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HISTORIC DISTRICT REVIEW COMMISSION 
 
 

Regular Meeting Agenda  
 
November 1, 2016         5:30 p.m. 
 
 
I. Call to Order  
 
II. Roll Call 

John Carr, Vern Drottz, Mike Gilmore, Matt Grundy, Dail Hobbs, Clay Lozier,  
Kelley Wrenn Pozel, Brett Rinker, Doug Wilson  
 

III. Approval of Regular Meeting Summary: September 20, 2016 
 
IV. HDRC Case #16-014LS: Consideration of a request for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for replacement of a window with 
a door at 28-30 S Main St., Liberty Square 
Historic District  

 
V. HDRC Case #16-012D: Consideration of a request for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for improvements (amended 
application ) at 232 W. Kansas St., Dougherty 
Historic District 

 
VI. Other Business 

a. Administrative Approvals 
• Fence at 27 S Jewell 
• Repairs and in kind replacement to the soffit, facia, and gutters at 

444 E Kansas 
• In kind replacement of the west brick wall at 110 E Kansas  
• Repair, and replacement of roof, sidewalk, and wood rot at 431 E 

Mississippi  
• In kind repair of wood porch rot at 245 W Franklin 
• Sidewalk and walkway at 106 Moss (after the fact) 
• In kind repairs/ replacement to the brick parapet at 7 W Franklin (22 

N Main) which collapsed on August 28. 
b. Miscellaneous matters from the Commission 
c. Miscellaneous matters from staff 

 
VII. Adjournment 
 



Not approved until  
next meeting 

LIBERTY HISTORIC DISTRICT REVIEW COMMISSION 
Regular Session Summary 

 
September 20, 2016 

5:30 p.m. 
 

I. Call to Order 
 
Chairman Grundy called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. 
  
II. Roll Call 
 
John Carr, Vern Drottz, Matt Grundy, Dail Hobbs, Clay Lozier, Kelley Wrenn Pozel, Brett 
Rinker, and Doug Wilson answered roll call. Katherine Sharp, Assistant Director of 
Planning and Development, represented staff.  
 
Bob and Colleen Sanders and three members of the public were also in attendance.   
 
III. HDRC Case #16-009D: Consideration of a request for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for construction of a new single family residence at 240 W. 
Kansas Street, Dougherty Historic District 

 
Commissioner Drottz removed himself from the dais and abstained from Commission 
deliberation due to a conflict of interest as the applicant’s architect.  
 
Ms. Sharp presented the details of the application, as described in the staff report.  She 
thanked the applicant for working with the Design Subcommittee.  
 
Chairman Grundy asked for clarification on the size of home as it relates to the home 
which was demolished in the fire.  
 
Mr. Vern Drottz (applicant’s architect) said the massing of the proposed home is similar in 
size and scale to what had been approved as an addition on the former home.  
 
Commissioner Lozier said he thinks the home is a good fit, likes the design and thanks the 
applicant for working with the design subcommittee.  
 
Commissioner Pozel agreed, stating it is a great change from the original plan. 
 
Commissioner Wilson said he appreciated that the applicant took the time to reconsider 
and that the proposed home looks perfectly in scale, that the roof is a huge difference, and 
the home fits the streetscape and neighborhood. 
 
Commissioner Carr said he thought this was a substantial improvement over the 
previously proposed home and said that he felt this was an excellent application.  
 
Commissioner Lozier asked about materials. 
 
Mr. Bob Sander (applicant) said it would be Hardie lap siding and brick veneer at the water 
table.    
 
Commissioner Carr asked if they know what the door was going to look like. 
 
Mr. Drottz said it was a wood door, three-quarter glass with side lights. 
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Commissioner Rinker said there were many examples of that style door in the 
neighborhood. 
 
Commissioner Wilson asked the applicant about the shutters.  
 
Mr. Drottz said they were real wood shutters affixed to the house.  
 
Chairman Grundy asked if there were any additional questions from the commission. 
Hearing none, he asked for a motion.  
 
Commissioner Lozier made a motion to approve the application as submitted because it 
meets the design guidelines and is compatible with the neighborhood. Commissioner 
Carr seconded the motion, which was approved 7-0-1. Commissioner Drottz abstained 
due to a conflict of interest. 

Commissioner Drottz returned to the dais. 

Commissioner Lozier left the meeting. 

IV. Approval of Meeting Summary    
 
Commissioner Carr made a motion to approve the Meeting Summary of the August 16, 
2016 HDRC Meeting.  Commissioner Pozel seconded the motion which was approved 
6-0-1. Brett Rinker abstained due to absence. 
 
V. Other Business 

a. Administrative approvals  
a. Ms. Sharp said there had been three approvals since the last meeting.  

b. Miscellaneous matters from the Commission 
a. Commissioner Wilson said he had concerns about the building at the 

corner of east Kansas and Jewell which looked very dilapidated.   
Ms. Sharp said she would notify the appropriate staff to follow up. 

b. Commissioner Carr said he held a window workshop over the weekend, 
which had 7 participants, some from out of town. 

c. Commissioner Carr asked for an update on 5 N Water.   
Ms. Sharp updated the commission and said the property owners are 
working together.  

c. Miscellaneous matters from staff 
a. Ms. Sharp said she received inquiry from commissioners about the 

insensitive addition at the home at 101 Fairview.  She said it should serve 
as a reminder why we have design guidelines and perhaps the group 
should consider expanding the Historic District boundary. 

 
Chairman Grundy adjourned the meeting at 6 p.m. 
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Historic District Review Commission 
 
HDRC Case No. 16-014LS 

Staff: Katherine Sharp, Assistant Director of Plann ing & Development 

Date: November 1, 2016  

 
GENERAL INFORMATION  
 
Application:     Certificate of Appropriateness for replacement of a window with a door  

Applicant:     Jeff Schroeder, Architect  

Location:     28 S. Main Street 

District:      Liberty Square Historic District 

NRHP Status/category: Contributing 

File Date:     October 11, 2016 

             
 
SPECIFIC INFORMATION 
 
SITE HISTORY 
This commercial building was built around 1880. It is two stories, constructed of brick, and features an 
exaggerated dentil detail at the cornice. The second story arched windows have been replaced and 
the arches framed in. The original storefronts on the ground floor, which were once recessed, have 
been replaced with a large plate glass windows and a plain door with faux pilasters on either side. 
This building was once the Metropolitan Hotel. Later, it was used for retail businesses and most 
recently, Antigen Labs. The new owner is on the process of converting the second floor into 
apartments.    
 
PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION 
The applicant proposes to replace a window on the first floor of the east façade with a door to allow 
tenant access.  This is needed because one space is being split into two tenant spaces. 
 
Details: One section of the window on the east façade will be removed and replaced with a new 3'.0" 
x 7'.6" wood door with glass insert to match the existing windows. The existing cast iron columns will 
remain, and the existing wood trim will remain. The wall surrounding the window will remain brick.  
 
 
ANALYSIS  

Unified Development Ordinance (“UDO”) - The Unified  Development Ordinance outlines 
design principles that have been adopted for all hi storic districts and landmarks in the City of 
Liberty. 
 
Design Guidelines (“DG”) - Design Guidelines were e stablished to give the HDRC general 
guidance in making subjective preservation choices in accordance with accepted best 
practices and the Secretary of the Interior standar ds for historic preservation. 

The City of  
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DG: Sec. 30-72. Distr ict HP, design principles.  Staff Analysis  
7. Doors and windows: Original doors and windows shall not be 

replaced unless there is substantial evidence that they are no 
longer serviceable or cannot be restored.  Restoration of original 
entryways that may have been covered, altered, or removed over 
time is encouraged.  Replacement doors and windows that imitate 
an earlier inappropriate style are discouraged.  In general, existing 
openings shall not be covered or relocated.  If additional entryways 
or service doors become necessary, they shall be located and 
designed in a sensitive manner.  If it is necessary to expand 
original openings, it shall be accomplished in a manner that 
respects and complements the surrounding building elements, 
materials, and colors.   

 

Replacement of the window with a 
door will not alter the appearance 
of the building from the public 
view. The cast iron columns and 
surrounding windows will remain, 
which is encouraged. The new 
door will fit the existing opening 
and match the other existing 
windows, which is appropriate and 
encouraged.    

 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
The application meets the standards for review and guidelines; therefore staff recommends approval 
of HDRC case #16-014LS. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Exhibit A: Vicinity Map 
2. Exhibit B: Inventory Data Sheet 
3. Exhibit C: Proposal sheet 

 
 
 

 




























