evans discussed the actual location of the fence.  Ms. Ferrari 
stated that he fence would be in two sections, not one long fence.  Mr. Evans stated that she 
was correct; the fence would start and end at each corner of the buildings.  Ms. Ferrari asked if 
Mr. Evans would be open to a metal fence that would look like black rod iron.  Mr. Evans stated 
that he would be up for anything the Commission would want as long as it is high enough that 
someone could not step over. 
 
The Commission discussed the metal fence option and the height. 
 
The Chairman opened the floor. 
 
Don Stroud came forward and stood in support of a 5ft black ornamental fence.  He stated that 
black ornamental fences are less likely to damage and he will save money in the long run.  He 
explained that the Historic Foundation would be much more satisfied with the metal fence.   
 
Dee Congleton came forward and stated that the fence committee supports the 5ft black 
ornamental fence.   
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Monica Ferrari made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr. Tim Evans to 1) add a five foot high aluminum 
ornamental style black fence 6 feet in one section and 14 feet in another section along the rear 
property line located at 120 North Bridge Street.  This motion is based on the following findings 
of fact:  the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design 
Guidelines, specifically Chapter 4.0 Streetscape and Site Design Section 4.6 Fences & Walls.  Her 
motion was seconded by Mary Pat Musselman.  All voted in favor and the motion carried.  
 
2.  A request has been made Mr. Richard Godley for a Certificate of Appropriateness to 
construct a new porch and railings to the front of the house to match other houses in the district 
located at 323 North Bonner Street. 
 
Mr. Godley came forward and was sworn in.  He explained that he would like to construct a 
small 6x11 porch on the front of his home.  He explained that the porch would be 20inches from 
the ground and will have a safety railing.  Monica Ferrari asked about the height of the railing.  
Mr. Godley stated that it would be 3 to 4ft.  Mr. Rodman stated that building code requires it to 
be at least 3ft.  Mr. Godley explained that the pickets would be historically accurate and would 
match the pickets on the porches in the surrounding area.  Seth Shoneman asked if the railings 
would be painted.  Mr. Godley stated that he does plan to paint the railings and the actual porch 
would be constructed of salt treated wood.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor.  No one came forward. 
 
Mary Pat Musselman made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr. Richard Dewayne Godley to add a 6’ x 
11’ front porch & railings to the front of the house to match other houses in the district.  The 
structure is located at 323 North Bonner Street.  This motion is based on the following findings 
of fact:  the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design 
Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.0 Changes to Existing Buildings Section 3.6 Porches and 
Entryways.  Her motion was seconded by Seth Shoneman.  All voted in favor and the motion 
carried.    
 
B.  Minor Works 
 
1.  A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness to 
remove a tree in Bughouse Park, located on Charlotte Street.  The tree was struck by lightning 
and was at risk of damaging historic homes adjacent to it on the street. 
 
2.  A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 
owner at 731 West Main Street (Mr. Richard Smoot) to replace the HVAC unit.  No duct work 
will be altered. 
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Monica Ferrari made a motion to approval all the minor works.  Seth Shoneman seconded the 
motion.  All voted in favor and the motion carried. 
 

VI. Other Business 
 
 1.  Design Guidelines – Fences 
 

John Rodman came forward and presented all the changes and updates to the fence guidelines.  
He explained that the Commission can make a recommendation that these be forwarded to the 
City Council for their review, they can decide that they are not satisfied with the changes and 
not recommend that they go to City Council, or they can continue working on the guidelines.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor for comments.   
 
Don Stroud came forward and asked the Commission to adopt the last working draft.  He stated 
that the Historic Foundation however supports it being amended back to lowering the height of 
the fences to 5ft instead of 6ft and go back to requiring at least 1in space between any privacy 
fences.  Judi Hickson explained to Mr. Stroud that the new guidelines stated that any new fence 
should not exceed 5ft in height.  Mr. Stroud stated that the Foundation still objects to have the 
boards on any privacy fence back to back for many reasons and they are asked that the 1in 
requirement be put back into the new draft.  Don Stroud and the Commission discussed 
barricade fences further and the 1 inch gap.     
 
Dee Congleton came forward.  She stated that the fence committee goes along with all the 
amended changes to the guidelines except for the 1 inch requirement being taken out.  She 
stated that the fence committee feels that they should still pursue the 1 inch requirement 
between boards.   
 
Joanna Hubert came forward and stated that she is in favor of the 5ft high requirement.   
 
Tamika Blount came forward and spoke in favor of the 5ft high requirement and also the 1 inch 
requirement between boards. 
 
Pat Griffin came forward.  He explained that his neighbors have stockade fences and they have 
them for good reason.  He stated that there may be times when a stockade fence is needed.   
 
Judi Hickson explained that when the guidelines go to the City Council a public hearing will take 
place and residents will have a chance to voice their opinions or concerns.   
 
Keith Hardt came forward and asked the Commission to recommend that the guidelines 
presented to them be forward to City Council for their review.   
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Monica Ferrari made a motion that the Historic Commission not grant approval of the final 
revision of the fence design guidelines and recommend that the updated guidelines not be sent 
to the City Council for final approval that this time.  Seth Shoneman seconded the motion.  All 
voted in favor and the motion carried.   
 
Mr. Rodman stated that now that the new guidelines have not been approved the Commission 
reverts back to the current guidelines, so any fence request will be acted on according to the 
current guidelines.  Mr. Rodman stated that since the new guidelines were rejected the 
Commission will revert back to the existing.  Mr. Rodman stated that if they want to make more 
changes then they will have to go through the process of advertising and holding a workshop all 
over again.  The Commission and Mr. Rodman discussed a timeline.  Mr. Rodman stated that he 
has to discuss any type of workshop or special meeting with the Chairman being that he is the 
only one who can call a special meeting of the Commission. 

 
 2.  Recipients of the Terrell Award 
 

Emily Rebert came forward gave the Commission a brief on the Terrell Award and explained that 
the winners would be contacted and press releases will be in the paper. 

 
 3.  Notice of Decision 315 West 2nd Street 
 

Seth Shoneman made a motion to approve the Notice of Decision at 315 West 2nd Street.  His 
motion was seconded by Mary Pat Musselman.  All voted in favor. 

 
 4.  Notice of Decision 319 West 2nd Street 
 

Seth Shoneman made a motion to approve the Notice of Decision at 319 West 2nd Street.  His 
motion was seconded by Monica Ferrari and all voted in favor.   

 
VII. Approval of Minutes – September 1, 2015 
Monica Ferrari made a motion to approve the minutes.  Her motion was seconded by Mary Pat 
Musselman and all voted in favor 
 
VIII. Adjourn 
Seth Shoneman made a motion to adjourn.  His motion was seconded by Monica Ferrari.  All voted in 
favor. 

 
 


