City of Burlington
Historic Preservation Commission
Jamie Lawson, AICP, CZO | Director of Planning

AGENDA
Regular Meeting – Tuesday, May 10th, 2022 – 7:00 PM
Municipal Conference Room
425 S. Lexington Avenue

This meeting will also be held via the Zoom virtual meeting platform.
Zoom Meeting Link: https://us06web.zoom.us/j/93102352270
OR by Phone: +1 301 715 8592 Webinar ID: 931 0235 2270
I.

Call Meeting to Order

II. Approval of Previous Minutes
a. Minutes for April 12, 2022 to be approved
III. Applications for Major Certificates of Appropriateness
a. ITEM 1: HD-22-027 A request by Sharon Westberry and Scott Walters install a new patio
with a 17’ x 16’ covered roof at 405 Fountain Place, PID 125455. The property is located
in the Medium Density Residential (MDR) and in the Local Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
IV. New Business
a. Minetree Pyne Awards
b. Update for the District Design Standards
V. Other Business
a. Minor Certificates of Appropriateness update
b. Training Seminars
VI. Adjournment
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City of Burlington

Historic Preservation Commission
Mike R. Nunn, AICP, CZO | Director of Planning & Transportation

Meeting Minutes for April 12, 2022
The Burlington Historic Preservation Commission met on Tuesday, April 12, 2022, at 7:00 PM. All
staff and applicants presenting at this meeting were sworn to tell the truth to the best of their
ability. The meeting may be viewed online via YouTube’s Playlist, “Historic Preservation
Commission Meetings:”
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLX2Do5DiQXjze1mDyBLhHd_eJ4ov89fPU
Members Present:
James Euliss, Chair
Brian Pennington, Vice Chair
Josh Adkins
Lori Bryan
Wendy Geiss
Kristina Meinking
Russ Vandermass-Peeler

Members Absent:
None

Staff Present:
Jamie Lawson, Principal Planner
Michelle Grogan, Senior Administrative Assistant
I.
Call Meeting to Order
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called the meeting to order at 7:08 PM.
II.

Approval of Previous Minutes – March 8, 2022, Historic Preservation Commission

Ms. Meinking, Member, made a motion to approve the minutes from the March 8, 2022, Historic
Preservation Commission Meeting.
Mr. Vandermass-Peeler, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
Mr. Euliss made the determination to move Item 7 on the agenda and move that to the first item
the Commission will review.
III.

Applications for Major Certificates of Appropriateness
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ITEM 7: HD-22-020 A request by Jean Hunnicutt for new construction at 709 West Davis Street,
PID 126131. The property is located in the Medium Density Residential (MDR) and in the Local
Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, called for any conflicts of interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability.
Applicant, Ms. Jean Hunnicutt was in attendance and was sworn to tell the truth to the best of
her ability.
Mr. George Hardy, Contractor for the application, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of his
ability.
Ms. Hunnicutt gave the Commission a brief overview of her proposal. Ms. Hunnicutt would like a
home that will fit into the historic district along with the other homes that are currently there.
Mr. Hardy responded to the type of materials proposed, landscaping plans, and columns and
commented that they would be the same style and would replicate the existing height that is on
the east side of the property.
Mr. Hardy stated that he is hoping to build a driveway on the property that will be able to wrap
around the right side of the property as the front side of the property is too steep to incorporate
a driveway on the left side of the property.
Jaime Lawson inquired if there had been any discussion with the neighbor to have an access
easement to have the driveway come off Peele Street.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that there needed to be a front driveway to her property, or she would be
concerned that no one would be able to find her house. She stated that it is difficult for trucks to
enter the property from the back because it is loose sediment, and they can easily get stuck. Ms.
Hunnicutt walked the commission through the pictures of the construction plans for the house.
She stated that the house would have a large front porch and a conservatory in the home as well.
The house will also consist of a green house that will have trees in it with a waterproof flooring.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that she is still looking for the types of windows that she would prefer to
have in the home and have not settled on the type they would like to put in the home. She stated
that the foundation on the home would be dark with some grey in it. Ms. Hunnicutt will have
hundreds of trees and plants throughout the property. The house itself will be a medium grey
color. The trim on the windows will be all be white. There will be a custom teal color of the custom
rounds. Ms. Hunnicutt stated that the hardie board siding will be grey in color.
Ms. Geiss inquired if the brick shown in the pictures was painted.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that the brick was not painted, it was colored brick.
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Mr. Hardy stated that Ms. Hunnicutt would like to have the brick on the bottom portion of the
house dark in color.
Ms. Hunnicutt explained the pictures of the shingles and stated that it is a common shingle on
homes in the historic district. The fencing that will added on the property would be a standard
rot iron fencing.
Jaime Lawson stated that on the staff report there is a list of items that would not be discussed
at this meeting including landscaping and other items that will be discussed at a later date.
Ms. Geiss inquired if the gate and driveway would be visible from the street.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that it will be visible from the street.
Ms. Geiss inquired what Ms. Hunnicutt would describe as the style of the house she is wanting
to build.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that she doesn’t specifically have a style in mind.
Ms. Geiss responded that the house has a more modern farmhouse feel to the style of house that
Ms. Hunnicutt is wanting to build. Some of the items that Ms. Hunnicutt has on the plans she
feels is in contrast with the modern style, examples, the shingles.
Ms. Hunnicutt responded that if someone is looking at the homes in the Historic District there is
a large range of different styles of homes.
Ms. Meinking inquired if Ms. Hunnicutt feels that the house that she would like to build would
compliment the other homes in the area.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that her home looks a lot like the home that she is wanting to build. Ms.
Hunnicutt stated that the picture submitted does not depict what the actual door of the home
she wishes to build would look like, but she does not have a picture of what that will look like.
Mr. Pennington stated that he felt that the home Ms. Hunnicutt would want to build would stand
out in the neighborhood and that it has a busy type of feel to it. He stated that he would like to
speak with the architect about what his plans are for the house.
Mr. Hardy stated that the pictures submitted do not depict the landscaping of the home and that
will change a lot of the homes looks. He also stated that the columns in the picture would be
different in actuality and would be squarer.
Mr. Pennington stated that there have been some statements by Ms. Hunnicutt and Mr. Hardy
of items being different in the drawings that what they would be. He stated that it seems the
commission is not looking at a set of finished plans.
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Mr. Hardy stated that would be correct.
Ms. Meinking stated that not having samples of what the actual final product would be makes it
difficult to make decisions as to the historic relevance of the home in the neighborhood. For
reference, the final colors and type of brick on the home and the driveway and how that would
be situated on the property.
Ms. Hunnicutt stated that the driveway will have to work itself out due to the fact they are unsure
as to what type of vehicles will be able to adequately maneuver on the property. She stated that
it would be hard to say how the driveway will be poured.
Mr. Pennington stated that it would be hard for the commission to approve a driveway that does
not have a solid plan in place.
Ms. Meinking stated that a driveway in the historic district should not wind or go in front of the
home.
Mr. Hardy questioned if the actual color of the brick would be in question.
Ms. Meinking stated that the color goes to the character of the house and how it fits with the
house style.
Ms. Geiss commented that she is concerned that the house would confuse people walking in the
historic district to see a home that is not a distinct style. The home that is being proposed has
too many styles of home and isn’t one set style.
Ms. Lawson stated that the current plan for the driveway would not be acceptable per city
standards because the driveway apron encroaches onto the adjacent driveway property line.
There would need to be a radius or turn out of five feet to meet the standard. Ms. Lawson
suggested that Ms. Hunnicutt meet with the Engineering Department to see what would need to
be done to meet the standards. Ms. Lawson also suggested if the house was orientated deeper
into the lot that may help.
Mr. Pennington inquired as to the plans for the steps and the wall on the front of the property.
Ms. Hunnicutt said that she was open to suggestions from the Commission for ideas for how to
handle the wall and steps in an appropriate manner.
There were no further comments.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for public comments.
Public Comments:
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Sarah Vincent, 706 West Davis Street, spoke about her concern about the style of home being
built. Having one specific type of style that incorporates just one style of home verses a lot of
different style would be preferable for the neighborhood. The alignment of the driveway that is
being suggested from her driveway would be difficult. A large vehicle would have to pull into her
driveway to pull into the suggested driveway. New construction in a neighborhood can be done
in a way that is appropriate for the neighborhood but has concerns that this house will not align
with the standards of the neighborhood.
Ian Baltitus, 702 West Davis Street, spoke about his concerns that with the front steps on the
property would be ADA compatible and in line with the walkway. His concerns are also that the
style of home that is chosen would be one or two styles only. He suggested that the roof line on
the front porch be lower that what is suggested in the plans. The trees that are on the property
create a nice canopy for the property and saving as many trees as possible would be appreciated.
Ms. Lawson asked the applicant if she would like to carry the application to another date as there
are items that are still in question.
Ms. Hunnicutt inquired to the Commission which items would they most want to see fixed.
Mr. Pennington stated that the style of the home be narrowed down and the driveway placement
to be more specific.
Ms. Meinking asked if the applicant could give a more clear design description and that those
designs would fall in with the district design standards.
Ms. Hunnicutt asked if the commission could carry this application to another date so that she
may look at the specific concerns that have been brought up.
Motion:
Ms. Pennington, Vice Chair, made a motion to carry this application to the May 10th meeting.
Mr. Vandermass-Peeler, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
ITEM 1: HD-22-011 A request by Josh and Faith Grant to install a brick 20’x25’ patio at 911 West
Davis Street, PID 112558. The property is located in the Medium Density Residential (MDR) and
in the Local Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for Conflicts of Interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to best of her ability and provided a
staff report of this item to the Commission.
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Ms. Grant, Applicant, 911 West Davis Street was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability.
She described the project plans and the style of brick being used. Ms. Grant indicated that they
would like to add 80 square feet to the original plan of the brick patio.
Questions from the Commission Members:
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for questions from the commission members, no additional questions
were asked.
Public Comments:
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported no written or emailed public comments have been
received. She called for comments from those in attendance and none were given.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, asked if there was any discussion or changes to the Findings of Fact. None were
received.
Findings of Fact:
Mr. Euliss, Chair, indicated that the following Findings of Fact were in the staff report:
•
•
•
•
•

B5-1. The location of a terrace or patio should complement the character of the site and
the historic structure.
B5-2. A terrace or patio should be designed so that it can be built or removed without
damage to the historic structure or adjoining properties.
B5-3. Appropriate paving materials are stone, brick or tile. The choice of materials
should compliment the adjoining historic structure.
B5-4. Historic landscape features such as major trees should be retained and protected
when a terrace or patio is constructed.
B5-5. The removal of historic building materials to allow for the construction of a terrace
or patio is not allowed in most cases.

Ms. Meinking, made a motion to approve the Findings of Fact.
Ms. Geiss, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
Motion:
Ms. Meinking, Member, made a motion to approve the amended application with the additional
80 feet of brick on the patio.
Mr. Vandermass-Peeler, Member, seconded the motion.
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Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
ITEM 2: HD-22-012 A request by Ian Baltitus for tree removal at 702 West Davis Street, PID
126129. The property is located in the Medium Density Residential (MDR) and in the Local
Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, called for any conflicts of interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability and provided
a staff report of this item to the Commission and stated that staff recommends approval of the
request.
Applicant, Mr. Ian Baltutis, 702 West Davis Street, was present by zoom call and was sworn to
tell the truth to the best of his ability.
Ms. Lawson informed the Commission that the City’s arborist has gone out to inspect the tree in
question and it is a healthy tree but with the tree’s location to the foundation Mr. Baltitus is
requesting the tree to be removed.
Mr. Baltutis indicated that when he bought the house four years prior that the tree was one item
that came up on the inspection report. The report indicated that there was excessive growth
around the foundation that was causing moisture and damage to the foundation. Mr. Baltutis
stated that he would like to have the tree removed as it is leaning towards the roof, and he would
not like to see any damage done to the roof by this tree.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for public comments.
Public Comments:
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported no written or emailed public comments have been
received. She called for comments from those in attendance and none were given.
Findings of Fact:
Mr. Euliss, Chair, indicated that the following Findings of Fact were in the staff report:
•

•

•

B2-4. Mature, healthy trees should remain intact and undisturbed on a site, unless they
are causing the structural deterioration of a building. A mature tree is defined as being
four (4) inches or larger in diameter in West Burlington and as being fifteen (15) inches or
larger in diameter in Glencoe measured four (4) feet above the ground.
B2-7. Trees larger than four(4) inches in diameter in West Burlington or larger than fifteen
(15) inches in diameter in Glencoe3 which are dead or diseased should be replaced with
a similar type tree, except where the replacement would cause structural damage to the
building.
B2-8. When a tree is removed, the tree stump should be ground and the soil should be
leveled and seeded.
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Mr. Euliss, Chair, asked if there was any discussion or changes to the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Pennington, Vice Chair, made a motion to approve the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Adkins, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
Motion:
Mr. Pennington, Vice Chair, made a motion to approve the application.
Mr. Adkins, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
ITEM 3: HD-22-013 A request by Bill and Rachel Ross to install a 21’x16’ patio and removal of an
existing tree at 427 West Davis Street, PID 126678. The property is located in the Medium Density
Residential (MDR) and in the Local Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, called for any conflicts of interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability and provided
a staff report of this item to the Commission and stated that staff recommends approval of the
request.
Applicant, Mr. Bill Ross was in attendance and was sworn to tell the truth to the best of his ability.
Mr. Ross stated the tree is a dogwood that is sitting near the power lines
Mr. Euliss, Chair inquired if there were legal requirements to cutting down a dogwood tree as it
is the state tree.
Ms. Lawson stated she knew of no law that was in place to prevent a dogwood tree from being
removed. Ms. Lawson also informed Mr. Ross that Jason Barnhill who is the City’s arborist can
come out and give advice on tree and what can be done with the tree to prune it so that it is not
causing an issue for the power lines.
Ms. Meinking inquired as to the type of brick that would be in the patio.
Mr. Ross stated that the bricks would be the same decision as the previous applicant’s, in a
herringbone pattern.
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There were no further comments.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for public comments.
Mr. Ian Baltutis commented that he is pleased that a citizen is taking an long term energy reliance
in the community and aesthetics within the community.
Public Comments:
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported no written or emailed public comments have been
received. She called for comments from those in attendance and none were given.
Findings of Fact:
Mr. Euliss, Chair, indicated that the following Findings of Fact were in the staff report:
B5-1. The location of a terrace or patio should complement the character of the site and
the historic structure.
• B5-2. A terrace or patio should be designed so that it can be built or removed without
damage to the historic structure or adjoining properties.
• B5-3. Appropriate paving materials are stone, brick or tile. The choice of materials should
compliment the adjoining historic structure.
• B5-4. Historic landscape features such as major trees should be retained and protected
when a terrace or patio is constructed.
• B5-5. The removal of historic building materials to allow for the construction of a terrace
or patio is not allowed in most cases.
• B2-4. Mature, healthy trees should remain intact and undisturbed on a site, unless they
are causing the structural deterioration of a building. A mature tree is defined as being
four (4) inches or larger in diameter in West Burlington and as being fifteen (15) inches or
larger in diameter in Glencoe measured four (4) feet above the ground.
• B2-5. New construction should be sited to minimize its impact on existing mature trees
and their root systems, both on and adjacent to the construction site. Protective measures
should be taken to preserve trees and their root systems from the effects of grading, piling
of dirt or parking of construction vehicles. Trees can be protected by the use of
construction fences placed as far away from the tree trunk as possible.
• B2-7. Trees larger than four (4) inches in diameter in West Burlington or larger than fifteen
(15) inches in diameter in Glencoe which are dead or diseased should be replaced with a
similar type tree, except where the replacement would cause structural damage to the
building.
• B2-8. When a tree is removed, the tree stump should be ground and the soil should be
leveled and seeded.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, asked if there was any discussion or changes to the Findings of Fact.
•

Motion:
Ms. Geiss, Member, made a motion to approve item 1 of the application of the installation of the
patio and to remove the tree dependent upon the City Arborist’s suggestion if it is found to be a
hazard as well as the approval of the Findings of Fact.
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Mr. Adkins, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
ITEM 4: HD-22-014 A request by Rachel Blunk for a door, steps and railing relocation, fence
removal, and installation of a parking area at 2416 Glencoe Street, PID 140612. The property is
located in the Medium Density Residential (MDR) and in the Local Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, called for any conflicts of interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability and provided
a staff report of this item to the Commission and stated that staff recommends approval of the
request.
Ms. Lynn Cowan was in attendance on behalf of the applicant and was sworn to tell the truth to
the best of her ability.
Ms. Cowan stated that there is a 6-foot connector that was built onto the property to join the
kitchen to the house that she would like to move the door to this connector. Ms. Cowan also
would like to remove the fencing in the back part of the property. The fencing currently on the
property is causing drainage issues and removing it will alleviate these issues.
Ms. Meinking inquired if this change would make the house closer to the original design.
Ms. Cowan responded that the 6-foot connector was not original to the home either and that the
change will not make it closer to the original but will also not change that much to what is
currently there.
There were no further comments.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for public comments.
Public Comments:
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported no written or emailed public comments have been
received. She called for comments from those in attendance and none were given.
Findings of Fact:
Mr. Euliss, Chair, indicated that the following Findings of Fact were in the staff report:
•
•

B5-1. The location of a terrace or patio should complement the character of the site and
the historic structure.
B5-2. A terrace or patio should be designed so that it can be built or removed without
damage to the historic structure or adjoining properties.
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•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•
•

B5-3. Appropriate paving materials are stone, brick or tile. The choice of materials should
compliment the adjoining historic structure.
B5-4. Historic landscape features such as major trees should be retained and protected
when a terrace or patio is constructed.
B5-5. The removal of historic building materials to allow for the construction of a terrace
or patio is not allowed in most cases.
C1-1. Original architectural details should be retained if structurally feasible. Original
exterior features such as cornices, brackets, railings, shutters, siding, window architrave’s,
and doorway pediments are an essential part of a building’s character and should not be
removed.
C1-2. Deteriorated architectural features should be repaired or restored rather than
replaced. If replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being
replaced in composition, design, color, texture, or other visual qualities.
C1-3. Architectural components and details that are not appropriate to the historic
character of the structure should not be added. The owner should never try to make a
building look older than it is by using details belonging to a previous period.
C8-1. Original window and door elements such as sash, glass, sills, frames, casings,
hardware, weather- stripping, lintels, architrave’s, and shutters should be repaired and
retained rather than replaced.
C11-1. If built as part of the original structure, a porch and all of its features (decks, steps,
handrails, balustrades, columns, brackets, spandrels, roofs) should remain in their original
state. Porches and steps should not be stripped of any original material or architectural
features. If a porch is a later addition, but has become an important part of the building,
then the porch and all of its features should be retained.
D1-2. An addition should be designed and constructed so that the character defining
features of the historic structure are not radically changed, obscured, damaged, or
destroyed.
D1-5. Structural additions should be compatible with the original building in terms of
materials, scale, proportion, shape, detailing, roof form, windows, etc.
D1-6. Removal of or alterations to important architectural details on the historic structure
to accommodate an addition is not acceptable

Mr. Euliss, Chair, asked if there was any discussion or changes to the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Pennington, Vice Chair, made a motion to approve the Findings of Fact.
Ms. Geiss, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
Motion:
Ms. Geiss, Member, made a motion to approve the application.
Ms. Meinking, Member, seconded the motion.
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Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Geiss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins,
Bryan, Meinking, Pennington).
ITEM 5: HD-22-015 A request by Frederick and Michele Koebrich for a driveway and tree removal
at 715 West Front Street, PID 126129. The property is located in the Medium Density Residential
(MDR) and in the Local Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, called for any conflicts of interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability and provided
a staff report of this item to the Commission and stated that staff recommends approval of the
request.
Applicant, Mr. Frederick Koebrich and Mrs. Michele Koebrich were in attendance and were sworn
to tell the truth to the best of their ability.
Mrs. Koebrich explained that the driveway easement appears to be on their property and they
would like to create a driveway that will lead directly to the house. The driveway will be a ten
foot wide driveway along side the other driveway adjacent to their property. The two trees that
the applicant wishes to remove are willow oaks and are volunteer trees. City Arborist Jason
Barnhill did an assessment on the trees wishing to be taken down and he concluded that if the
removal would take place, he would get together with the homeowner to find a suitable
replacement.
Ms. Meinking inquired if any other tress or landscaping would be damaged with the driveway
addition.
Mrs. Koebrich responded that no other trees or landscaping would be impacted with the
addition. She also added that there is a magnolia tree that will have landscaping guards in place
to ensure that the root system will not be damaged. She also mentioned that she counted fifteen
other houses in the district that have side by side driveways as well. Mrs. Koebrich will have to
fill out an encroachment easement document with the North Carolina Department of
Transportation which she is given to the City of Burlington engineering department which they
will inspect and send their findings to the North Carolina Department of Transportation. The new
driveway will be tempered to mirror the driveway next door so that it will not be in stark contrast
to existing driveway.
There were no further comments.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for public comments.
Public Comments:
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported no written or emailed public comments have been
received. She called for comments from those in attendance and none were given.
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Findings of Fact:
Mr. Euliss, Chair, indicated that the following Findings of Fact were in the staff report:
• B4-6. New walks or driveways should be constructed to avoid the damaging or killing of a
mature healthy tree or other major landscape elements.
• B4-8. Appropriate materials for driveways in the West Burlington Historic District are
concrete, asphalt, brick or gravel; and for driveways in the Glencoe Historic District are
concrete and gravel.1 New concrete driveways should be tinted slightly so that they will
match the shade of the public sidewalk.
• B4-9. Curb cuts required for driveways should be kept to the smallest openings that are
functional.
• B4-10. New driveways should be added only to provide access to parking areas at the rear
of the lot. If a new driveway is planned next to an existing driveway on an adjacent lot, a
planting strip should be left to avoid a wide expanse of pavement.
• B4-11. New driveways should minimize changes to existing landscape features such as
retaining walls, walkways and major landscaping.
• B4-12. Circular driveways in front yards are inappropriate unless the drive can be
documented for the specific structure and falls within City Code.
• B2-4. Mature, healthy trees should remain intact and undisturbed on a site, unless they
are causing the structural deterioration of a building. A mature tree is defined as being
four (4) inches or larger in diameter in West Burlington and as being fifteen (15) inches or
larger in diameter in Glencoe measured four (4) feet above the ground.
• B2-7. Trees larger than four(4) inches in diameter in West Burlington or larger than fifteen
(15) inches in diameter in Glencoe3 which are dead or diseased should be replaced with a
similar type tree, except where the replacement would cause structural damage to the
building.
• B2-8. When a tree is removed, the tree stump should be ground and the soil should be
leveled and seeded
Mr. Euliss, Chair, asked if there was any discussion or changes to the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Adkins, Member, made a motion to approve the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Pennington, Vice Chair, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins, Bryan,
Meinking, Pennington).
Motion:
Mr. Pennington, Vice Chair, made a motion to approve the application.
Mr. Adkins, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins, Bryan,
Meinking, Pennington).
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ITEM 6: HD-22-018 A request by Yvonne Whitley for tree removal at 607 West Davis Street, PID
126649. The property is located in the Medium Density Residential (MDR) and in the Local
Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Mr. Euliss, called for any conflicts of interest and none were received.
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, was sworn to tell the truth to the best of her ability and provided
a staff report of this item to the Commission and stated that staff recommends approval of the
request.
Applicant, Ms. Yvonne Whitley was in attendance and was sworn to tell the truth to the best of
her ability.
Ms. Whitley stated that one of the trees in the application is between her property and her
neighbors and the second tree is in the front lawn of her property. The first tree is buckling the
driveway of both her and her neighbor’s property. The tree in the front of her property had half
of the trunk removed in 2018 and it is entangling the wires and causing damage to the front
walkway of her property. City Arborist Jason Barnhill assessed the trees and stated that the tree
currently doesn’t look diseased, but it is on the way to being so.
Ms. Meinking inquired if there was any damage to surrounding property or just the driveway.
Ms. Whitley stated that she is unable to see if there is any damage to her neighbors outbuilding,
but the root system will eventually make its way there.
Mr. Pennington inquired if there is any plan to replace the tree.
Ms. Whitley stated that there are no plans to replace the tree beside the house, but they may
add some bushes to have a natural buffer between the two driveways.
Ms. Meinking inquired if there would be another tree planted somewhere on the property if the
standards require that, not necessarily in the same place that the current tree is.
Ms. Whitley stated that she would be planting a more cohesive landscaping plan once the tree in
the front yard is removed.
There were no further comments.
Mr. Euliss, Chair, called for public comments.
Public Comments:
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported no written or emailed public comments have been
received. She called for comments from those in attendance and none were given.
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Findings of Fact:
• Mr. Euliss, Chair, indicated that the following Findings of Fact were in the staff report:
• G-1. A permanent record of the structure should be made prior to demolition.
Photographs and other documentation which describe any architectural features of the
structure, important landscape features, or the archaeological significance of the site will
become part of the permanent files of the Historic Preservation Commission.
• G-2. Once all possibilities for saving the structure have been exhausted, usable building
materials should be salvaged from the structure.
• G-3. A demolition permit must be obtained from the City of Burlington Inspections
Department.
• G-4. Any large trees or other important landscape features should be protected during
the demolition.
•

G-5. If the site is to remain vacant for more than 60 days, it should be cleared of debris,
re-seeded, and maintained in a manner consistent with other properties in the historic
district.

Mr. Euliss, Chair, asked if there was any discussion or changes to the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Pennington, Vice Chair, made a motion to approve the Findings of Fact.
Mr. Adkins, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins, Bryan,
Meinking, Pennington).
Motion:
Mr. Adkins, Member, made a motion to approve the application.
Mr. Vandermass-Peeler, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously by the following Members: (Euliss, Vandermass-Peeler, Adkins, Bryan,
Meinking, Pennington).
IV. New Business
a: Update for the District Design Standards
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, reported that there was a public kick off meeting for the Historic
District Design Standard this evening. The meeting was recorded and will be on the City’s website.
The applicant has been out having fields visits and have started their collections of findings. If any
of the Commission members have any specific things that they would the consultants to consider
as part of the process or part of the amendments to the standards please inform staff. There will
be a meeting of the Preservation Burlington next Monday. City staff has invited multiple
architects to be at this meeting.
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V.
Other Business
a. Minor Certificates of Appropriateness Update
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, informed the Commission there were four minor COAs approved
and issued and included in the meeting binder.
b. Training Seminars
Ms. Lawson, Principal Planner, informed the Commission there were to keep up with their
training seminars and their COP’s
VI.

Adjournment

Ms. Meinking, Member, made a motion to adjourn the meeting.
Ms. Bryan, Member, seconded the motion.
Approved unanimously.
Meeting adjourned at 9:40 p.m.
*END OF MEETING*
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Historic Preservation Commission Staff Report
AGENDA ITEM 1:
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
HD 22-027
405 Fountain Place

Meeting Date:
May 10, 2022
Department:
Planning
Presenter/Submitted by:
Jamie Lawson, AICP, CZO
Planning Director

Summary
A request by Sharon Westberry and Scott Walters install a new patio with 17’ x 16’ covered roof at
405 Fountain Place, PID 125455. The property is located in the Medium Density Residential (MDR)
and in the Local Historic Overlay (LHO) District.
Findings of Fact
•

B5-1. The location of a terrace or patio should complement the character of the site and the
historic structure.

•

B5-2. A terrace or patio should be designed so that it can be built or removed without damage
to the historic structure or adjoining properties.

•

B5-3. Appropriate paving materials are stone, brick or tile. The choice of materials should
compliment the adjoining historic structure.

•

B5-4. Historic landscape features such as major trees should be retained and protected when
a terrace or patio is constructed.

•

B5-5. The removal of historic building materials to allow for the construction of a terrace or
patio is not allowed in most cases.

•

D1-5. Structural additions should be compatible with the original building in terms of

•

materials, scale, proportion, shape, detailing, roof form, windows, etc.
C5-5. Deteriorated roof covering should be replaced with new materials that are compatible
with the old in composition, size, and texture after reestablishing the structural stability of
the roof. Replacement roofs should be dark in color. White or very light shingles are not
acceptable.

Agenda Item continued

Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of the request.
Attachments
• COA application, supporting materials, and Site Map
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City of Burlington Historic Preservation Commission
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
ISSUED TO:
ADDRESS:

Heather Lewis
815 West Davis St, Burlington, NC
April 29, 2022

DATE APPROVED:
TAX MAP NO. 125567
ISSUED BY:

DATE ISSUED: April 29, 2022
EXPIRATION DATE:

Jamie Lawson, AICP, CZO

October 29, 2022
HD NO.

HD-22-021

IMPROVEMENTS TO PROPERTY:
HAVE BEEN

(A)

COMMISSION or

(B)

REVIEWED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
X

APPROVED BY CITY STAFF HAVE BEEN FOUND

TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE GUIDELINES SET FORTH IN THE CITY OF BURLINGTON
UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE, SECTION 2.4.D.
TYPE OF WORK: Installation of 4' shadow box fence.
You are authorized to proceed with this work in accordance with the Certificate of
Appropriateness. Please make arrangements to obtain a sign from the City of Burlington
Planning Department before beginning this work. You can post the sign on the property similar
to a building permit showing that your work has been approved. This certificate is valid for
six months from the date set forth above and shall expire if no work has commenced by that
date. Please call Jamie Lawson in the Planning Department at 336-380-7064 if you have any
questions.
You are advised to contact the City of Burlington Inspections Department to obtain any
required building permit(s) for this work. This certificate is only granted in addition to other
permits required by city Ordinances.
Copy to:

Mike Nunn, Director of Transportation
Russell Williams, Director of Inspections

City of Burlington Historic Preservation Commission
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
ISSUED TO: Ms. Blunk and Mr. Norris
ADDRESS:

2416 Glencoe Street, Burlington, NC 27217

DATE APPROVED: April 13, 2022
TAX MAP NO.

EXPIRATION DATE:

140612

ISSUED BY:

DATE ISSUED: April 13, 2022
October 13, 2022
HD NO.

Jamie Lawson

HD-22-0022

IMPROVEMENTS TO PROPERTY:
HAVE BEEN

(A)

COMMISSION or

(B)

REVIEWED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
x

APPROVED BY CITY STAFF HAVE BEEN FOUND

TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE GUIDELINES SET FORTH IN THE CITY OF BURLINGTON
ZONING ORDINANCE, SECTION 32.2-P.
TYPE OF WORK: Extention of time for Roof repair and chimney removal.
You are authorized to proceed with this work in accordance with the Certificate of
Appropriateness. Please make arrangements to obtain a sign from the City of Burlington
Planning Department before beginning this work. You can post the sign on the property
similar to a building permit showing that your work has been approved. This certificate is
valid for six months from the date set forth above and shall expire if no work has commenced
by that date. Please call the Planning Department at 513-5416 if you have any questions.
You are advised to contact the City of Burlington Inspections Department to obtain any
required building permit(s) for this work. This certificate is only granted in addition to other
permits required by city Ordinances.
Copy to:

Mike Nunn, Director of Planning and Transportation
Todd Lambert, Director of Inspections, Interim

City of Burlington Historic Preservation Commission
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
ISSUED TO:
ADDRESS:

Josh and Faith Grant
911 West Davis Street, Burlington, NC
April 29, 2022

DATE APPROVED:
TAX MAP NO. 112558
ISSUED BY:

DATE ISSUED: April 29, 2022
EXPIRATION DATE:

Jamie Lawson, AICP, CZO

October 29, 2022
HD NO.

HD-22-023

IMPROVEMENTS TO PROPERTY:
HAVE BEEN

(A)

COMMISSION or

(B)

REVIEWED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
X

APPROVED BY CITY STAFF HAVE BEEN FOUND

TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE GUIDELINES SET FORTH IN THE CITY OF BURLINGTON
UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE, SECTION 2.4.D.
TYPE OF WORK: Installation of chimney cap and repair chimney mortar.
You are authorized to proceed with this work in accordance with the Certificate of
Appropriateness. Please make arrangements to obtain a sign from the City of Burlington
Planning Department before beginning this work. You can post the sign on the property similar
to a building permit showing that your work has been approved. This certificate is valid for
six months from the date set forth above and shall expire if no work has commenced by that
date. Please call Jamie Lawson in the Planning Department at 336-380-7064 if you have any
questions.
You are advised to contact the City of Burlington Inspections Department to obtain any
required building permit(s) for this work. This certificate is only granted in addition to other
permits required by city Ordinances.
Copy to:

Mike Nunn, Director of Transportation
Russell Williams, Director of Inspections

City of Burlington Historic Preservation Commission
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
ISSUED TO:
ADDRESS:

Stephen and Pamela Sloan
415 West Davis Street, Burlington, NC
April 29, 2022

DATE APPROVED:
TAX MAP NO. 126688
ISSUED BY:

DATE ISSUED: April 29, 2022
EXPIRATION DATE:

Jamie Lawson, AICP, CZO

October 29, 2022
HD NO.

HD-22-025

IMPROVEMENTS TO PROPERTY:
HAVE BEEN

(A)

COMMISSION or

(B)

REVIEWED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
X

APPROVED BY CITY STAFF HAVE BEEN FOUND

TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE GUIDELINES SET FORTH IN THE CITY OF BURLINGTON
UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE, SECTION 2.4.D.
TYPE OF WORK: Installation of 6' cedar fence, provided finished side is facing outward.
You are authorized to proceed with this work in accordance with the Certificate of
Appropriateness. Please make arrangements to obtain a sign from the City of Burlington
Planning Department before beginning this work. You can post the sign on the property similar
to a building permit showing that your work has been approved. This certificate is valid for
six months from the date set forth above and shall expire if no work has commenced by that
date. Please call Jamie Lawson in the Planning Department at 336-380-7064 if you have any
questions.
You are advised to contact the City of Burlington Inspections Department to obtain any
required building permit(s) for this work. This certificate is only granted in addition to other
permits required by city Ordinances.
Copy to:

Mike Nunn, Director of Transportation
Russell Williams, Director of Inspections

City of Burlington Historic Preservation Commission
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
ISSUED TO:
ADDRESS:

Sharon Westberry and Scott Walters
405 Fountain Place, Burlington, NC
April 29, 2022

DATE APPROVED:
TAX MAP NO. 125455
ISSUED BY:

DATE ISSUED: April 29, 2022
EXPIRATION DATE:

Jamie Lawson, AICP, CZO

October 29, 2022
HD NO.

HD-22-026

IMPROVEMENTS TO PROPERTY:
HAVE BEEN

(A)

COMMISSION or

(B)

REVIEWED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
X

APPROVED BY CITY STAFF HAVE BEEN FOUND

TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE GUIDELINES SET FORTH IN THE CITY OF BURLINGTON
UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE, SECTION 2.4.D.
TYPE OF WORK: Installation of 4.5' metal fence, provided finished side is facing outward.
You are authorized to proceed with this work in accordance with the Certificate of
Appropriateness. Please make arrangements to obtain a sign from the City of Burlington
Planning Department before beginning this work. You can post the sign on the property similar
to a building permit showing that your work has been approved. This certificate is valid for
six months from the date set forth above and shall expire if no work has commenced by that
date. Please call Jamie Lawson in the Planning Department at 336-380-7064 if you have any
questions.
You are advised to contact the City of Burlington Inspections Department to obtain any
required building permit(s) for this work. This certificate is only granted in addition to other
permits required by city Ordinances.
Copy to:

Mike Nunn, Director of Transportation
Russell Williams, Director of Inspections

