GEORGETOWN DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Meeting Minutes
April 9, 2009

CALL TO ORDER

The Georgetown Design Review Commission held a regular meeting Thursday, April
9, 2009 at the Star Hook and Ladder Building. Co-Chairman Mark Reynolds called the
meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Answering the roll were Co-Chairman Mark Reynolds and Commissioners Jim
Blugerman, Cindy Neely and Bob Smith. Co-Chairman Joan Eaton and Commissioners
Harry Benson and Tom Wilson were absent. Also in attendance were Building Inspector
Ralph Hoover and Town Clerk Merinel Williams.

AGENDA APPROVAL

The Commission agreed to add advisory recommendations to the Board of
Adjustment regarding three variance applications at 910 and 912 Rose Street to the
agenda. The Commission also agreed to remove the three Other Business items from
the agenda. Ms. Neely moved to approve the agenda as amended. Mr. Smith seconded
and the motion was adopted by unanimous vote.

AUDIENCE BUSINESS - None.
NEW AND UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Emil Hamborg & Mary Lou Kohns, 1789 Mountain Creek Drive: Install 6’
rear yard fence

No representative of the applicant was present. The following Design Guidelines
were identified in support of the project: Book III, Page 85, 2A, 3, B. Ms. Neely moved to
approve the application as presented. Mr. Smith seconded the motion. Mr. Reynolds
called for public comment and there was none. The motion was adopted by unanimous
vote.

Tom Buckley, 505 and 507 6th Street: Replace windows and doors front
and back of buildings, re-build back balcony, re-grout rock wall in basement,
replace drywall as needed, OSB on old floors, fix stairs, re-carpet, etc.

Tom Buckley was present and explained that he wishes to replace windows and
doors, and that the window and door frames will not change. He acknowledged that the
addition on the back of the building is not historic. The width of the back deck will be
enlarged from 6’ to 8’

The following Design Guidelines in Book II were identified in support of the
application: Page 18, 4A, 5A; Page 19, B. Mr. Smith moved to approve the application
as presented. Mr. Blugerman seconded the motion. Mr. Reynolds called for public
comment and there was none. The motion was adopted by unanimous vote.
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Nan Anderson for Kelly Kosky, 910 and 912 Rose Street: Demolish all of
the structure at 910 Rose except the porch and build a new duplex addition to the
porch; Exterior renovation of the structure at 912 Rose Street including an
addition; Construct new two story garage at 912 Rose Street

Nan Anderson represented the applicant and presented an overview of proposed
development at 910 and 912 Rose Street.

The Commission first discussed the proposed new garage at 912 Rose St.
Concern was expressed with regard to the Guideline in Book II, Page 55 indicating that
a garage should be subordinate to primary structures. The proposed garage is 22’ in
height, while the residence to the north is 15’ high. The Commissioners also expressed
concern regarding the garage’s mass, setback, the fact that all houses on the east side
of the street are single story, that the structure overhangs the creek, and the double
dormers when historically dormers are single. It was acknowledged that the materials
proposed for the garage are appropriate.

Ms. Neely summarized the content of letters received from Lynnette Kelsey, Mike
and Janice Moore, Long Hoeft Architects, Our Lady of Lourdes Church, and John and
Sandy Jackson. The Commission agreed that all of these letters should be forwarded to
the Board of Adjustment.

The Commission discussed proposed changes to the existing house at 912 Rose
St. It was noted that there are no proposed substantive changes to the facade that
faces the street, there was concern expressed regarding the proposed change to replace
single windows with double windows on the north facade, and with proposed windows
and a deck on the east facade as they relate to Guidelines in Book II, Page 69, F1, F2
and F3. Glass in all windows on the east facade should be broken into panes. The
proposal to change single dormers to double dormers was also identified as a concern.
Little change is proposed for the south facade, which is less visible than the other three.
It was agreed that the mass and scale of the house at 912 is acceptable.

Dana Abrahamson questioned whether there is any intent to demolish and re-
create the house rather than preserve and restore it. Ms. Anderson indicated that the
applicant’s intent is to preserve what is original, not demolish and copy.

The Commission discussed the proposal for 910 Rose St. which includes
demolishing all of the existing structure behind the porch, shortening, re-positioning
and restoring the porch and constructing a duplex behind and attached to the porch
with a three bedroom unit and a 1 bedroom unit. The second story of the new
construction would begin 8’ behind the porch.

The Commission expressed concerns that the structure at 910 is proposed to be
S’ taller than the one at 912, that the historic relationship between the buildings will be
altered, since historically the structure at 910 was subordinate to the structure at 912
while under the current proposal 910 is larger than 912. This is an issue of mass. Ms.
Neely displayed a map she prepared of the area showing the square footages of
neighborhood structures. She noted that if built as proposed at 3,200 square feet, the
structure at 910 would be larger than any existing house on Rose Street and would
raise a concern regarding a change in the character of the neighborhood as discussed
on Page 8 of Design Guidelines Book II. Ms. Anderson commented that placing of the
beginning the second story 8’ behind the historic porch attempts to minimize the visual
impact of the structure. Mr. Blugerman commented that the roofline of the structure at
910 dominates the roofline of the structure at 912. The issue of parking was raised,
but it was acknowledged that parking is not within the Commission’s jurisdiction.
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