
 

COMMISSION OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW REGULAR MEETING 
AGENDA 

 

4TH FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM 
 

January 25, 2024 
 

3:30 PM 
  
  

A. CALL TO ORDER 

B. ROLL CALL 

C. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

D. NEW BUSINESS 

1. Certificate of Appropriateness request PZ23-00494 filed by Steve DelGiorno, to expand 
the kitchen at 1009 Main Street. 

2. Certificate of Appropriateness application PZ23-00487 filed by Darrel Williams to remove 
deck, install balcony, and update landscaping at 806 Main Street. 

3. Special Use Permit application PZ24-00038 filed by Frederick and Laura Meder to convert 
a single-family residence into a duplex at 912 Green Street in accordance with Article 3.E 
Section C Item 2. 

E. MINUTES 

1. Minutes October 26, 2023 

2. Minutes December 14, 2023 

F. ADJOURN 
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COMMISSION OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

MEETING OF

OCTOBER 26, 2023

Members Present Members Absent Staff
Paul Liepe Kathryn Waters Cynthia Lester
Karl Almquist Sonja Ingram Shanika Williams
Robert Weir Renee Burton
Jackson Weller Ryan Dodson
Robert Stowe

ITEMS FOR PUBLIC HEARING

Mr. Weir opened the Public Hearing.

1. Certificate of Appropriateness Request PZ23-00375 filed by Richard Morris 
Architecture, to install fencing across the front property line of Parcel (26398).

Mr. Willard stated. I’m representing both Omar and Richard Morris architecture. My 
client wants to have an existing fence they would love to reproduce across the adjacent 
lot that they just purchase. That is now vacant, we have the actual facsimile of what 
they have now on the property, we have all brick, we will have all brand made for this 
sot basically we’re replicating what is there, we will follow the actual topography of the 
adjacent lot.

Ms. Burton stated. The original fence, or the fence there now, was approved by the 
commissioner of Architectural Review in 2004, and a height of not to exceed 48 inches. 
That what we did.

Mr. Weir closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Liepe stated. This may be an issue as far as zoning requirement are 
concerned. It states in court the zoning for four feet existing fences, sometime 
five feet. Because the fence is very attractive, it is an asset to the historic district.
I’m trying to say that this should be approved, I wonder who might also want to pass 
along the recommendation, that the five-foot height be approved.
Mr. Weir stated. The intention it to keep the level and if the ground goes away, it’s going 
to stay level at the top.
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Mr. Willard stated. Correct, that is what they would like to do. Basically, we going to try 
and follow the topographies. And we will slightly move down with the topography. 
However visually we want to keep it as close to what you see there.
Ms. Almquist stated. Are we defining the fence from the ground to the top? And that’s 
the top of the fence, not the posts.
Mr. Burton stated. Is it the post that exceeds?
Mr. Stowe stated. You said that was approved to only be four feet.
Ms. Burton stated. No taller than 48 inches.
Mr. Liepe stated. Is there anything we can do to move this forward, such that it matches 
the existing design.
Ms. Burton stated. Yes, you can make a motion to state that. And then we can deal with 
the zoning piece after the fact. Whether it will be something that we need to do internally 
as administratively, or she needs to come for a variance. We can look at both options. 
But you can make a motion stay maybe no for a variance. We can look at both options. 
But you can make a motion stay maybe no taller than five feet. Whatever the desire is 
we can work with them later.
Mr. Almquist stated. I think rather than state of footage I think it’s good to keep it as eye 
pleasing as the rest of the fence continuing on whether it’s four and a half, five, even 
five and a half. So, it follows the same type of look like it should. Rather than pigeonhole 
it.

Mr. Liepe made a motion to approve request PZ23-00375 and recommend continuation of 
the fence at its existing height. Mr. Weller second the motion.  The motion was approved 
by a 5-0 vote.

Mr. Weir Open the Public Hearing.

2. Review Special Use Permit request filed by Mahesh Srinivsaiah for a Short-Term 
Rental at 820 Green Street. 

Ms. Burton stated. The two Airbnb will be on the November Planning 
Commission agenda.

Mr. Liepe stated. I don’t have a concern with 820 Green Street, I do have 
concerns with Jefferson Street, 12 people, parking is there potential for 12 car 
unless they put addition parking I have concerns for short-term.
Mr. Weir stated. The 820 has parking in the back, the apartments ha no parking 
available. And you have potential for 12 people. So parking is an issue on 
Jefferson Street big time. I thought if you had one person in each of the six 
apartments, you have a parking problem.
Do we make that a motion to go to the planning commission with the Airbnbs , 
the parking issues have got to be addressed. 
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Ms. Burton stated. You can make a motion either for approval or denial, whatever 
the commission chooses, with a condition that maybe you’re saying that you 
won’t recommend denial because of the lack of parking. Or you could say that 
you approve with condition that off street parking be provided. You could do that 
either way. If off street parking is the way to handle it
Mr. Almquist stated. Will we be doing them in a bundle or individual?
Ms. Burton stated. Individual now. Planning Commission has had, I think they’ve 
done it twice now in the last meeting, stated a recommendation of approval with 
the condition of off-street parking or limitation of visitors. So, these types of things 
can be noted in you motion.
Mr. Weir stated. Question relating to businesses as in general, does the city have 
a parking requirement for business?
Ms. Burton stated. For businesses in general, yes, there are minimum parking 
requirements.
Mr. Weir stated. Are we not treating these as businesses.
Ms. Burton stated. In general, yes now current code does not require them to 
have off street parking.
Mr. Weir stated. I’m wondering if one of our proposals or our proposal here or 
recommendation is that these are treated as businesses in the parking rules or 
businesses must be applied. 
Ms. Burton stated. That can be done. We did have a code amendment that 
stated the off-street parking would be required. It was recommended by the 
Planning Commission and then tabled by City Council. It will be reviewed on 
November 9 that their work session of City Council. I don’t know of course what 
the outcome may be. But that is something that is proposed.
Mr. Weller stated. What’s the distance requirement for the person that manages 
the short-term rentals. Isn’t there some limitation on that.
Ms. Burton stated. It is currently 50. The code amendment was to reduce that to 
30. 
Mr. Weller stated. That is question, the Green Street property the applicants 
address in in Apex North Carolina, that’s more than 50 miles away. Obviously, 
nobody is here to speak on that. Do we know if they have a property 
management company, or are they are planning to manage the property. Have 
you heard from them.
Ms. Williams stated. I have spoken with them, but they haven’t listed a 
management company or separate manager that’s close.
Mr. Weller stated. That’s the only red flag that I have. For that property. I would 
know more to deny that request.

Mr. Weir closed the Public Hearing.
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Mr. Almquist made a motion to table the Special Use Permit request filed by Mahesh 
Srinivasaiah for Short-term rental at 820 Green Street, till we find that information. Mr. 
Weller seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a 5-0 Vote.

Ms. Burton stated. They do take into consideration the recommendations of the 
commission, but whether or not they will table it based on your recommendations table. 
I don’t know, because we could have answers by then. We reached out to all of them to 
try to answer those questions, and we just haven’t heard yet. 

Mr. Weller stated. What’s the time frame, have they just been ghosting you all.

Ms. Williams stated. I spoke with them initially, once they submitted their application he 
came in person. There are certain questions we ask them that being one, they can 
email later. I haven’t followed up with him and he hasn’t responded.

Ms. Burton stated. With that being actually in the zoning code as a requirement, he 
won’t be allowed to have a clear and stop rate until he provides that information.

Mr. Liepe made a motion to deny Regarding 212 Jefferson Street, I would propose that 
we tell the planning commission that we are concerned about the parking situation on 
that street and therefore do not recommend approval. Mr. Weller seconded the motion. 
With a 5-0 Vote

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The SEPTEMBER 28, 2023, minutes were approved with corrections by a 
unanimous vote.

With no further business, the meeting adjourned at 3:45 p.m.

Approved By: __________________________   
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COMMISSION OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

DECEMBER 14, 2023

Members Present Members Absent Staff
Robert Weir Sonja Ingram Shanika Williams
Robert Stowe Cynthia Lester
Karl Almquist Ryan Dodson
Kathryn Waters
Jackson Weller
Paul Liepe

Chairman Weir called the meeting to order at 3:30 p.m.

ITEMS FOR PUBLIC HEARING

1. Certificate of Appropriateness Request PZ23-00477 filed by The Wednesday 
Club, to install a freestanding sign at 1002 Main Street.

Mr. Weir opened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Fletcher stated. I am a member on the committee where we get back together to 
discuss this possibility of this sign several months ago. This is the fruition of our work. I 
would like to introduce Ms. Terry Hall, who is our Vice-President, a representative of our 
board of governors here at this meeting today.

Mr. Weir stated. What is your sign?

Ms. Fletcher stated. One which does show the dimensions of the sign. Tom Powers with 
Powers Signs helped us designed the sign, the color of the sign itself is consistent with 
the color of the wood trim of the building, the outline will be in black and the pole 
supporting the structure will title brown of the downspout of the building. The plan up 
there is a little hard to read the figures, but you can see that the holes will be signed into 
the ground and adapt to the 36 inches in terms of the concrete. The polls themselves 
will start at 23, two inches below the ground, they will be incased and 23-inch PVC, in 
order to protect them otherwise, from what we understand they would have over time 
disintegrate. The height of the sign in total from base to the top is 60 inches to five feet. 
Five feet six inches across the small lettering that you see will show the height of the 
various letters that are on the side. We did a lot of discussing about the different types 
of poles, whether to go with brick or aluminum. There were a variety of consideration 
that we went through. We did look at several books, designs of size and similar building 
here and in Williamsburg, Virginia. We have a large book over at the Wednesday club 
that you can take a look at if you’d like to see some of the kinds of signs and similar 
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buildings both geographically here and over in the Williamsburg area. The three colors 
on top are the colors as consistently similar to the colors that we’re talking about the 
trim. Mr. Powers was able to find, those are Sherwin Williams. We are here to answer 
any questions. We have never done this before, so we need to know what you need.

Mr. Weir closed the public hearing.

Mr. Weller stated. The summary includes obviously the ordinance which allows for signs 
up to 16 square feet, but 12 is preferred as the maximum and it says this is 15 square 
feet, so it is a little bigger than recommended for mainstream districts in general.

Ms. Waters stated. Actually, it says 12 feet is preferred not a setback.

Mr. Weller stated. This will be sensitive to be from the right of way. So, it’s about 15 feet 
back.

Ms. Fletcher stated. You didn’t want us to say anything about either one?

Mr. Weller stated. I guess it sounds like a specific question. I’m just throwing it out so 
you can review the ordinance in general. I guess to be interpreted as if it’s back in the 
building in 16 feet on the street, this is one of those 50 feet is really just beside the 
sidewalk, sort of being more on the street. I do not think it’s too big. A 

Mr. Almquist made a motion to approve the requests PZ23-00477. Mr. Weller 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a 6-0 vote.

APPROVAL OF THE MINTUES

Mr. Weir stated. There were no minutes from the last meeting. Ms. Williams 
apologized for not including the minutes but stated she will send them copies 
separately. 

OTHER BUSINESS

With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 3:35pm.

                                                                 ___________________________

                                                                                 Approved
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