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WASHINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
Regular Scheduled Meeting – Minutes 

Tuesday, April 4, 2017 
7:00 PM 

 
Members Present 

Mary Pat Musselman   Cheri Vaughn  
Geraldine McKinley    Ed Hodges 

Mark Everett     Judi Hickson 
William Kenner 

 
Members Absent 

All members were present 
 

Others Present 
John Rodman, Director 

Emily Rebert, Historic Planner 
Jessica Green, Administrative Support 

 
 
I. Opening of the meeting. 
The Chairman 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 
 
V. Certificate of Appropriateness 
 
 A.  Major Works 

 
1. A request has been made by Ms. Gayle Morgan for a Certificate of Appropriateness to remove the 

paneling that covers the first story façade of                                                                                                                                                                                           
property located at 133 West Main Street.  

 
 Ms. Gayle Morgan came forward and was sworn in.  She stated that a lot of the tiling is cracked 
and she doesn’t like the way it looks.  She stated that she likes the old brick on the building and 
she is working to remove the tar from the façade.  Ms. Morgan stated that she didn’t know what 
she was going to find once the paneling and the tar is removed.  She stated that Matt Sopher is 
coming by to look and see what can be done.  Ed Hodge explained that Ms. Morgan can contact 
Emily to help her once the paneling is removed to determine what is appropriate.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor and no one came forward for or against.   
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Cheri Vaughn made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Gayle Morgan to remove the paneling that covers 
the first story façade on the property located at 133 West 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 3.7 Storefronts.  Her motion was seconded 
by Mark Everett and all voted in favor. 

 
2. A request has been made by Ms. Karen Tripp for a Certificate of Appropriateness to replace 

wooden windows with vinyl windows on all elevations of the property located at 625 East Main 
Street. 

 
Karen Tripp came forward and was sworn in.  Ms. Tripp stated that she is asking for a Certificate 
of Appropriateness to replace damaged windows at her home.  She stated that the work has 
already been done and she would like to explain the circumstances involved and ask for the 
Commission’s understanding, compassion, and forgiveness.  She stated that documents that she 
has provided show that she purchased her home in 2007 and the windows were in very poor 
shape.  Ms. Tripp stated at that time she was never told that there was a Historic Commission 
with guidelines.  She stated that she did know about them later on through an incident with her 
neighbor where she had to come before the Commission twice and to the Board of Adjustment.  
Ms. Tripp explained that the experience was not very nice.  She stated that when she started to 
see water damage in the walls of her home, she felt she only had two options:  Option 1. Hire 
someone to repair them (which is not an easy job) and she was only able to find one person in 
the area who would do the job with an estimate of $200 to $250 a window and as much as $500 
a window if rotting wood was found.  Ms. Tripp explained that the previous owners had 
removed the storm windows and left them in a pile in the back yard which made it hard to put 
them back into the windows.  So, on top of the cost to repair the windows she would also have 
to purchase new storm windows and they run about $100 a piece.  Ms. Tripp stated that this 
brought the grand total to repair the windows to $300 or as much as $600 a window given the 
condition of her windows.  Option 2.  Accept the help from friends and replace the windows and 
in doing so eliminate the need for storm windows, making her home more attractive and energy 
efficient.  Ms. Tripp stated that because she is on a fixed income she had to take in account the 
fact that repairing them would also include the cost of annual maintenance, so replacing them 
seemed like a logical choice.  Ms. Tripp stated that she was then faced with the choice of solid 
wood windows with a cost ranging from $685 to $1,100 per window (which she quickly ruled 
out due to her budget), the aluminum clad windows which are even more expensive, or vinyl 
windows which start at about $190 each.  Ms. Tripp stated that she was not aware of the option 
of composite windows at the time.  Ms. Tripp stated that one would assume that a member of 
the Washington Area Historic Foundation would not make such a choice, however even though 
she is for historic preservation she doesn’t agree with every rule.  She stated that some of the 
rules prevent home owners from maintaining their home and they fall into disrepair because 
they do not have the money to save them.  Ms. Tripp stated that unfortunately she had not been 
successful with prior times when going before the Commission and felt she was trapped 
between a rock and a hard place.  Even though she did not agree, she knew that the general 
attitude towards vinyl windows was not positive and felt if she asked for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness and was denied her only choice left would be to have done nothing.  Then the 
damage would continue and potentially destroy her house.  She stated that she loved her house 
and that was not going to happen.  She stated that she made the very difficult decision to replace 
the windows without coming before the Commission.  She stated that she is 76 years old, single, 
and on a limited income, but rest assure she purchased the best vinyl windows she could.  Ms. 
Tripp explained that the windows that were replaced were not the original wavy glass kind and 
the replacement happened in fazes and over the span of several years and only replacing the 
windows that absolutely needed to be replaced.  She stated that she also made certain that the 
design of the new windows matched the design of the old windows.  Ms. Tripp stated that due to 
her tight budget her friends helped her install the windows on the weekends.  She stated that for 
7 years no one noticed that she had replaced the windows, even her preservation friends who 
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came to her house several times.  Since her windows have before an issue she learned from 
many friends and neighbors that there are several homes in the historic district with vinyl 
windows and several instances when the Commission has allowed vinyl windows.  She then 
presented pictures of other homes in the district with vinyl windows and discussed some of the 
homes.  She respectfully asked the Commission to allow her the same consideration.  She stated 
that she did not move into the Historic District because she wanted to destroy it.  Ms. Tripp 
stated that she loves history and feels that it is vital to Washington and historic districts 
everywhere.  She explained that in 2007 she purchased her home for $250,000 and in the last 
10 years she has invested what she could with limited resources with the help of her friends and 
improved and maintained it.  She stated that she honestly feels she has done everything in her 
power and within her financial ability to preserve it as best as she could.  She then sincerely 
apologized for not coming before the Commission and then asked the Commission members to 
put themselves in her position and understand why she acted in the manner she did.   
 
Ed Hodges asked Ms. Tripp an estimate of how many times she has attended Commission 
meetings to voice her opinion for or against something.  Ms. Tripp stated that she has been to 
meetings and she has presented her ideas, but has not for a long time.  She stated that she has 
changed her mind about voicing her opinion and does not like to do it.  She stated that she 
doesn’t like how people feel when they have to ask for permission to do something to their 
house.  Ed Hodges then asked Ms. Tripp what the status of the Historic District would be if 
everyone did the same thing as she did and made changes to their homes without requesting 
permission from the Commission.  Ms. Tripp stated that there may not be a historic district but 
she cannot say for sure because she doesn’t know.  Ed Hodges stated that there wouldn’t be any 
reason for the Historic Commission to exist if everyone did work without coming to the 
Commission for permission.  Ms. Tripp stated that she believes there has to be some regulation, 
but she had such a terrible experience last time she came forward the Commission.  She then 
asked John Rodman to confirm the statement.  John Rodman stated that she should not ask for 
his opinion unless she wanted his honest answer.  Ms. Tripp stated that the last time she was 
before the Commission was to speak against a 92 foot fence that her neighbor put up that 
blocked her water view and had a terrible experience.  Ed Hodges stated that he felt this 
Commission has been very understanding as far as windows are concerned.  He stated that his 
tendency here is to be very much not understanding with her because of what she has done.  He 
stated that he felt the Commission would have shown her compassion had she come before 
them prior to doing the work, instead of thumbing her nose at them and doing whatever she 
wanted to do.  Ms. Tripp stated that she didn’t think she thumbed her nose at them, but she 
really felt like she was going to be told no.  Ed Hodges stated that she never gave the 
Commission the opportunity to work with her.  Mark Everett stated that he is compassionate to 
people’s situations when they have hardships, but it seems to him if they pick and choose what 
rules they want to follow based upon what is in their best interest or their position at the time, 
number one that seems a little bit inconsistent and irresponsible as a Commission and 
undermines completely why they are there.  To him if someone comes before the Commission 
and asks for some leniency based upon a specific circumstance that’s one matter, but when 
someone consciously chooses to ignore the rules particularly when they have had involvement 
in a foundation that is supposed to be pro historic preservation, he sees that as a different 
matter.  Karen Tripp stated that if they walk around the historic district they will find that a 
number of vinyl windows have been installed.  Ed Hodges stated that he is not going to argue 
that with her.  He stated that she did not give them the opportunity to look at her project and 
just did it on her own.  Ed Hodges stated that the pictures of houses with vinyl windows that Ms. 
Tripp presented all except for one he was aware of.  Geraldine McKinley stated that every one of 
those home owners had come before the Commission to request the vinyl windows.  Cheri 
Vaughn asked when vinyl windows have been allowed in the past.  Ed Hodges stated that the 
Commission looks at each request individually and bases their decision on the condition of the 
windows and what they would like to do.  Geraldine McKinley stated that they try to keep them 
off the front façade of the house.  Ed Hodges stated that the Commission was not given the 
chance to review Ms. Tripp’s case or see the damage to the windows.  William Kenner stated 
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that he personally replaced his windows with wooden windows and shopped around for pricing 
and found them for about $150 per window.  Ms. Tripp stated that the prices she previously 
quoted were from Lowes.  Mary Pat Musselman stated that she can understand the dismay of 
some of the Commission members because Ms. Tripp did this without permission, but when she 
looks at Ms. Tripp’s house now compared to the way it looked in 2007 and all the work she has 
done, along with Ms. Tripp’s age she would like to be forgiving.  Judi Hickson stated that it is 
very hard because the Commission is stuck between a rock and a hard place, but Ms. Tripp has 
been at this ever sense she bought the house.  She stated that knowing the situation, she is 
feeling more forgiving.  Ms. Hicks stated that she is very sorry that Ms. Tripp didn’t give the 
chance to review the request first.  Ms. Hickson spoke about the Commission then facing the 
issue of setting precedence.  She stated that the district already has an issue with people doing 
work without permission and worries how this discussion will affect this problem in the future.  
Ms. Tripp stated that the windows make her house look very nice.  Ed Hodges stated that no one 
is arguing that fact.  Mr. Hodges explained that if everyone in the historic district does their 
project without presenting it to the Commission and then comes to ask for forgiveness later, 
there is no point of the Commission sitting there.  Ms. Tripp stated that she did understand.  Mr. 
Hodges stated that he felt the Commission would have strongly considered granting Ms. Tripp’s 
request if she had come before them and presented her request properly.  Ms. Tripp stated that 
she had no confidence that they would grant her request because of her prior experience.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor.   
 
Sherri Moseley came forward and was sworn in.  She stated that she is there in support of Karen 
Tripp and then read letters from neighbors and friends, who helped her install the windows, 
giving Ms. Tripp their support.  Ms. Moseley stated that she also helped Ms. Tripp replace the 
windows and she does understand where the Commission is coming from.  She stated that she is 
personally restoring a third house.  She stated that they have restored two houses in Ayden, 
which has no Historic Commission, and the homes in that area for the most part are kept up to 
date and people try to keep their repairs in keeping with historic preservation.  Ms. Moseley 
stated that there is a lot of work they plan on doing to their house in Washington and she is 
terrified to come before the Commission.  She stated that people are made to feel that they 
really have no choices.  She stated as a new member of the community she does not want to 
come in making waves, but she does want to be able to love her home and bring it back to life.  
But if she has to do it in such a manor where she feels like she has no say in her own property or 
how she spends her money then Washington will not have a district because people are not 
going to be able to maintain their properties.  She stated that whether there are buildings 
standing or not, no one can change the history of this town.  She stated that the district can be 
maintained in a manner where they may not be able to use materials from 100 years ago, but 
preserve it with materials that look the same as much as possible. 
 
Steve Rader came forward.  Mr. Rader stated that Ms. Tripp is a very nice lady and he has 
empathy for her situation, but he also understands the difficult position the Commission is in.  
He stated that he would like to be very proactive on the windows issue.  He stated that they are 
restoring the house at 312 Water Street and did not want vinyl, but true divided light and wood 
windows in a traditional single glazed way.  He stated that like Ms. Tripp they went to Lowes 
and was given a very pricey quote.  He stated that fortunately Builders First Source pointed 
them to Stevenson Mill Works in Wilson and he received very high quality wooden sash 
windows that came in at about $600.  He stated that if the Commission has someone coming in 
pushing vinyl windows they are welcome to come by and look at the windows they purchased 
to see the quality and to see that wood windows can be bought.  He stated that many building 
companies in the area do not give many options.  Mr. Rader stated that he has provided the City 
staff with the information so hopefully they can encourage people to use wooden windows.   
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Ms. Mosley then spoke about the life span of vinyl windows verses wooden windows.  She stated 
that Ms. Tripp had wooden windows in the back of her house that were only 8 to 10 years old 
and they had to be replaced also because they were all rotten.  She stated that people prefer 
vinyl over wood because of the maintenance and the life span of the vinyl windows. 
 
William Kenner asked Emily Rebert about the percentage of homes in the district that are 
complicate with Historic North Carolina and how losing homes will affect Washington’s 
accreditation.  Ms. Rebert stated that it is about the consistency. She stated that when they 
evaluate the district if they start seeing gaps and work from inside out.  She stated that what she 
felt would happen with Washington due to the district’s size, you would start seeing it broken 
up into smaller districts.  She explained that Washington has one of the largest historic districts 
in Eastern North Carolina. 
 
Mary Pat Musselman stated that she felt they also had to take in account Beaufort County and 
the economic status of this county.  She stated that some people cannot afford the true historic 
materials.  Ed Hodges stated that he agreed but his point is the proper procedure was not 
followed.  Mark Everett addressed Ms. Mosley’s statement about being afraid to come before the 
Commission.  He recalled that Mr. and Mrs. Mosley came before the Commission with a request 
to remove a tree and had very little information, so the Commission did ask for more 
information.  Mr. Everett stated that the couple did come back with the requested information 
and the Commission granted their request.  He stated that when people are trying to comply and 
show their circumstances the Commission has generally tried to show some latitude where it 
makes sense.  He stated that he sees this as an egregious case of Ms. Tripp knowing she was 
supposed to present her request to the Commission and choose not to come before them.    
 
Judi Hickson then asked what would happen if they did not grant her a Certificate of 
Appropriateness (COA).  Mr. Rodman stated that they have to look at not just windows but other 
items that may occur.  He explained that if someone put up a fence without permission and the 
Commission denied the COA, the home owner would be required to remove the fence.  He 
explained that if Ms. Tripp’s COA is denied then she would be in violation of the guidelines and 
would have to come into compliance.  Mr. Rodman explained that she would also be given the 
opportunity of an appeal process.  Ed Hodges stated that any decision of the Historic 
Commission can be appealed to the Board of Adjustment.  Mr. Hodges stated that his biggest 
concern is setting a precedent where anyone can go and do anything in the Historic District and 
then ask for forgiveness later.  He then addressed residents of the district and asked if a 
neighbor in the district did something out of compliance what would they want the Commission 
to do.  He stated that he appreciates the way Ms. Tripp’s house looks, but there is principle that 
he felt the Commission should stand by.  Mr. Hodges stated that he did not support granting her 
a Certificate of Appropriateness after she used the method she did to replace her windows.  
Mark Everett stated that this is the second month in a row that the Commission has heard a case 
like this with the applicant from last month stating that she didn’t know she needed permission 
and then with Ms. Tripp stating she knew but chose not to come before them.  He stated that the 
Commission may need to look at their window guidelines and consider revisions but obviously 
they must go by what is in place today.  He stated that this has become a repetitive issue.     
 
William Kenner made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Karen Tripp to replace wooden windows with vinyl 
windows on all elevation of the property located at 625 East Main Street.  This motion is based 
on the following findings of fact:  the application is not congruous with the Historic Preservation 
Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.4 Windows and Doors.  Cheri Vaughn 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried with a 4 to 3 majority vote with Mary Pat Musselman, 
Geraldine McKinley, and Judi Hickson voting against the motion.            

 
3. A request has been made by Ms. Connie Langley for a Certificate of Appropriateness to paint the 

masonry on the front façade of property located at 143 North Market Street. 
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 Connie Langley was not present at the meeting but the Commission decided to go forward with 
the request.  The Commission discussed the request and the fact that the guidelines state that 
unpainted masonry should not be painted.  No one spoke for or against the request from the 
audience.   
 
William Kenner made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Connie Langley to paint the masonry on the front 
façade of property located at 143 North Market Street.  This motion is based on the following 
findings of fact:  the application is not congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.2 Masonry.  Mark Everett seconded the motion and all 
voted in favor. 

 
4. A request has been made by Ms. Karen Sairanen for a Certificate of Appropriateness to make the 

following alterations on the property located at 628 East Main Street: 
 

a. Remove tree located in the front yard. 
b. Install a decorative corner fence in the back yard. 
c. Construct a custom 12’x12’ shed in the back yard.  

 
Karen Sairanen came forward and was sworn in.  Ms. Sairanen stated that the tree is mostly dead 
and is possibly impinging in the basement of the house.  Ed Hodges and Geraldine McKinley stated 
that the tree definitely needed to come down.  Ms. Sairanen then explained the intended location 
of the fence and stated that she would like to use a shadowbox fence to mirror her neighbors 
fence.  Ms. Sairnen explained that the shed would be a wooden stick built structure and the 
location of it on the property.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor and no one came forward to speck for or against.        
 
Geraldine McKinley made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Karen Sairanen to remove the tree 
located in the front yard, install two sections of 6’ fencing in the northeast corner of the back yard, 
and construct a 12’x12’ shed in the back yard of the property located at 628 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 4.1 Landscaping, 4.6 
Fences and Walls, and 3.12 Outbuildings and Accessory Structure.  Her motion was seconded by 
Judi Hickson and all voted in favor.  Judi Hickson seconded the motion and all voted in favor.   
 

 
5. A request has been made by Ms. Felicia Huggins for a Certificate of Appropriateness to make the 

following alterations on the property located at 208 and 210 West Main Street: 
a. Construct a deck on the first-floor roof located in the tertiary elevation. 
b. Create a secondary entrance for second floor tenants by converting a window into a door and 

installing a stairway. 
  

Ms. Huggins was not present but the Commission went forward with the request.  Ed Hodges 
stated that he didn’t have any objections to anything that she is requesting and it would be a 
big improvement to the rear of that building.  He stated that the window that she is requesting 
to turn into a door was originally a door to begin with.  John Rodman stated that Ms. Huggins 
has spoken to the Building Inspectors about fire codes for the deck and intents to comply with 
all regulations.   
 
Judi Hickson made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Felicia Huggins to construct a deck on the first-
floor roof located in the tertiary elevation and create a secondary entrance for second floor 
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tenants by converting a window into a door and installing a stairway on the property located 
at 208/210 West 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 5.4 Decks, 3.4 Windows and Doors, and 3.9 Rear Elevations.  Her motion 
was seconded by Mary Pat Musselman and all voted in favor.    

 
6. A request has been made by Mr. Jim Wiley, acting as agent for Beacon Street, for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness to construct a new single family, two-story dwelling on either Lot #36 or #37. 
The home will be consistent and will match single family residences in the development.   

 
Carol Nash came forward and was sworn in and presented the plans for the two-story 
dwelling.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor and no one came forward. 
 
Judi Hickson made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr. Jim Wiley of Beacon Street Development to 
construct a new single family dwelling on the property located at Lot #36 or #37 Moss 
Landing.  This motion is based on the following findings of fact:  the application is congruous 
with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 5.0 New 
Construction Section 5.2 Residential Construction.  Mark Everett seconded the motion and all 
voted in favor.    

 
7. A request has been made by Ms. Carolyn Nash for a Certificate of Appropriateness to make the 

following alterations on the property located at 404 East Water Street: 
a. Replace current siding with board and batten hardi-plank. 
b. Construct a 10’x28’ deck in place of the current deck on the east side. 
c. Replace and reconfigure existing fenestrations.  
d. Install a 4’ and 6’ fence in the side and back yard.  
e. Replace shutters on the house. 
f. Add a porch onto the south elevation of the house. 

  
Ed Hodges stated that this house is a non-contributing structure in the district.  Carol Nash 
gave some background on the house.  Ms. Nash stated that the home owner has decided to go 
with a smaller deck and will not go with a 28’ deck. 
 
The Chairman opened the floor and no one came forward to speak for or against.   
 
Judi Hickson made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Carol Nash to replace current siding with board 
and batten hardi-plank, construct a 10’x28’ deck in place of the current deck on the east side of 
the house, replace and reconfigure existing fenestrations, install a 4’ and 6’ fence in the side 
and back yard, replace the shutter, and add a porch onto the south elevation of the property 
located at 404 East Water Street.  This motion is based on the following findings of fact:  the 
application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, 
specifically Chapter 3.1 Walls, 3.4 Windows, 3.6 Porches and Entryways, 4.6 Fences and Walls, 
and 5.4 Decks.  Her motion was seconded by Cheri Vaughn and all voted in favor. 

 
8. A request has been made by Ms. Carolyn Nash for a Certificate of Appropriateness to make the 

following alterations on the property located at 420 East Water Street: 
a. A new 7’x28’ porch to be added to the south-facing facade. 
b. Remove rotten rear porch and rotten 10x10 room. 
c. Add to the rear of the house where the old porch and rotten room was removed; addition 

size approximately 10’x 24’, with a shed roof  
d. Replace aluminum siding with Hardi-plank.  
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e. Construct an 18’x28’ carport in the back yard with a breezeway attaching to the house.  
f. Install a concrete driveway 
g. Replace windows 

 
Carol Nash presented the request. She stated that the house has been vacant and at times 
occupied by homeless people.  She explained that Mr. Boyd has big plans for the house and will 
be living in the house.   
 
The Chairman opened the floor and no one came forward. 
 
Judi Hickson made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation Commission 
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Carol Nash to construct a 7’x28’ porch to the 
primary elevation, remove the porch and 10’x10’ room on the tertiary elevation, build a 
10’x28’ addition on the tertiary elevation, replace the aluminum siding with hardi-plank 
siding, construct an 18’x28’ carport with a breezeway in the back yard, install a concrete 
driveway, and replace the windows on the property located at 420 East Water Street.  This 
motion is based on the following findings of fact:  the application is congruous with the 
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.1 Walls, 3.4 
Windows, 3.6 Porches and Entryways, 3.12 Outbuildings and Accessory Structures, 4.3 
Parking, Driveways, and Sidewalks, 5.3 Additions, and 6.0 Demolition. 

 
9. A request has been made by Mr. Steven Rader and Ms. Charlotte Mason for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness to remove a pine tree located in the back yard of the property on 119/117 
South Harvey Street. 

 
Steven Rader, Charlotte Mason, and Elwood Lewis came forward were sworn in.  Steven Rader 
stated that at the Commission’s request they got a tree arborist to look at the tree and give his 
findings.  Mr. Rader presented the letter from the arborist.  He also spoke about the condition 
of the tree and the danger it is to the surrounding homes if it did fall.  Mr. Rader presented 
letters from some adjoining property owns speaking in favor of taking down the tree.  He 
stated that they would really like to take the tree down before another major storm comes 
through.  Ed Hodges stated that it is his opinion that the tree should come down.   

 
Geraldine McKinley made the following motion:  I move that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr. Steven Rader and Ms. Charlotte 
Mason to remove a pine tree located in the back yard of the property located at 117/119 South 
Harvey Street.  This motion is based on the following findings of fact:  The application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Section 
4.1 Landscaping.  Judi Hickson seconded the motion and all voted in favor. 
 
 

 
 

 
 B.  Minor Works 

 
1. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 

owner of 401 North Market Street to install a garden shed in the back yard of the property.  
2. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 

owner of 138 South Market Street to install signage on the property. 
3. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 

owner of 118 North Charlotte Street to install a wooden screen door on the property.  
4. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 

owner of 258 West Main Street to replace the existing HVAC unit on the property.   
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5. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 
owner of 114 East Martin Luther King Drive Street to replace siding in kind on the property.  

6. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 
owner of 134 South Market Street to install signage on the property. 

7. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 
owner of 143 North Market Street to install an awning and lighting on the property. 
 
Judi Hickson made a motion to approve all the minor works.  Her motion was seconded by Mark 
Everett.  All voted in favor. 
 

VI. Other Business 
 

1. Terrell Awards- Accepting Nominations 
 
Emily Rebert came forward and asked for nominations and gave deadlines for submissions. 
 

Mark Everett explained that with the number of people stating that they are not told about the Historic 
District Guidelines and restrictions when purchasing their house he contacted the North Carolina Real Estate 
Commission to see if they have had any complaints from people saying that brokers had been negligent in not 
telling them that they were buying in the Historic District and the answer was no.  Geraldine McKinley stated 
that as a member of the real estate community she can say that they are being told.  Mark Everett stated that 
he is going to find it difficult to believe someone who comes before them with that excuse.       

 
VII. Approval of Minutes – March 7, 2017 
Cheri Vaughn made a motion to approve the March minutes.  William Kenner seconded the motion and all 
voted in favor. 
 
VIII.    Adjourn 
There being no other business Mark Everett made a motion to adjourn and Cheri Vaughn seconded. 
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