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City of Greenville
Design Review Board – Neighborhood Design Panel
Minutes of the March 7, 2019 Regular Meeting
10th Floor – Council Chambers 3:00PM
Meeting Notice Posted on Wednesday February 20, 2019
Minutes prepared by Chad Hall
Members Present:	Monica Floyd, Fred Guthier, Jackie Blackwell, and Matt Tindall
Members Absent:	Allison Tucker
Staff Present:	Jay Graham, Planning and Development Manager; Shannon Lavrin, Assistant Manager Planning and Development; Logan Wells, Assistant City Attorney; Courtney Powell, Senior Development Planner; Brennan Williams, Development Planner; Calin Owens, Development Planner; Chad Hall, Development Planner 
Call to Order:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Chairwoman Monica Floyd called the meeting to order at 3:00 PM. She welcomed those in attendance and explained the procedures for the meeting. The minutes of the February 7, 2019 meeting were unanimously approved as submitted. The agenda for the March 7, 2019 meeting was unanimously accepted. All affidavits were received and no conflicts of interest were cited. 
Old Business:
A. CA 18-1001 Application by Matt Ruth for a CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS for a new single-family detached house located at 117 BUTLER AVE (TM#s 0016000100100; 0016000101600).
Hall presented the staff report, noting changes since the February meeting. The main change was shifting to red brick instead of a white-wash. Other details were also tweaked. 
Matt Ruth, applicant, discussed the evolution of the design since meeting with the neighborhood. 
Two members of the community spoke in support of the changes; one expressed concern over the process. 
The Board was pleased with the changes that have taken place since the first submittal. 
After discussion by the Board, Fred Guthier made a motion to approve; it was seconded by Jackie Blackwell and approved unanimously.
New Business:
A. CA 19-85 Application by Kenneth Moore for a CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS to enclose a screened side porch on property located at 208 E EARLE ST (TM# 0035000600700).
Williams presented the staff report. The applicant proposes to enclose a screened porch on the side elevation. The door and mullion patterns are to match windows already on the house. 
Ken Moore, applicant, spoke briefly and was available to answer questions. No one spoke in favor or opposition. The Board asked that the mullion pattern be rectilinear (4-over-4 instead of 4-over-3).
After discussion by the Board, Matt Tindall made a motion to approve the application with the conditions that the windows and door follow a rectilinear grid pattern. Fred Guthier seconded the motion. The motion passed 4-0.

B. CA 19-90 Application by John Edwards for a CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS for an addition and other related work on property located at 108 W EARLE ST (TM# 0005000201300).
Williams presented the staff report. The applicant proposes an addition to the rear of the structure, along with other associated changes, including shingle replacement, a front door replacement, siding repair, shutter removal and an overall repainting of the house. The addition will include brick to match existing, cementboard and wood siding, and new aluminum clad windows. 
The windows were illustrated with two options, with one matching the mullion pattern on house and the other with a simpler window without mullions. Staff recommended the simpler option, so that the addition can clearly read as subordinate to the original character. 
Staff expressed some concern over the proposed blue color for the home, noting the design guidelines call for muted colors.  
John Edwards, applicant, spoke briefly about the request, explaining how the internal program warranted the addition.
An outstanding item is the request for a new front door assembly; the door has not been selected at this point, but they are looking for a door with more glass. The fanlight transom is proposed to remain. John asked the board to consider allowing staff or a two-member team to assist in the door selection. 
Finally, John showed several examples of Dutch colonial homes with a similar blue color, though none exist on this street. 
No one spoke in favor or opposition. 
The Board discussed the color, but agreed that blue was acceptable, especially with the wood shingle roof. 
After discussion by the Board, Matt Tindall made a motion to approve the application with the conditions that the windows on the addition do not have mullions, and the new front door design be approved by a staff and two-member team. Fred Guthier seconded the motion. The motion passed 4-0.

C. CA 19-91 Application by Scott Crichton for a CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS for a new single-family detached house on property located at 20 ATWOOD ST (TM# 0013000100800).
Hall presented the staff report. The applicant proposes a new single-family home on a narrow corner lot in the Heritage Preservation Overlay District, zoned C-3. The proposed two-story home incorporates a variety of materials within its more contemporary design. The massing of the house takes cues from the general area as it incorporates both a pitched roof portion and a flat roof portion. Vehicular access is from Marshall Ave to a detached garage in the rear yard. 
Staff expressed concern over the contemporary detailing and recommended denial. Staff also attended the neighborhood meeting on March 2nd reported that there was mix of support and opposition, with a majority of people concerned about the contemporary design elements. 
Scott Crichton, applicant, provided additional information and showed the color board. He mentioned that the design draws from the collection of styles within the district and the intent was to not recreate something that looks old, but to be true to the design spirit and period of construction. 
The Board asked if alternative materials was discussed. Scott mentioned that the proposal is the client’s desires. 
John Edwards spoke in favor of the request. Several neighbors spoke in opposition of the request, citing architectural incongruity with the neighborhood, materials not consistent within the district, and setback concerns. 
During discussion, the Board asked staff about the front setback. Staff acknowledged that further discussion is warranted to establish the front setback number, but would be finalized at the building permit stage. 
The Board expressed apprehension about both the proposed design and material selection on this site, considering the surrounding context of the district, and particularly as a corner lot. 

After discussion by the Board, the applicant agreed to a deferral in order to meet with a two-member team to discuss design and material considerations. Fred Guthier made a motion to defer; it was seconded by Jackie Blackwell and approved 4-0.

Adjourn:
Having no other business, the meeting adjourned at 4:11 pm.
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