LIBERTY HISTORIC DISTRICT REVIEW COMMISSION
Meeting Summary
Council Chambers, City Hall
July 21, 2020
Zoom Video Conference 
4:00 p.m.

Via Video Conference: Mike Gilmore, Matt Grundy, Kelley Wrenn Pozel, Brett Rinker

At City Hall, 3rd Floor Conference Room: John Carr, Vern Drottz, Clay Lozier, Doug Wilson were present.

Absent: Dail Hobbs. 

Applicants Present via Video: Holly Michael and Bishop Leo Michael, 139 N. Water; Craig Swanson 508 W. Franklin, Ron Kimmel; 130 S. Terrace

Staff Present: Jeanine Thill - Community Development Manager, Katherine Sharp Director of Planning & Development and Claire Rodgers - Public Relations

Chairman Grundy called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

1. Approval of Meeting Summary:					June 16, 2020

Approval of Meeting Summary:  Motion by Vice Chair Carr to approve the June 16, 2020 meeting summary as corrected. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Gilmore. The motion passed 6-0-2. (Commissioners Pozel and Wilson abstained due to absence at the June 16, 2020 meeting)


I. HDRC Case #20-007L Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for a new deck and carport at 139 N. Water, Lightburne Historic District.

Ms. Michael commented that the deck is in poor condition and water has been leaking into the garage, creating a dangerous situation. Bishop Leo commented that under the deck there is insulation material and it is moldy. The electricity in the garage is of concern, it is not safe. 
Vice Chair Carr commented that he took a look at the home this afternoon he can verify that the deck and rail system is severely compromised. He does not have any concerns about the proposed work. Commissioner Wilson said the rail should be 36” per code. There are building permits required and they will review the details. It should be code compliant. Bishop Leo asked for clarification on the spacing between the spindles. The consensus of the Commission was that they should be four inches on center. Commissioner Drottz commented that if a four-inch spear can go between the spindles then it wouldn’t pass code.  

Vice Chairman Carr made a motion to accept the application with the stipulation that the railing is code compliant, because it meets the standards of the design guidelines and UDO. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Rinker. The motion passed 8-0-0. 


II. HDRC Case #20-010D Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for a deck at 508 W Franklin, Dougherty Historic District.

Mr. Swanson commented that they like the look of the metal cabling for the deck and that he has seen several decks in the district that have mixed materials. He added that he is having some grading down in the back of the property when that is done the deck should be at 30 inches; if is above that he will get a permit. Ms. Sharp said all decks in the historic district require a permit. Vice Chair Carr said at 30 inches he may not require a rail at all. The applicant said they have smaller children and would like to keep the barrier. Vice Chair Carr said it is a contemporary look but it is not visible from street so he doesn’t have concerns. Commissioner Drottz asked if they are planning on horizontal and vertical cables as shown in one of the exhibits. Mr. Swanson said they don’t have a strong opinion on that. Commissioner Gilmore said if this were in the front of the home, then he would shy away from the metal cables. He doesn’t think it is particularly bad since it is on the back of the home. Commissioner Pozel said because it is in the back of the home that she is comfortable with the design. Commissioner Drottz said he likes the vertical cables better because kids tend to climb on horizontal cables. There is a similar style that was approved on College Street. Chairman Grundy said he doesn’t have a problem with the cables as they are not altering significant elements of the home. Commissioner Rinker said at 233 W. Franklin there were deck stairs approved with cables.

Commissioner Lozier made a motion to accept the application as presented because it meets the standards of the design guidelines and the UDO. The motion was seconded by Vice Chair Carr. The motion passed 8-0-0. 

III. HDRC Case# 20-004PH Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for a side yard and backyard fence at 130 S. Terrace Avenue, Prospect Heights Historic District. 

Due to potential conflict of interest, Vice Chair Carr recused himself from the vote. Staff said clarification is needed on the proposed fence on the south elevation; it appears from the site plan that the proposed six-foot fence will be in the side yard and in part, front facing. The applicant said at this time they are not proposing a street-facing fence in the side yard, that maybe later they would consider a four-foot fence. Commissioner Wilson asked if Exhibit C (site plan) is accurate. Mr. Kimmel said it is correct, that the red boxes are indicating where posts were from the previous fence. 

Staff read from the Design Guidelines that privacy fences are only allowed in the rear yard if screening an objectionable view. Ms. Sharp said if the Commission is not following the Design Guidelines then they are weakening our own guidelines. Commissioner Gilmore said typically when privacy fences are approved it has to screen an objectionable view. It doesn’t mean that other screenings such as landscaping aren’t possible. Chairman Grundy said we aren’t saying there can’t be a fence, it just can’t be that height and density. A less dense fence or plantings would be appropriate. Commissioner Pozel said she would hate to see the Commission change the guidelines. Commissioner Rinker said he agrees that he would hate to see privacy fences around a full yard, although that isn’t what we are considering. Rather than a fence, something could be done with arbors or plant barriers. Vice Chair Carr said addressing the privacy fence issue should be done at some point. He added two things – the proposed south fence can’t be seen from the street and the Commission just approved a privacy fence on Franklin. 

Commissioner Drottz said the close proximity of the neighbor is a challenge, adding that there are so many things to consider. It is very tight. It was estimated that there is approximately seven to eight feet between the properties. The applicant commented that you would be hard pressed to see the fence from the street. Commissioner Drottz said he has more objection to the alley side fence than the south elevation fence. The applicant said there is a lot of dust from the alley and the fence will help with that. Mr. Kimmel said he has documented approximately sixteen fences that are street facing in a three block area. Commissioner Gilmore said unfortunately there are a lot of non-conforming fences in district. His general feeling is that the side fence does not comply with the UDO. There are other options out there. 

Commissioner Gilmore made a motion to approve the portion of the application for the privacy fence that shields the alley way but not approve the south fence because it doesn’t meet the UDO. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Pozel. The motion passed 8-0-0. There were no objections. 

Ms. Sharp asked if another application comes forward for a fence, if can staff administratively approve it. Chairman Grundy said if it is well within the guidelines then staff can approve it administratively. Commissioner Wilson said he agrees that there are a lot of privacy fences in district, but they are probably not appropriate. 

Commissioner Drottz asked what the difference would be between a fence and a screen. It could be a landscaping feature or evergreens could be a screen instead of a fence. Ms. Sharp recommended that he look at the plot plan and be sure that the proposed fence is not on the lot line. She will send Vice Chair Carr the map.


1. Other Business
Administrative Approvals since June 16, 2020:
16 W. Main Street (Main Street Goods and Goodies) In-kind window repairs
	 
Miscellaneous matters from the Commission:

Vice Chair Carr asked staff if there are guidelines for swimming pools in the historic district. One was recently put in at 462 E, Kansas. Ms. Thill said she didn’t find any regulation against them and the fence was administratively approved. The above-ground pool was approved by the Building division. Ms. Sharp said they are required to have a fence around a pool.

Commissioner Wilson asked why we aren’t ticketing the owner of the abandoned home on Lightburne every single day for their code violations. There are several homes that are being neglected that are beautiful homes and we shouldn’t let them fall into disrepair. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Ms. Sharp suggested the Commission and Staff put together a list of the homes that are of concern and we will address the issue and how to proceed to get action. She added that we did take him to court. Chairman Grundy commented it doesn’t mean he isn’t in violation of the law. He is in violation every day. Other jurisdictions keep ticketing people and eventually they go to jail. This is a beautiful property that is totally ignored; it has open windows. We should ticket him and let him deal with the judge. It is going to get worse. They aren’t going to do anything until we make them. Tickets are how we incentivize people to do the right thing. Commissioner Pozel agrees that something should be done. Ms. Sharp reminded them that Code Enforcement is one person. It is not for lack of trying. We are responding to complaints from other neighbors. A lot of time is spent responding to complaints. Staff will put this on the next HDRC agenda to discuss further.   

Commissioner Rinker asked if we want to look at the privacy fence issue as a group. Vice Chair Carr agreed that the commission should address it and have better clarification. Chairman Grundy asked if there are restrictions that we can review as it relates to screening and fences from Brookside. Commissioner Drottz said they don’t have a historic district with an overlay that requires review. Ms. Sharp said she can look at other codes with staff. 

Miscellaneous matters from Staff:
227 W. Franklin will have a new roof put on in August
462 E. Kansas - Staff talked to her and she is looking 
411 W. Kansas - The home has been sold. Staff is following up with the new home owner. 

The meeting adjourned at 5:16 p.m.
4 | Page

