City of Suffolk
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION

January 13, 2022
THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
WILL BE HELD AT 9:00 A.M. IN
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL BUILDING
Note: If You Cannot Attend This Meeting,
Please Notify the Planning Division
by 12:00 Noon,
Wednesday, January 12, 2022
(757) 514-4060

PREPARED BY THE CITY OF SUFFOLK
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF PLANNING

MINUTES
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
December 2, 2021
9:00 A.M.
The special meeting of the Historic Landmarks Commission was held on Thursday, December 2, 2021, at
9:00 a.m., in the Council Chambers Conference Room of Suffolk City Hall, 442 W. Washington Street,
Suffolk, Virginia, with the following persons present:
MEMBERS PRESENT:
George Bailey
William Bissell
Susan Coley
Merritt Draper
Oliver Hobbs
Edward King
Brian Shaffer
Vivian Turner

STAFF:
Kevin Wyne, Interim Assistant Director Planning
Kevin Hughes, Deputy City Manager
Alexis Baker, Comprehensive Planning Manager
Sean Dolan, City Attorney
Jennifer Cobb, Zoning Administrator
Deanna Holt, Business Development Manager
Marion Riddick, Planning Technician

The special meeting was called to order by Chairman Hobbs. The roll was called by Marion Riddick, and
the Chairman was informed that a quorum was present.

Ms. Page Pollard was the guest presenter for today’s HLC special meeting.
Ms. Pollard is working with the City of Suffolk to update the Design Guidelines (Standards) for the
Historic District. She will be evaluating the application process to see how the procedure is working from
the submission of the application until the approval of the application. Currently, we are in the draft phase
of the Design Guidelines. Ms. Pollard presented a PowerPoint presentation with the following
information:
The role of the Historic Landmarks Commission:
• Review alterations, additions, demolition and new construction within the local overlay district.
• Provide consistent review of non-administrative items, based on adopted design guidelines
• Treat each applicant with respect while rendering decisions in keeping with the design guidelines.
The Suffolk Downtown Master Plan Formulated the Approach for the Updated Guidelines

• Foster implementation
• Respond to public engagement and outreach
• Adopt city council priorities
- Revise standard to make more current
- Streamline this process
- Maintain Integrity
Maintain Certified Local Government Status
• Level of professionalism
• Ensures consistency
• Partnership with state and federal governments
Ms. Pollard and her team from the Commonwealth Preservation Group, interviewed stakeholders from
the following groups:
Internal Stakeholder Interviews
• Interview in small groups
• 17 Interviews including the Mayor and Vice-Mayor, City Council Members, Historic Landmarks
Commissioners, and City Staff
External Stakeholder
• 16 interviewees including homeowners, business owners, and members of the arts and culture
community.
After the interviews, Commonwealth Preservation group analyzed the results and grouped them into
expectations:
4 Key Clarifications of Expectations
• Clarification (expectation, process, district boundary)
• Investment (owner, occupant and investors, cyclical maintenance, and supplementary funding)
• Historic approach (flexibility with signage, alternative materials, energy efficiency, public art,
porch railing, paint colors, and assessing visibility)
• Education (more training on alternative material for HLC members, staff and property owners)
Methodology for Updating Design Guidelines
• Clear Expectations
o How to use the Standards.
o What is visible from the public right-of-way?
o Where can fences be places?
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• Educational
o Routine maintenance schedule
o How to fill out a certificate of appropriateness.
o What is the return of investments for historic and non-historic window?
• Graphically oriented
o Example of how to review the shape of a house
o Example of appropriate and inappropriate signs
• Streamline
o Table of contents arranged by Contributing and Non-Contributing Resources
o Who to see for a COA?
o Critical questions for materials
 Is it beyond repair?
 Is it character defying?
 Is it integral to the historic district?
o Considerations for Alternative Materials
 Potential impact
 Durability and performance
 Appearance
 Location
 Sustainability

Ms. Pollard also presented a flowchart, that will be in the updated Design Guidelines, to assist with
evaluating alternative materials by using the following considerations:
Flowchart for Alternative Materials
Can the existing feature/material be repaired?
Is the material character defining and can the look be replicated?
Is the material still available to be used for replacement (i.e. wood, brick)?
Is it reasonable to expect that skilled craftsman are available to install this material (i.e. original
wrought iron)?
• Is the new equivalent material of lesser quality than the historic material?
• Expense vs. investment, life-cycle analysis, maintenance cycles, economic consideration given to
property, not individual

•
•
•
•

Commissioner Hobbs shared one of his experiences on the board concerning an application that came
before the Commissioners, and the decision of the board was for the homeowner to replace the roof. At
the time, the roof was going to cost more than the assessed value of the house. The house was in terrible
shape, but the Commissioners had to make the best decision based on the guidelines of the historic
district to deny the application.
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Ms. Pollard informed the Commissioners to walk through the process and to be prepared that the
homeowner may not like the board’s decision which is based on the standards and not economics.
Commissioner Bissell commented on applications that are appealed to City Council. What is the City
Council’s process?
Ms. Pollard recommended that the Commissions are to be helpful as they can with the implementation
of the guidelines. The City Council can review applications using merits outside of the HLC purview.
Commissioner Draper commented that he does not like the way he has to vote, but he knows that he has
to take the guidelines into consideration.
Per Ms. Pollard, there is no perfect appeal answer. The approval process is to protect and manage
change within the district, and the decisions may be heard and overturned at times. She informed the
Commissioners that they are doing a good job in minimizing appeals per the data that was collected.
Commissioner Bissell asked what mechanisms were in place to determine if a property is in the historic
district. The best way to make new homeowners aware that the property is in the historic district is
through realtors. Black street signs are also indicators of the historic district properties.
Commissioner Coley feels that the Commissioners could be educated more on alternative materials for
windows and roofs. She made the suggestion that bringing in samples would be helpful for the
Commissioners.
Ms. Baker made suggestions on ways to get the word out that a property is in the historic district. First,
sending out notices to new homeowners is one way of getting the word out. Secondly, relying on
realtors to do the right thing in notifying potential buyers that a property is in the district.
Commissioner Draper made a suggestion on establishing a general fund with a limit to be used for
properties in the historic district when money is an issue and repairs are desperately needed.
Commissioner Shaffer recommended taking some of the money collected from the maintenance
violators to use towards educating homeowners on the guidelines of the district.
Commissioner Bailey shared what is happening just two block away from here. There are houses that
have been boarded up for over 10 years with absentee landlords who do not take responsibility.
Ms. Pollard recommends that the Commissioners establish their role, make clear what is not in the HLC
board control, and manage change in the historic district through historic resources. She also
recommends getting the property maintenance staff involved in enforcing the standards guide.
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Finally, Ms. Pollard shared the following feedback from the City Council regarding the implementation
of the current Design Guidelines and the overall Historic Conservation Overlay District (Historic
District).
Feedback from City Council concerning perception in local districts
•
•
•
•
•
•

Lack of specificity
Commitment to the district
Aesthetics versus integrity
Perceptions of difficult process
Financial burden
Property owner support

Ms. Pollard presented the next steps prior to the adoption of the new Design Standards:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Receive HLC input and support
Return to City Council to address comments
Final public outreach meeting
Final design standards
Present to Planning Commission
Adoption by City Council
HLC training session on how to use the guidelines and apply them
Try out the flowchart and get comfortable with it

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
Motion:

1st:
2nd:

December 2, 2021
Vote:

COMMISSIONERS

ATTENDANCE
PRESENT

Bailey, George

X

Bissell, William N.

X

Coley, Susan
Darden, Mary Austin, Vice Chairman
Draper, Merritt
Hobbs, Oliver, Chairman
King, Edward L.
Shaffer, Brian

X

Turner, Vivian

X

X
X
X
X

ABSENT

YES

NO

CITY OF SUFFOLK

442 W. WASHINGTON STREET, P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858
PHONE: (757) 514-4060
FAX: (757) 514-4099

DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Division of Planning

To:

Historic Landmarks Commission

From:

Alexis Baker, AICP, Comprehensive Planning Manager

Date:

January 13, 2022

Subject:

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HLC202100039, submitted by Gregory Shane Fowler, Simple Property 2 LLC, property
owner, for exterior alterations at property located at 521 W. Washington Street.
The property is further identified as Tax Map Number 34G16(A)*12, Suffolk
Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business District zoning district, and HC,
Historic Conservation Overlay District.
STAFF REPORT

Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area
The subject property is located at 521 W. Washington Street and is located in the original West
End District (2003) of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District. According to the
National Register of Historic Places Inventory, this neighborhood dates from the last decade of
the 19th century through the first four decades of the 20th century.
The subject property is a contributing two-story Colonial Revival structure that was constructed
between 1880 and 1895. This building is described as having a wood frame structural system. It
is three bays on both the first and second stories with a side passage entry. The door and
windows have vinyl surrounds and sills. The building currently has two commercial occupants.
Case History
An administrative certificate of appropriateness, HLC2021-00014, was approved on April 20,
2021, for a 10 square foot sign attached to an existing 10-foot tall black post. A related building
permit was issued for the sign in May 2021.
Public Notice
This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of
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the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also
provided to the applicant on January 7, 2022.
Proposed Actions
The applicant’s request consists of the following actions:
1. Install a new black wrought iron bracket to match the existing bracket on an existing
10-foot tall black post.
2. Install a 10 square foot metal double-sided sign on the new bracket.
Surrounding Characteristics
As stated, the subject property is located within the West End District. The majority of
surrounding properties consist of contributing buildings constructed in the late 1800s and early
1900s. A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below.
518 W. Washington Street– Two-story contributing Italianate structure constructed
between 1880 and 1890 with a wood frame structural system.
519 W. Washington Street– A one-story non-contributing commercial building
constructed 1960 with a poured concrete foundation and veneer, currently used as a dry
cleaning business.
520 W. Washington Street– Two-story contributing Italianate structure constructed
between 1880 and 1890 with a wood frame structural system and clad with weatherboard.
523 W. Washington Street– Two-story contributing Colonial Revival constructed
between 1890 and 1905 with a wood frame structural system.
103 Linden Avenue– Two-story contributing Italianate structure constructed circa 1895
with a wood frame structural system and clad in weatherboard.
Site Modifications
No site modifications are proposed with this application.
Applicable Regulations
A. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines
Chapter 6, Section E.1, Signage Design. Background:
• The design of commercial signage within the Historic Conservation Overlay District is
important in order to achieve an appropriate scale, location, appearance and color
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scheme, which does not detract from the district's appearance and character while
allowing for business's identification. Signs should be fabricated from traditional
materials such as wood and metal with painted finishes. Plastic and foam sign-boards are
not to be used. Lettering shall be historic in appearance such as paint applied, vinyl
appliqué, or applied in three-dimensional relief.
Chapter 6, Section E.2, Guidelines for Signage. Lighting:
• Lighting of signage must be indirect. Signs which are internally illuminated are
prohibited. Lighting of signage must be concealed and directed in such a way as to not
allow light to be visible directly from the street, sidewalk, or other public way. Neon
signs are allowed for window signage only when mounted on the interior side of the
glass.
Chapter 6, Section E.2, Guidelines for Signage, Colors
•

Signage colors shall be consistent in the Historic Conservation Overlay District’s overall
character. The colors must blend with and complement the overall color schemes of the
adjacent street. The use of bright and obtrusive colors such as neon and day-glow colors
are prohibited.

Chapter 6, Section E.2, Guidelines for Signage. Freestanding signs:
• Freestanding signs are permitted where front yard setbacks permit the location of such a
sign in accordance with the applicable Unified Development Ordinance standards. The
sign areas shall not exceed 12 square feet. Internal illumination is prohibited. Exterior
illumination shall be designed to prevent light to shine into a public street or public way.
B. Secretary of the Interior Standards
•

As stated in the Secretary of the Interior Standards, new additions, exterior alterations,
and new construction shall not destroy historic materials that characterize a property. The
new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing,
size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and
its environment.

C. Unified Development Ordinance
•

Section 31-714(g), Table 714-2 of the Unified Development Ordinance establishes
regulations for signs located in the Central Business District (CBD) zoning district. Nonresidential uses in the CBD zoning district are permitted to have freestanding signs up to
32 square feet for properties with 100 feet or less of street frontage. The sign can be no
taller than 6 feet in height.

Staff Analysis
As mentioned above, the applicant is requesting to install a new double-sided metal 10 square
foot sign on an existing 10-foot tall black metal pole. An existing 10 square foot sign, attached
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to a wrought iron bracket, will remain on the pole. The applicant will duplicate the style and
design of the existing sign bracket and will mirror the size and shape of the existing sign.
Staff notes that typically a 10-foot tall black metal pole would not be permitted in the Central
Business District (CBD) zoning district as freestanding signs in the CBD zoning district cannot
exceed 6 feet in height. However, the pole predates the current regulations in the Unified
Development Ordinance. Provided the pole is not removed and the use is not discontinued, it
may continue to be used for freestanding signs.
Staff also reviewed this request according to the Historic District Design Guidelines, Secretary of
Interior Standards, and the Unified Development Ordinance. Under the Historic Design
Guidelines, a freestanding sign cannot exceed 12 square feet. However, the underlying CBD
zoning district allows for signs up to 32 square feet. The existing sign and proposed sign,
together, would total 20 square feet. The proposed sign will not be illuminated. The style,
material, and color scheme of the proposed sign and the bracket also fits the age of the structure
and will utilize an existing pole. By utilizing the existing pole, the applicant will comply with
the Secretary of Interior Standards by protecting the historic integrity of the property, as the sign
will not be attached to the actual building facade.
Summary and Recommendations
Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends approval of the following actions
requested by Certificate of Appropriateness, HLC2021-00039:
1. Install a new black wrought iron bracket to match the existing bracket on an existing
10-foot tall black post.
2. Install a 10 square foot metal double-sided sign on the new bracket in the design,
style, and color as presented in application HLC2021-00039.
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CITY OF SUFFOLK
442 W. WASHINGTON STREET, P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858
PHONE: (757) 514-4060
FAX: (757) 514-4099

DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Division of Planning

To:

Historic Landmarks Commission

From:

Grace Braziel, Planner II

Date:

January 13, 2022

Subject:

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HLC202100041, submitted by Lorelei Costa Morrow, Suffolk Center for Cultural Arts
Foundation, property owner, for exterior alterations at property located at 110 W.
Finney Avenue. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G11, Block A,
Parcel B, zoned CBD, Central Business District zoning district, and HC, Historic
Conservation Overlay District.

STAFF REPORT
Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area
The subject property, known as the Suffolk Cultural Arts Center, is located at 110 W. Finney
Avenue within the original Suffolk Historic District, created in 1987. The subject property,
formerly known as the old Suffolk High School, was originally accessed from Clay Street with the
address of 301 N. Saratoga Street. Later, in 2009, as recommended by the 1998 Downtown Suffolk
Initiatives Plan, W. Finney Avenue was created to connect directly to N. Main Street. The purpose
of this new connection was to create a main focus on the old Suffolk High School, which was
envisioned to be a component of a future Downtown civic center. Additionally, the old Suffolk
High School would serve as an anchor in the northwest corner of the District due to its visibility
from both W. Finney Avenue and N. Main Street.
The former Suffolk High School, built in the first quarter of the twentieth century was one of the
most architecturally elaborate educational structures at the time. According to the National
Register of Historic Places Nomination Form, the subject property is a contributing American
Renaissance structure constructed circa 1922. The structure is 3 stories on a raised basement and
consists of brick with a 2-story Ionic column flanked entry. The structure has square pattern
windows on the front façade with a Neo-classical cornice similar to the adjacent Jefferson High
School, which was built 10 years prior to the construction of the Suffolk High School. The structure
has decorative brickwork on the projecting wings and has classical brick pilasters. The roof is flat
and is not visible from the public right-of-way. In the 1960s, an addition was constructed at the
rear of the old Suffolk High School and is considered non-contributing.
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Case History
The following Certificate of Appropriateness applications have been submitted and approved for
the subject property:
•

•
•
•
•

HC-2003-72: The Historic Landmarks Commission at their meeting on December 11, 2003
approved the complete renovation of the structure to include the following:
o Parking – Improved parking area to accommodate approximately 200 vehicles.
o Plaza – An outdoor plaza to include landscaping, stone walkways, and a fountain.
o Fly Tower – The addition of a third story fly tower to accommodate the use of the
theater.
o Rear Addition – The renovation of a 1960’s addition on the rear of the structure to
include the replacement of industrial steel awning windows with one over one
windows.
o Trellis – An outdoor trellis shall be constructed of Ionic columns and wood
beams.
o Side entry doors – Two (2) side entry doors accessing the raised basement, one
located to the east and one located to the west of the grand entry visible on the
south elevation to be replaced with paned windows. The addition of a side entry
which includes double glass paned doors visible on the west elevation for access
to an outdoor cafe’.
o Other Exterior Alterations- to include the rehabilitation of existing windows and
front entry doors, repainting of exterior trim, cornice, and columns, the repointing
of brick and repairs to cracks in the limestone and concrete belt course.
HC-2007-03: The Historic Landmarks Commission at their meeting on February 8, 2007
approved the installation of a changeable message board sign.
HC-2007-42AD: Installation of fencing around a patio area was administratively approved.
HC2011-44: The Historic Landmarks Commission at their meeting on November 10, 2011
approved the construction of an 8’ X 10’ metal shed.
HC-2012-46: The Historic Landmarks Commission at their meeting on October 11, 2011
approved the replacement of the damaged cornice along the north side of the structure with
a new synthetic (EFIS) cornice of the same style, size and proportions of the existing.

Public Notice
This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also
provided to the applicant on January 7, 2022.
Proposed Actions
The applicant’s requests include the following:
1. Replace all 4-over-4 double-hung wood windows on the original section of the building

HLC2021-00041
110 West Finney Avenue
January 13, 2022
Page 3

that are beyond repair with 4-over-4 double hung aluminum clad wood windows.
Replace all 1-over-1 double-hung wood windows on the rear addition of the building that
are beyond repair with 1-over-1 double hung aluminum clad wood windows. All existing
steel lintels beyond repair to be replaced with new galvanized steel lintels and new
flashing. All brick that is damaged or removed around the opening of the windows is to
be repaired and replaced with similar brick and mortar in color.
2. Remove all wood and metal cornice and dentil sections and replace with Exterior
Insulation and Finish System (EIFS) to match the existing material in color and profile
and to match the existing sections of cornice and dentil EIFS sections.
3. Paint all brick, columns, cornice, dentil, trim, accent panels, and upper parapet with a white
opaque protective coating. The granite tread and risers will not be coated.
Condition Statement
A condition statement was submitted with the application outlining the current condition of the
windows, lintels, flashings, cornice, and brick. The condition statement states due to water damage
and leaks that the current wood windows on the entire building are rotten and beyond repair.
Additionally, the flashing above all the windows and lintels needs to be replaced as they are beyond
repair and rusted. The replacement of the window, flashing, lintels, and wood trim will require the
removal of some brick that frames the window during the proposed work. The condition statement
also states that the two different areas of cornice and dentil that consist of either wood or metal is
rotted or rusted and are beyond repair and should be replaced with EIFS. There are existing
sections of cornice and dentil that have been replaced in the past with the alternative material EIFS.
The proposed alternative material is to match the existing in color and profile.
Lastly, the condition statement states that the exterior brick is currently absorbing moisture into
the building walls the exterior of the brick will need to be coated with a special opaque coating to
keep wind driving rain out of the walls. The statement also states that The coating will also cover
the repaired and replaced areas of brick and mortar that do not match the existing surrounding
brick.
Surrounding Characteristics
A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below.
108 W. Finney Avenue – Forested lot.
120 W. Finney Avenue (formerly 239 Clay Street) – The educational structure is a
contributing American Renaissance structure constructed circa 1911. The structure is 3
stories and consists of a Flemish brick with a neo-classical 3-story porch with Ionic
capitals and modillions in classical entablature. The structure has tripartite square
pattern windows on the front façade with full cornice entablature and a fire escape. The
roof is flat and is not visible from the public right-of-way.
230 Clay Street – Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed circa 1925.
This structure is 2 stories with a Vernacular porch with Tuscan Columns supporting a
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classical pediment. The structure has a wood frame with aluminum siding and a standing
seam metal gable roof.
Parking Lot – The parking lot directly to the west of the subject building is parking for
the Suffolk Center for Cultural Arts.
Railroad – To the north of the property is a railroad that separates the subject property
from Prentis Street.

Site Modifications
The applicant is requesting to replace all the windows on the subject building due to severe
water damage, which is deteriorating the interior of the structure. The request is to replace
all the 4-over-4 double-hung wood windows on the original section of the building with
4-over-4 double hung aluminum clad wood windows. The applicant is also proposing to
replace all 1-over-1 double-hung wood windows on the rear addition of the building with
1-over-1 double hung aluminum clad wood windows. All existing steel lintels around the
existing windows are to be replaced with new galvanized steel lintels and new flashing.
All brick that is damaged or removed around the opening of the windows are proposed to
be repaired or replaced with similar brick and mortar in the same color.
There are two sections of cornice on the subject property. The first section is the uppermost
cornice, near the roofline, with dentil detail consisting of a mix of the original wood and
areas where the original material was replaced with Exterior Insulation and Finish System
(EIFS) to replicate the original wood detailing in design, color, and style. According to the
contractor’s statement, the original wood cornice and dentil are rotted and beyond repair.
The applicant is proposing to remove all wood cornice and dentil sections and replace
them with EIFS to match the existing cornice and dentil EIFS. The second section of
cornice is just above the third floor windows. This section of cornice does not have any
dentil work and is comprised of metal. According to the contractor’s statement, the cornice
is rusting and beyond repair. The applicant proposes to replace the metal sections of
cornice with a new EIFS cornice to match the existing cornice in color and profile.
Lastly, the applicant is proposing to paint the entire building with a white opaque
protective coating, including all brick, columns, cornice, dentil, trim, accent panels, and
upper parapet. The granite tread and risers is not proposed to be coated.
Applicable Regulations
A. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines
CHAPTER 4 – EXTERIOR ELEMENTS, MATERIALS AND COLORS
Section B. Policy Statement on Use of Substitute Exterior Materials,
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•

B.1 Background: In general, the original materials should, to the maximum extent
possible, be maintained and preserved in place. When alterations are required, the
original materials should remain unaltered to the greatest extent possible. When exterior
materials must be replaced, due to deterioration or alterations, the physical dimensions,
styles, and other qualities of the original materials should, to the maximum extent
possible, be replicated to match the original as closely as possible. The Historic
Landmarks Commission will review each request on a case-by-case basis.

•

B.2 Synthetic Trim Materials: Synthetic trim materials for architectural embellishments,
such as cornices, columns/ pilasters, balusters, or window/door trim, may be acceptable
as replacements for the original trim materials if they match the dimensions and profiles
of the original material. When used for other applications, synthetic materials other than
historic materials which replicate the qualities of the original material may be acceptable
as substitutes if the Historic Landmarks Commission determines that the substitute or
synthetic material will produce the overall character, appearance, and performance of
the original material.

Section C.3 Guidelines for Window Preservation:
•

Maintain Original Windows: Maintain original windows by patching, splicing,
consolidating or otherwise reinforcing the wooden members. Wood that appears to be
in bad condition because of peeling paint or separated joints often can be repaired.
Uncover and repair covered-up windows and reinstall windows where they have been
blocked in. If repair of an original window is necessary, repair only the deteriorated
element to match the original in size, composition, material, dimension, and detail by
patching, splicing, consolidating, or otherwise reinforcing the deteriorated section. The
removal of historic materials shall be avoided.

•

Avoid Replacing Original Windows: Replace windows only when they are missing or
beyond repair. Reconstruction should be based on physical evidence or old
photographs, when available. Replacement windows should be designated to match the
original in appearance, detail, material, profile, and overall size as closely as possible.
Do not use inappropriate materials or finishes that radically change the sash, depth of
reveal, muntin configuration, the reflective quality or color of the glazing, or the
appearance of the frame.

•

Maintain the Original Window Patterns: Do not change the number, location, size, or
glazing pattern of windows by cutting new openings, blocking in windows, or installing
replacement sash that do not fit the window opening.

•

New Window Materials: New windows may be constructed of painted wood, metal
clad or vinyl clad. Unfinished or anodized aluminum is not permitted. When evaluating
the acceptability of replacement windows, the following criteria shall be used:
o
o

Kind and texture of materials;
Architectural and historical compatibility;
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o
o
o

Comparison to original window profile;
Level of significance of original windows to the architectural style of the building;
and
Material performance and durability.

Conditions Statement: A signed statement, with exhibits, from a licensed general contractor
stating the condition of the existing windows, ability to be repaired, need for replacement,
proposed corrective measures, and options to replacement is required as supporting
documentation for any application for a Certificate of Appropriateness.
Section E.1.c. Guidelines for Cornices
• Maintain the gutter system and flashing.
• Do not remove elements such as brackets or blocks, which are part of the original
composition without replacing them with new ones of a like design.
• Match materials, decorative details and profiles of existing original cornice design
when making repairs.
• Do not replace an original cornice with a new one that conveys a different period,
style, or theme from that of the building. If the cornice is missing, base the
replacement on physical evidence, or barring that, make the design compatible with
the design of the original building.
Section F.1.b. Guidelines for Masonry:
• Retain masonry features such as walls, railings, cornices, window surrounds,
pediments, steps, and columns that are important in defining the overall character
of the building. The size, texture, color, and pattern of masonry units, as well as
mortar joint size and tooling shall be respected.
• Monitor the condition of mortar and the masonry units. Prevent water from causing
deterioration by insuring proper drainage, removing vegetation too close to the
building, repairing leaking roofs, gutters, and downspouts, securing loose flashing,
caulking joints between masonry and wood and repairing cracks and unsound
mortar.
• Do not apply waterproof, water-repellent, or non-historic coatings in an effort to
stop moisture problems; they often trap moisture inside the masonry and cause
more problems in freeze/thaw cycles. Water-repellent coatings are to be used only
if the bricks have been sandblasted.
• Duplicate mortar in strength, composition, color, and texture.
o Appearance: Duplicate old mortar joints in width and profile. Cut out old
mortar to a depth of one inch. Repoint to match original joints and retain
the original joint width. Scrub coating, a technique in which a thinned lowaggregate coat of mortar is brushed over the entire masonry surface and then
scrubbed off the bricks after drying, shall not be used.
Section F.2.b. Guidelines for Wood Materials:
• Replace wood elements only when they are rotten beyond repair. Match the original
in material and design or use substitute materials that convey the same visual
appearance.
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•

•

Materials other than historic materials which may replicate the qualities of the
original may be acceptable as substitutes if the Historic Landmarks Commission
determines that the substitute or synthetic material will produce the overall
character, appearance, and performance.
Conditions Statement: A signed statement, with exhibits, from a licensed carpenter
or general contractor stating the condition of the existing wood, ability to be
repaired, need for replacement, proposed corrective measures, and options to
replacement is required as supporting documentation for any application for a
Certificate of Appropriateness.

Section H.2. Guidelines for Synthetic Siding
• General: Synthetic siding can be acceptable as a substitute for the original materials
where the original siding materials have been removed, where the siding materials
have deteriorated beyond repair as determined by the Historic Landmarks
Commission, or to additions to the primary historic building. In general, original
historic siding materials on an historic building should be maintained in-place. Only
where original materials have deteriorated significantly beyond the point of
restoration, should they be replaced. Replacement should be with a similar material
whose properties will replicate the original appearance as closely as possible. This
also includes details, such as corner boards, window trim, cornices, and decorative
details. Replacement materials should not alter the appearance or cover these types
of trim, as this will significantly alter the character of the building.
• Cement-Fiber Siding: Cement-fiber siding is a relatively new product which is
made of concrete and wood fibers. It can be cut and fit like wood siding and can
be installed adjacent to existing historic wood trim. Although not much is known
about its behavior over long periods of time, it appears to offer increased resistance
to peeling paint problems, surface rigidity and a similar appearance to historic wood
siding materials. This material is acceptable as a substitute for wood siding where
the exposure and details of the original siding can be replicated and where the
substitution involves an area no smaller than an entire face of the building. It is not
appropriate for spot repairs where wood siding will be adjacent on the same face of
the building. Substitute siding must align with the original siding and match the
existing profile.
• Vinyl Siding: Vinyl siding is not acceptable as a substitute siding material.
• Aluminum Siding: Aluminum siding is not acceptable as a substitute siding
material.
Section I.2. Guidelines for Synthetic Siding
• Do not paint masonry that is unpainted.
B. Secretary of the Interior Standards:
As stated in the Secretary of the Interior Standards, new additions, exterior alterations, and
new construction shall not destroy historic materials that characterize a property. The new
work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale,
and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
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Staff Analysis
As stated above, the applicant is requesting to replace all the 4-over-4 double-hung wood windows
on the original section of the building with 4-over-4 double hung aluminum clad wood windows.
The applicant is also proposing to replace all 1-over-1 double-hung wood windows on the rear
addition of the building with 1-over-1 double hung aluminum clad wood windows. All existing
steel lintels around the existing windows are to be replaced with new galvanized steel lintels and
new flashing.
Staff reviewed the recommendations in the Historic District Design Guidelines for the replacement
of original wood windows. The Guidelines state that the removal of original wood windows should
be avoided and only removed if beyond repair. The applicant has provided a condition statement
that states that all the wood windows are beyond repair and due to severe water damage the interior
of the structure is heavily damaged. The type of proposed aluminum clad wood window will be
the same color and dimension as the original. The proposed window is not unfinished or anodized,
but rather has a protective white coating, aligning with the Guidelines for new window materials.
The proposed window will provide the same visual appearance as the existing windows from the
public right-of-way and should not visually impact the Historic District as a whole.
Additionally, the applicant is proposing to remove all wood and metal cornice and dentil sections
and replace them with Exterior Insulation and Finish System (EIFS), a synthetic stucco material,
that will match the existing material in color and profile. There are two sections of cornice on the
subject property. The uppermost cornice with dentil detail consists of a mix of wood and EIFS,
where old wood sections were replaced. The second section of cornice is just above the third floor
windows and is comprised of metal and does not have any dentil work.
A photo was provided by the applicant that compares the existing wood segments of the uppermost
cornice with dentil detail next to a segment that was previously replaced with EIFS. The proposed
alternative material visually matches the existing EIFS cornice and dentil. Given that both sections
of cornice are located at the top of the subject structure on the third floor, the alternative material
should have little to no impact to the Historic District. Additionally, when evaluating the
Guidelines, the removal of original material should be avoided and should only be replaced if
beyond repair. The contractor’s statement indicated that the remaining segments of wood and
metal cornice and dentil, not replaced with EIFS, is beyond repair. The existing usage of EIFS on
the building has shown to be successful in matching the original wood cornice and dentil in color
and dimension and should not visually impact the Historic District.
Lastly, the applicant is proposing to paint the entire building with a white opaque protective
coating, including all brick, columns, cornice, dentil, trim, accent panels, and the upper parapet.
The granite tread and risers are not proposed to be coated. When evaluating the Guidelines, the
painting of unpainted brick in an opaque color is not permitted. Additionally, the Guidelines state
to not apply waterproof, water-repellent, or non-historic coatings in an effort to stop moisture
problems as they often trap moisture inside the masonry and cause more problems in freeze/thaw
cycles. The existing brick is not painted and has brick detail on the side wings of the building
located on the front façade. Additionally, as recognized in the previous 1998 Downtown Suffolk
Initiatives Plan, the subject building is an anchor in the northwest corner of the Historic District
as it is highly visible from both W. Finney Avenue and N. Main Street. The view shed of the
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subject property was created and recommended as part of the 1998 Downtown Suffolk Initiatives
Plan when the road connection was created from Clay Street to N. Main Street. The subject
structure if painted would lose brick, concrete and marble details, significantly changing the
overall visual appearance of the structure. As the structure is highly visible from multiple right-ofways, painting the subject property white or an opaque color would considerably impact the
Historic District.
Summary and Recommendations
Based on the previous findings of fact, staff recommends approval of the following actions and
conditions in regard to Certificate of Appropriateness request, HLC2021-00041:
1. Replace all 4-over-4 double-hung wood windows on the original section of the building
that are beyond repair with 4-over-4 double hung aluminum clad wood windows.
Replace all 1-over-1 double-hung wood windows on the rear addition of the building that
are beyond repair with 1-over-1 double hung aluminum clad wood windows. All existing
steel lintels beyond repair to be replaced with new galvanized steel lintels and new
flashing. All wood trim around windows to be replaced with new wood trim in the same
color as the existing. All windows and trim are to be white.
2. All brick that is damaged or removed around the opening of the windows is to be
repaired and replaced with similar brick and mortar in color.
3. Remove all wood and metal cornice and dentil sections and replace with EIFS to match
the existing material in color and profile and to match the existing sections of cornice and
dentil EIF sections.
Additionally, staff recommends denial of the following actions and conditions in regard to
Certificate of Appropriateness request, HLC2021-00041:
1. Paint all brick, columns, cornice, dentil, trim, accent panels, and upper parapet with a white
opaque protective coating.
Attachments
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APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE FOR APPROPRIATENESS
Building Envelope Renovations to the
Suffolk Center for the Cultural Arts

Part 3 ITEMS 1-4
Item 1. Full Description of proposed use and alterations:
The Suffolk Center for the Cultural Arts is a premier Visual and Performing Arts Center in the heart of
downtown. There will be no change of use.
The 1920s-era building’s triple-withe brick façade with wood double-hung single-glazed windows is in
dire need of exterior envelope repairs to mitigate water intrusion that has destroyed both interior and
exterior components of the building. Parts of the building cannot be used and are closed to the public.
Flashing above windows and doors is ineffective or missing completely, causing rainwater to enter the
building and flow down the inside faces of exterior walls; all of the windows have extensive rot damage
and cannot be repaired.
The following paragraphs apply to the entire exterior of the building (the Historical Main Structure,
and the later 1960’s Additions):
It is proposed to remove and replace all of the existing windows with Historically- appropriate new
windows in the original building, and new windows to match the existing windows in the 1960’s
Addition. All of the Steel Lintels above these openings, which are rusted out beyond repair, are to be
replaced with new Galvanized Steel Lintels and new flashing is to be installed at every location. The
replacement of the Lintels will require the removal and replacement of the existing brick above each
opening.
The existing Cornice is a combination of the original painted wood and newer sections that were
replaced in the past with EIFS cornice. The wood of the original cornice is rotted beyond repair, and
metal cornices are rusted, bent, and falling away from the building. It is proposed to replace all of the
cornice sections with EIFS to match the original profiles.
The old brick façade has become very porous, and is absorbing water which then leaches through to the
interior. It is proposed to coat the exterior brick with an opaque protective coating to prevent this. This
coating will also provide cover for the replacement bricks above the openings, which are impossible to
match to the existing brick and mortar, to unify the façade.
All existing cast stone and concrete exterior elements (columns, cornice, trim and accent panels- at the
base of the building, between windows, and along the upper parapet) as well as new replacement
materials on the façade will also receive an opaque protective coating. The Granite treads and risers at
the front entry will be cleaned, but will not be coated.

Item 2. Estimated Construction Time: 18 months

Item 3. A list of existing materials, including specifications, color samples, dimensions, etc.
Existing Exterior Façade: Porous Red Brick and light gray mortar
Existing Exterior Trim: (See attached images)
STONE (unfinished): Columns capitals and bases, window sills, entry stair guard wall caps, coping
at top of roof parapet, medallions and recessed accent panels below the cornice
CONCRETE (unfinished or parged): Plinth at base of building, Belt Course at the heads of ground
floor windows, and panels above main floor windows
WOOD and EIFS (painted): Two cornice assemblies on the original building
METAL: Cornice on the 1960’s addition
Existing Windows: Single- glazed double-hung wood windows with putty-glazed muntins (See attached
images) Existing Treads and Risers (front staircase): Granite

Item 4. A list of Proposed Materials, including specifications, color samples, dimensions, etc.
Existing Exterior Brick Façade: Proposed to be coated with solid white Tnemec, a high-performance
protective coating that will keep the rain from penetrating the bricks, and that also allows interior water
vapor to pass through the coating to dry out interior moisture that penetrates the building from other
locations. It is not possible to provide actual specifications for this coating, as there are many Tnemic
coating products, and time and investigation is needed to determine the best product for this
application.
Existing Exterior Trim: (See attached images)
STONE (unfinished): Proposed to be coated with Tnemec, see above. (Columns capitals and
bases, window sills, entry stair guard wall caps, coping at top of roof parapet, medallions and
recessed accent panels below the cornice)
CONCRETE (unfinished or parged): Proposed to be coated with Tnemec, see above: (Plinth at
base of building, Belt Course at the heads of ground floor windows, and panels above main floor
windows)
CORNICES: Existing Cornices of wood, EIFS and metal are proposed to be replaced with a
synthetic material to match the profiles of existing. Most of the Cornice on the East side of the
building was previously replaced with EIFS; we will consider using this for the remainder of the
Cornice after evaluating the condition of the existing.
Existing Windows: Proposed to be replaced with Pella Reserve Traditional aluminum-clad wood doublehung windows with insulated glazing and Historic details to match existing windows, to match existing

windows in original building. New windows to be installed in the 1960’s addition will match those
existing windows.
Existing Granite Treads and Risers (front staircase): These will be cleaned; no coatings applied to treads
and risers.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS - EXTERIOR DETAILS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

DAMAGE AT WINDOW HEAD

EXISTING COPING

CORNICE DETAIL AT ORIGINAL BUILDING

EXISTING CONDITIONS - EXTERIOR DETAILS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

FRONT ENTRANCE

FRONT ENTRY STONE DETAIL

STONE CAP AT FRONT STAIRS

EXISTING CONDITIONS - EXTERIOR DETAILS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

EXISTING CONDITIONS - INTERIOR FORENSIC DEMOLITION AT WINDOWS: WATER INTRUSION DAMAGE INSIDE WALLS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

DAMAGE AT EXISTING WINDOW SILL

EXISTING WINDOW SILL DETAIL

EXISTING CONDITIONS - EXTERIOR DAMAGE AT WINDOWS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

EXISTING WINDOW SILL AND BRICK MOULD DETAIL

DAMAGE AT WINDOW SILL

EXISTING CONDITIONS SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PLINTH DAMAGE

EXAMPLES OF BRICK REPAIR / PATCHING

EXISTING CONDITIONS - MISMATCHED BRICK AND MORTAR FROM PREVIOUS REPAIRS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

EXISTING CONDITIONS SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PROPOSED NEW WINDOWS - DIMENSIONED DRAWINGS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PROPOSED NEW WINDOWS - DETAILS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PROPOSED NEW WINDOWS - DETAILS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PROPOSED NEW WINDOWS - SPECIFICATIONS
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

EXAMPLE OF SIMILAR HISTORIC WINDOW INSTALLATION IN A HISTORIC DISTRICT

PROPOSED NEW EXTERIOR RENDERING SHOWING NEW WINDOWS, REPAIRS AND PROTECTIVE COATING
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PROPOSED NEW EXTERIOR RENDERING SHOWING NEW WINDOWS, REPAIRS AND PROTECTIVE COATING
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

PROPOSED NEW EXTERIOR RENDERING SHOWING NEW WINDOWS, REPAIRS AND PROTECTIVE COATING
SUFFOLK CENTER FOR THE CULTURAL ARTS

CITY OF SUFFOLK

442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858
PHONE: (757) 514-4060
FAX: (757) 514-4099

DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Division of Planning

To:

Historic Landmarks Commission

From:

Alexis Baker, AICP, Comprehensive Planning Manager

Date:

January 13, 2021

Subject:

Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00042, submitted by
Matthew McCoy, Tidewater Building Group, applicant, on behalf of Polk Pinewill
Builders LLC, property owner, for demolition and new construction at 208 Clay
Street. The property is further identified as Tax Map Number 34G18(A)*43,
Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business District zoning district, and
HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District.
STAFF REPORT

Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area
The subject property is located at 208 Clay Street and is within the original Suffolk Historic District
of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District. According to the National Register of
Historic Places Inventory, this neighborhood dates from the last decade of the 19th century through
the early 20th century.
The subject property includes a contributing two-story Queen Anne residential structure that was
constructed in 1910. This building is described as having a wood frame structural system with
weatherboard cladding. It has three asymmetrical bays, a hipped standing seam metal roof, a
Queen Anne style porch with Ionic columns and classical entablature with dentils. There is an
elliptical muntin pattern in the upper sash of a door side windows and transom. The windows are
two over two windows, there is a Palladian motif window on the south side of the dormer, and a
tripartite window on the porch.
Case History
There is no recent case history for this property.
Public Notice
This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth

HLC2021-00042
January 13, 2021
Page 2

in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also
provided to the applicant on January 7, 2021.
Proposed Actions
The applicant’s request includes the following actions:
1. Demolish residential structure.
2. Construct new 20’x 50’ residential structure.
Condition Statement
A condition statement was submitted for this request.
Surrounding Characteristics
A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below.
204 Clay Street – Contributing Colonial Revival residential structure constructed circa
1930. It is a wood frame home clad in aluminum siding. The two story house has three
bays, a standing seam gable roof, a Colonial Revival style porch, shutters with crescentshaped cuts outs, six over six windows, and panels under the first story windows.
205 Clay Street – Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed circa 1925.
This stretcher bond brick house is two stories tall with six asymmetrical bays, a hipped
roof, a Vernacular porch with screens, and a pediment motif above the entryway.
207 Clay Street – Contributing Colonial Revival residential structure constructed circa
1925. This 2 ½ story structure is composed of stretcher bond brick with weatherboard on
3 gable dormers. It has three bays with a gable roof, Colonial Revival porch with classical
pylon supports, classical entablature, a rectangular transom, sidelights around the front
door, and six over six windows.
212 Clay Street – Contributing Queen Anne residential structure constructed circa 1910.
The wood frame two story house is clad in weatherboard. It has four asymmetrical bays,
a hipped roof, two front and two side dormers, a Queen Anne porch with Ionic columns,
turned balusters and classical entablature and pediment. There are ten-pane casement
windows in the hipped dormers, and diamond muntins in the upper sash of the first floor
window.
213 Clay Street – Contributing Colonial Revival residential structure constructed circa
1920. This two story wood frame house is clad in weatherboard. It has three bays, a gable
roof, a Vernacular porch with simple square supports and newel posts, six over six
windows, shutters, and a corbeled chimney.
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209 N. Saratoga Street – Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed circa
1890. This two story wood frame house has three asymmetrical bays, a central front gable
standing seam metal roof, Vernacular porch with turned supports and detailed cornice
brackets, a Palladian motif window in the front gable, cornice brackets, and cornice returns.
213 N. Saratoga Street – Contributing Vernacular residential structure constructed circa
1895. This wood frame two story home is clad in weatherboard. It has three bays, a cross
gable standing seam metal roof, Vernacular porch with simple square supports and jigsaw
balusters, two over two windows, and scalloped weatherboard in the gables.
Site Modifications
As noted above, the applicant is proposing to demolish the existing Queen Anne style home on the
subject property. The existing house will be replaced with a 20’ x 50’ residential structure and the
width of the concrete driveway will be expanded from ten (10) feet to twelve (12) feet.
The proposed new two story residential home will be clad in cement fiber Hardiplank Cedarmill
lap siding with the upper gable covered in board and batten, utilizing Hardiplank vertical lap
siding, all in Arctic White. The roofing will be architectural shingles in a charcoal color. Vinyl
soffit will be used in Glacier White. The exterior trim and wrap, including door and window trim
and rake and frieze board, will be pine, painted white.
The raised concrete slab foundation is 4 1/4 feet high with five steps. The front of the foundation
will be bricked with the sides and rear parged. The front 20’ x 6’ porch will be concrete, with five
white 6” x 6” vinyl wrapped columns and a traditional 36” tall white polycomposite railing with a
top and bottom rail. The white newel posts at the end of the brick steps will have a white New
England cap and base. The back porch will incorporate wooden porch decking, painted white,
white traditional railing and a white vinyl wrapped column.
All windows will be 36” x 60” double hung wood vinyl clad windows with six over six simulated
divided lights, with the exception of one side and rear window. The window on the lower left side
of the house will be a 24” x 36”, four over four, simulated divided light window and one rear
window will be a six over six, 36” x 36”, simulate divided light window.
Finally, the front door will be a six-panel inswing fiberglass door with one sidelight, painted Deep
Maroon. The rear patio door will be a sliding ten-light woodgrain door, painted Ultra White.
Applicable Regulations
A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO)
•

Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC
(i) Razing, demolishing or moving of a designated landmark or contributing
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building or accessory.
(ii) Construction of a new main building at any location or a new accessory building
on a lot adjacent to a designated landmark.
•

Section 31-801 (e) (iii)(d), Non-Conforming Uses. The width of any individual dwelling
shall not be less than twenty (20) feet.

B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines
1. Chapter 5 – Residential Building Considerations, Section D. Off Street Parking and
Driveways. Most of the residential buildings in the historic district have driveways on
the side of the house. Several dwellings that have been converted to apartment buildings
have rear parking lots. Typically, driveways should be located such that they align with
the side yard of the property and extend at least 20 feet past the front of the house. For
properties with large lots and larger residences, loop driveways may be acceptable if they
follow historic precedents.
Areas serving as parking areas should, to the maximum extent possible, be located only at
the sides and rear of the lot. Parking lots are not permitted in front of residential
buildings. Where parking lots are located in a side yard, screen fencing should be
installed to visually screen the parking area from adjacent residences and public rights-ofway.
In terms of paving, driveways should have a traditional appearance, based on historic
paving materials used for residential settings, such as river gravel, rotten rock, exposed
aggregate concrete, colored concrete, brick, concrete pavers in a brick or cobble style, or
other traditional paving type. Asphalt paving should be restricted to parking lots only.
2. Chapter 7 – New Construction, Section A. Background. New infill construction in the Historic
Conservation Overlay District should contribute to and emphasize the characteristics that
define the district's uniqueness. To this end, the following guidelines are intended to ensure
that new construction compliments and does not distract from the district's historic character
and features.
3. Chapter 7 – New Construction, Section B. Creativity. In order not to stifle creativity, the
guidelines are not meant to be overly specific, dictate certain designs, or encourage the copying
or mimicking of particular historic style(s). Rather, they are intended to allow for the
recognition of individual taste and promote design creativity. This is accomplished through a
framework which allows architectural freedom and interpretation while ensuring the
compatibility of the new structure with its historic surroundings.
4. Chapter 7 – New Construction, Section C. Guidance for New Construction. All the criteria
contained in this Chapter need not be met in every new residential or mercantile building
constructed. Rather, the applicable criterion should be taken into consideration during the
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design process. For example, when studying the character of an area, examine the forms of
historic contributing buildings and avoid taking design clues from non-contributing structures.
5. Chapter 7 – New Construction, Section D. General Application.
a. Architectural Details: designs that use historic details successfully. One extreme is to
simply copy the complete design of a historic building and the other is to "paste on"
historic details on a modern unadorned design. Neither solution is appropriate for
designing architecture that relates to its historic context and yet has the appearance of
a contemporary building. Most successful new buildings take their clues from historic
images and reintroduce and reinterpret these traditional decorative elements within a
contemporary context.
b. Windows: Maintain the ratio of solids (walls) and voids (windows and doors) of new
buildings which relates to and is compatible with adjacent historic facades. Maintain
the rhythm and placement of windows on the facades of new buildings which relate to
neighboring historic buildings. Similarly, maintain a compatible proportion of window
openings, or the relationship between height and width. Maintain the articulation of
openings which relate to similar historic building types. Frames are to be recessed in
masonry openings and raised frames to be used on wood buildings. New windows are
not to be flush with the wall surface. New windows may be constructed of painted
wood, metal clad or vinyl clad. Unfinished or anodized aluminum is not permitted.
c. Doors: Ensure that new doors are compatible with and relate to the door styles found
in the historic district.
d. Columns/Pilasters: Columns/Pilasters that are part of a new in-fill building are to relate
to the architectural style proposed for the new building as well as the style, size, and
character of adjacent historic buildings. If the new building is a church, the new design
of columns and pilasters should be similar in size and proportion to typical historic
churches.
e. Materials and Textures: Select materials and textures for a new building which are
compatible with and complement neighboring buildings. In this regard, wood is
recommended for use in new construction on elements such as windows, cornices,
porch trim, and all other decorative features. Metal decoration such as cornices can
still be manufactured and considered for use in new construction. The duplication of
historic details to the point where new construction is not distinguishable from old is
not recommended.
f. Setbacks: Setbacks are a requirement which ensure that new construction is
appropriately set back from the property line. Ensure that setbacks and spacing of any
new building relates to the character of the historic buildings in the immediate area.
g. Massing and Building Footprint: The overall form or massing of a new building must
relate to the organization and relative size of its sections or components. In general,
use forms that relate to those of existing historic buildings on the street. If there are no
buildings for reference on the street, relate the new structure to other examples of the
historic building types found within the Historic Conservation Overlay District.
h. Building Form: A new building’s form or shape can be simple (a box) or complex (a
combination of many boxes or boxes with projections or indentations). The level of
complexity relates directly to the style or type of building.
i. Color: The selection and use of colors for a new building should be coordinated and
compatible with adjacent buildings. It is also to be consistent with the historical color
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j.

choices found on similarly-styled buildings in the Historic Conservation Overlay
District.
Foundation: Distinguish the foundation from the rest of the new structure through the
use of different materials, patterns, or textures which respect traditional designs and
materials common to the historic district. In addition, respect the height, contrast of
materials, and textures found on the foundations of surrounding historic buildings.

6. Chapter 7 – New Construction, Section E. Residential Guidelines.
a. Form: New residential construction should be designed to be similar in form to the
majority of residential forms in the surrounding area. To this end, ensure that new
residential construction relates in massing and footprint of the majority of surrounding
historic residences.
b. Directional Expression: Given its size, height and width, ensure that new residential
construction is designed with a directional expression which is similar to other houses
within the neighborhood. This directional expression should be consistent in the design
of each story of the house.
c. Height and Width: residence can either contribute to or be in conflict with an historic
area. Height and width create scale or the relationship between the size of a building
and the size of a person. For residential zoning districts the height is limited to that
permitted within the respective district. For non-residential zoning districts, limit the
height of new residential buildings to be no higher than 120 percent of the prevailing
average height for the block. Ensure that additional stories are hidden under dormered
roofs or stepped back and not be visible from the street. Reinforce the human scale of
the historic district by including elements such as porches, entrances, and decorative
features which provide scale and detail at the ground level.
d. Setbacks: Generally, the main façade of a proposed new residence should not project
beyond the setback of the main façades of adjacent existing residences. For front yard
setbacks, historic residential buildings are usually setback from the property line. An
infill project proposed between two residential properties will follow the same setback
as the adjacent residential buildings. Residential buildings historically had side-yard
setbacks. These side-yard setbacks were normally consistent and formed a rhythm
from house-to-house. New residential buildings will have a side-yard setback to
separate them from adjacent buildings and where possible maintain the façade
rhythm of the neighborhood. Rear-yard setbacks should follow the underlying zoning
as outlined in the UDO.
e. Foundations: In the design of new residential construction, utilize a traditional
foundation with materials common to the historic district. Match the typical foundation
heights found on adjacent buildings.
f. Siding: In order to strengthen the traditional image of the historic residential areas,
brick, stucco, and wood siding are the most appropriate materials for new residences.
If wood siding is not used, then fiber-cement siding is the preferred alternative. Vinyl
siding that is a minimum of six (6) inches in width and beaded will be considered on
an individual basis.
g. Windows: Historic residential buildings have a higher ratio of wall-to-window than do
commercial buildings. Most residential windows have a vertical proportion. However,
these individual vertical windows may be grouped in such a way as to form a composite
window that has a horizontal proportion.
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h. Roofs: Roof forms for new residential buildings can vary. Generally, they are pitched
and not flat. With this in mind, roofs need to reflect the steeper pitch of an older
dwelling rather than the shallow pitch of new tract houses. Most importantly, roofs
need to relate to neighboring historic buildings in type, level of complexity, and
materials. Traditional roofing material such as standing seam metal are preferred over
asphalt shingles but are not required.
i. Porches: Include porches in new residential construction if porches are a common
feature of surrounding historic dwellings. When constructed, porches need to reflect
the size, height, and materials of porches of existing historic buildings along the street.

1. Chapter 8, Section A. Background. Historic buildings are irreplaceable community assets
and once they are gone, they are gone forever. With each succeeding demolition or
removal, the integrity and character of the district is further eroded. Often the new structure
is seldom an attribute to the historic character of the district. Furthermore, if an historic
building is moved to a site that is very different from its original site, it could face increased
threats to its integrity. Consequently, since the action of demolition or removal of an
historic structure cannot be reversed, the decision must be carefully considered and all
alternatives explored.
2. Chapter 8, Section C., Guidelines for the Consideration of Demolishing or Moving
Buildings:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to the
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District?
Is the structure of historical significance?
Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great
difficulty and expense?
Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent?
Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, a preferable
alternative to demolition?
Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other
historic buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District?
Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the character
of the Historic Conservation Overlay District?
Has a professional economic and structural feasibility study for rehabilitating or
reusing the structure been conducted? If yes, did the study’s findings support the
proposed demolition or moving?
Is there an inordinate hardship? (To establish “inordinate hardship,” the applicant
shall submit evidence that rehabilitation of the structure is impractical, that the
structure is inappropriate for the proposed use desired by the owner, and that the
applicant cannot make reasonable economic used of the property. Such evidence
may include reuse, attempts to sell, rent or lease the property, and information
regarding annual income and expenses. Any hardship created by action of the
applicant shall not be considered in reviewing any application.)
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B. The Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
1. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
2. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
Staff Analysis
The applicant is requesting to demolish a contributing Queen Anne structure and to construct a
new home in its place. In the condition statement, the applicant indicated that the existing
structure’s foundation has been compromised by crumbling mortar joints. To fix the foundation,
the entire foundation or entire wall sections would need to be replaced to bring the house up to
code. The home would also need to be re-wired due to the use of knob and tube wiring.
Additionally, the applicant indicated that mold was present in the interior of the home and would
require the complete replacement of all wall coverings.
First, when evaluating demolitions, Staff followed the guidance provided in Chapter 8 of the
Historic Design Guidelines:
Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to the
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District?
The house is located on Clay Street with several contributing Queen Anne and Colonial
Revival style homes. Most homes in this area date to the late 19th to early 20th century.
The loss of a Victorian home would negatively affect the character of the historic district
as this home would be replaced with a smaller less monumental home.
Is the structure of historical significance?
The structure is significant due to its architecture and contribution to the overall character
of the District. However, it has not been evaluated for individual listing on the National
Historic Register, and it is unknown if the structure could be individually listed due to an
important event, significant person, an important architectural or engineering design, or
for its retention of historic materials or physical features.
Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great
difficulty and expense?
Queen Anne style homes are typically not reproduced due to the costs involved in
recreating their size and detail.
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Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent?
The applicant has indicated that the house is structurally unsound due to a failing
foundation. Additionally, the house has old wiring that requires upgrading and the
interior is covered in mold.
Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, a preferable
alternative to demolition?
It is unlikely that the home could be successfully relocated.
Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other historic
buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District?
The loss of a contributing structure and its replacement with new residential construction
would change the character of the District. The new residential construction, while
incorporating some of the features of the surrounding buildings, would not have the
monumental size of the existing home. The side setback between an adjacent building
would be larger due to the reduction in size of the new house’s footprint.
Has a professional economic and structural feasibility study for rehabilitating or
reusing the structure been conducted? If yes, did the study’s findings support the
proposed demolition or moving?
A professional feasibility study has not been performed.
Is there an inordinate hardship? (To establish “inordinate hardship,” the applicant
shall submit evidence that rehabilitation of the structure is impractical, that the
structure is inappropriate for the proposed use desired by the owner, and that the
applicant cannot make reasonable economic use of the property. Such evidence
may include reuse, attempts to sell, rent or lease the property, and information
regarding annual income and expenses. Any hardship created by action of the
applicant shall not be considered in reviewing any application.)
The applicant has not proven an inordinate hardship by providing evidence that the
dwelling unit cannot be reused nor have attempts been made to sell, rent or lease the
property.
Staff has carefully considered the demolition of the house and, while there are considerable
structural and electrical issues related to the foundation and wiring, there are concerns regarding
the loss of a contributing Queen Anne structure on a street with several existing Queen Anne and
Colonial Revival style homes as well as the overall degradation of the Historic District due to the
loss of this structure. As mentioned in Chapter 8, Section A, “historic buildings are irreplaceable
community assets and once they are gone, they are gone forever. With each succeeding demolition
or removal, the integrity and character of the district is further eroded. Often the new structure is
seldom an attribute to the historic character of the district.” Staff would prefer further assurance
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that the structure cannot be reused or sold to a buyer with the intention of rehabilitation.
Next, Staff evaluated the second part of the applicant’s request, to build a new residential home.
While the proposed materials for the new residential home and the location of the driveway
complies with the recommendations in the Historic District Designs Guidelines, the size and
design of the home does not conform to the recommendations in the Historic District Design
Guidelines and the Secretary of Interiors Standards to maintain historic massing and setbacks
between surrounding structures. The new structure will be significantly smaller than the existing
house’s footprint, a reduction in width from 28 feet to 20 feet, which does not appear to match the
size and massing of the existing homes on this street and will affect the historic integrity of the
property and its environment. It should also be noted that, according to the UDO, for new
construction, the minimum permitted dwelling width is 20 feet; this regulation also applies to nonconforming lots with lot widths of less than 35 feet. The subject property, according to the site
plan provided, appears to be at least 42 feet wide.
Finally, while the proposed house will match the front setback of the existing house, the left side
setback, as viewed from Clay Street, will be noticeably larger due to the reduction in the size of the
new construction’s footprint from the existing footprint. Within the Central Business District (CBD)
zoning district, there are no minimum setbacks. However, if any portion of a newly constructed house
is less than five (5) feet from a property line, per the Building Code, a fire wall is required. The right
side of the existing home is constrained by the concrete driveway, setting the existing home
approximately eight (8) feet from the property line. While the current house is less than two (2) feet
from the left property line, as viewed from Clay Street, it appears that a new residential home could be
set back five (5) feet from the left property line while increasing the footprint by three (3) to five (5)
feet.
Summary and Recommendations
Based on the previous findings-of-fact, staff recommends denial for Certificate of
Appropriateness, HLC2021-00042.
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Aerial photography captured March 1999. Alimited area of the City
was reflown in March of 2001. The most up-to-date photography
available was used to capture planimetric information.

Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a
graphic representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The
boundaries of any parcel may have been adjusted to provide a
more visually pleasing presentation. User should refer to intrument
of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary location and perimeter or
area measurments.

The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors,
ommisions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of
the cause of such or for any decision madem action taken, or
action not taken by the user in reliance upon any maps or
information provided herein.

Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY,
REPRESENTATION, OR GUARENTREE OF ANY KIND
REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH MAPS OR
OTHER INFORMATION. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY
DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES,
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT
LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE.
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View of house at 208 Clay Street

Views of Clay Street, towards W. Finney Avenue

November, 30, 2021
Contractor Report:
Address: 208 Clay Street, Suffolk, VA 23434
After completing a thorough inspection of the Property at 208 Clay Street, we found
extensive damage to the foundation structure of the house. The home is built on a
bearing brick foundation. There are significant areas throughout the foundation that
require replacement. There are tons of areas that have been patched and repaired. The
mortar joints are crumbling in areas and the structural integrity has been compromised
from 100 years of mortar repairs as well. You can see documentation of these issues in
the photos we have provided below.
In order to replace, the entire foundation or entire wall sections would need to be replaced
in order to bring it up to code. You can not build on a brick bearing foundation anymore.
This would require temporary support throughout the entire house, installation of new
block and to add a brick skirt to match the character of the house. We would also have to
extend the footing to bear the brick. We would need to reattach all sill and framing to
this with the existing structure in place. This is what would need to be done to repair the
foundation in the right way.
Needless to say the cost to do this to the 1400 square foot first floor with an approximate
220 linear feet perimeter would not make financial sense in anyway. When you add the
other required repairs to make the home habitable, you could easily see $200,000+ in
repair and restoration costs. See attached supplemental document containing a scope of
work and estimate from JES Foundation Repair to complete repairs.
Additional to this, nearly every window and much of the exterior trim requires
replacement. The home has knob and tube wiring, which is no longer used and is a fire
hazard. Much of the wire would need to be replaced. The entire interior of the house is
covered in mold and requires complete replacement of all wall coverings to fix. See
attached photos showing this damage.
Sincerely,
Matthew McCoy
Tidewater Building Group
757-478-5192

Foundation Damage Photos:
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308 CLAY STREET
SUFFOLK, VA 23451
MATT LIPKIN
757-635-3532
LICENSE # 2705152231.
CLASS A: RBC, CBC
TIDEWATER BUILDING GROUP
1140 BIRDNECK LAKE DR.
V.B. , VA. 23451
757-478-5192

8. Construction to follow all guidelines and requirements of the Historic
District of Suffolk

7. Foundation Elevation height to match existing.

6. Front and setbacks to match existing home.

5. All construction to be completed within existing home perimeter.

4. Construct 20' x 7.5' rear wood deck

3. Construct 20' x 6'' Front porch with columns.

2. Construct approximate 20' x 50' New Construction Residential Home

1. Demolish existing home due to condition, safety issues and cost of
repair.
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MATERIAL SPECIFICATIONS

SELECTIONS:
1. Windows: Anderson 200 Series windows pine interior painted white. To include grids per
drawing
2. Doors:
a. MMI Door 6-panel Right Hand Inswing Smooth Prehung Front Door with One Sidelite
b. MP Doors 60 in. x 80 in. Woodgrain Interior and White Composite Sliding Patio Door
with 10-Lite SDL
3. Brick/block: Olde Columbia oversize with Straw Mortar
4. Siding:
a. Lower: HZ5 Cedarmill lap siding in Arctic White
b. Upper Gable: Hardiplank Vertical lap siding in cedarmill and Arctic White color
5. Soffit: Charter Oak Hidden Vent Vinyl soffit in Glacier White
6. Exterior Trim/Wrap:
- Freeze and Rake: 1x6 Pine painted white
- Door and Window: 1x4 Pine painted white
7. Railings and post: White Vinyl Sleeves, vinyl Railings and post caps

01 WINDOWS: Anderson 200 Series Double Hung Window

WINDOW AND DOOR SCHEDULE
WINDOW SCHEDULE

LOCATION

Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung
Anderson 200 Series Double hung

FRONT WALL
RIGHT LOWER
RIGHT UPPER
REAR LOWER
REAR UPPER
LEFT LOWER
LEFT LOWER
LEFT UPPER

DOOR SCHEDULE

LOCATION

FRONT ENTRY DOOR WITH SIDELITE
SLIDING GLASS DOOR

FRONT DOOR
REAR PATIO

WIDTH

HEIGHT

QUANTITY

36"
36"
36"
36"
36"
36"
24"
36"

60"
60"
60"
36"
60"
60"
36"
60"

4
3
3
1
2
2
1
2

WIDTH

HEIGHT

QUANTITY

51"
60"

80"
80"

1
1

** All Windows to be Anderson 200 series, wood clad in white vinyl with simulated divided light and
colonial pattern
** See provided Specifications for doors

02 DOORS: Front Entry Door:
MMI Door
53 in. x 81.75 in. 6-panel Right Hand Inswing Classic Primed Fiberglass Smooth Prehung Front Door with
One Sidelite

Paint Color:

02 Doors Rear Patio Door:
MP Doors
60 in. x 80 in. Woodgrain Interior and Smooth White Exterior Left-Hand Composite Sliding Patio Door
with 10-Lite SDL

Paint: Exterior to be painted standard Ultra white to match trim.

03 Brick and Mortar Selection:
Olde Columbia Oversize Brick from Merdian Brick
Mortar Selection: CM417 STRAW

04 Siding Selections:
James Hardie HardiePlank Fiber Cement Cedarmill Siding 5.25"x144"
-See selected color below

Upper Gable Selection: James Hardie Hardie® Panel vertical siding. Fiber cement siding

Color Selection: Arctic White

05 Soffit: Charter Oak Hidden Vent soffit from Alside

Color Selection Glacier White

07 Posts:
Rdi 6x6 Vinyl white post sleeve with post trim base

Railings: Veranda Traditional 36” White Vinyl Railings to include matching 4x4 post sleeves and

CITY OF SUFFOLK

442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858
PHONE: (757) 514-4060
FAX: (757) 514-4099

DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Division of Planning

To:

Historic Landmarks Commission

From:

Alexis Baker, AICP, Comprehensive Planning Manager

Date:

January 13, 2022

Subject:

Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00038, submitted by
Steven Oser, 312 N. Main Street, LLC, applicant and property owner, for exterior
alterations at property located at 312 N. Main Street. The property is further
identified as Tax Map Number 34G11(A)*161, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned
CBD, Central Business District zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation
Overlay District.
STAFF REPORT

Overview of the December 9, 2021 Meeting and Overview of New Information
The Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) at their meeting on December 9, 2021, reviewed the
applicant’s request to replace the existing metal tile roof with architectural shingles on the main
house and porch roof.
Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Historic Landmarks Commission, at their
meeting on December 9, 2021, voted 8-0 to table the Certificate of Appropriateness request to the
next meeting scheduled for January 13, 2022, to allow the applicant time to consider an alternative
roofing material. In response, staff received additional information from the applicant on
December 21, 2021. The additional information provided included a letter, a quote from a roofing
contractor, and additional material specifications. In the letter provided, the applicant stated that
they were unable to find metal and asphalt scalloped shingles and could not get a quote or find a
contractor to recommend metal or asphalt scalloped shingles. The quote and material specifications
provided indicate that the applicant is continuing their request for architectural shingles, from a
different product manufacturer, in charcoal black on the main roof. They have, however, updated
their information to indicate that the existing standing seam metal porch roof will not be replaced
with architectural shingles and instead will be replace in-kind with a standing seam metal roof in
a similar style, color, material and product.

HLC2021-00010
January 13, 2022
Page 2

Proposed Actions
The applicant’s updated request includes the following actions:
1. Replace the existing metal tile roof with architectural shingles in charcoal black.
2. Replace standing seam metal porch roof with similar standing seam metal roof.
Staff Analysis
Previously, the applicant requested to replace the metal tile on the main roof and the standing seam
metal porch roof with a standard rectangular architectural shingles in estate gray. The applicant
updated their application to request a rectangular architectural shingles, from a different product
manufacturer, in charcoal black on the main roof and for the existing standing seam metal porch
roof to be replaced in-kind with a standing seam metal roof in a similar style, color, material and
product.
The information provided to the HLC at their last meeting included a condition statement
indicating that the roof is non-repairable and needs to be replaced. There are missing metal tiles
which have since been discontinued and the contractor is unable to purchase new tiles for repair.
There are problems with the flashing points and the metal is deteriorated to the point where a
coating would not be recommended on top of the metal. While Staff notes that the metal tile roof
is in poor condition and cannot be repaired, the Historic District Design Guidelines and Secretary
of Interior’s Standards state that the replacement roofing material should match the old material in
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. If the original roofing material cannot be matched,
the Design Guidelines recommends historic materials, such as a standing seam metal roof, be used
as replacement material. However, a standing seam metal roof may not be an appropriate
alternative based on the main roof profile. The applicant, in the letter submitted December 21st,
stated that they were unable to find alternative metal or asphalt scallop shingles that would
replicate the look of the metal tile or a contractor that could offer a quote or recommend asphalt or
metal scalloped shingles. The porch roof is currently covered with a standing seam metal roof and
will be replaced in-kind with a similar material.
Staff further researched the availability of scalloped shingles by contacting a historic preservation
group and was directed to several metal tile suppliers that have a line of Victorian metal shingles
or tiles that replicate the existing metal tiles on the main roof of the subject property. Additionally,
a manufacturer of asphalt shingles in a carriage house style dimensional shingle was found that
may be an appropriate alternative roofing material on a Queen Anne style home. Therefore, Staff
recommends an in-kind replacement of the main roof with metal tile or an appropriate asphalt
shingle that replicates the look of a Victorian tile roof rather than the standard rectangular
architectural shingle, which is designed to imitate a cedar shake roofing material, which would not
approximate an appropriate roofing material on a Queen Anne style home.
Summary and Recommendations
Based on the above findings-of-fact and the conditions outlined above, staff recommends denial
of the request to replace the existing metal tile roof with architectural shingles.

HLC2021-00010
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Staff recommends approval of the following actions in regard to HLC2021-00038:
1. Replace standing seam metal porch roof with similar standing seam metal roof.
Attachments
Letter from Applicant
Contractor Quote and Material Specification
Staff Report from December 9, 2021 Meeting
Attachments from December 9, 2021 Meeting

757 Mount Vernon Avenue, Portsmouth, Virginia 23707
Phone (757) 399-3066 - Facsimile (757) 399-3065
Email: service@andrewsroofing.com
www.andrewsroofing.com
License #: 2705067832 • Class: A
Classification: Building • Specialty Service: Roofing

PROPOSAL
Proposal Date: December 21, 2021
To:

Steven Oser
312 North Main St.
Suffolk, VA 23434

Job Address: 312 North Main St.
Suffolk, VA 23434
Re:

Commercial Sloped Roof Replacement
Flat / Low-Slope Roof Areas Excluded (i.e.: dormers and right-side flat areas)

THIS PROPOSAL, is from ANDREWS ROOFING COMPANY, INC., a Virginia corporation,
(hereinafter called “Andrews Roofing”), to Steven Oser (hereinafter called “Buyer”);
Furnishing of Materials and Work
Andrews Roofing proposes to furnish all materials and perform all labor necessary for the completion
of the following.
BASE BID:
•
Remove and dispose of the existing metal tile roofing from the main roof area and the standing seam
roofing from the front porch area.
•
Inspect wood decking and replace damaged or deteriorated roof sheathing as necessary. (Note: Up to
forty (40) linear feet of 1x6 roof sheathing included in this quotation. See “Wood Clause” below for
additional sheathing replacement, if necessary.)
Shingle Roofing:
•
Install CertainTeed™ Roof Runner synthetic felt underlayment.
•
Install Ice & Water Shield underlayment in valleys, low slope areas, penetrations, and flashing locations.
•
Install CertainTeed™ Swift Start 7” universal starter shingles on all eaves and rakes.
•
Install new CertainTeed™ Landmark, Lifetime Limited Warranty, architectural shingle roofing.
(Color:
)
•
Install new CertainTeed™ Shadow Ridge cap shingles on all hips and ridges.
•
Install new CertainTeed™ Filtered Ridge Vent on all primary ridges.
•
Install new “Ultimate Pipe Flashing” collars on plumbing pipes (50-Year Limited Warranty).
•
Provide appropriate flashings at chimneys, sidewalls, and headwalls.
•
Provide CertainTeed™ Lifetime Limited Material Warranty, and a 10-Year workmanship warranty from
Andrews Roofing Co.
Standing Seam Metal Roofing (Front Porch Only):
•
Install high-temperature Ice & Water Shield underlayment.
•
Install a new .032 aluminum standing seam roof system (16” wide panels, 1.5” high seams), including all
appropriate flashings.
•
SentriClad finish carries a 30-year limited warranty.
•
Provide a 10-Year workmanship warranty from Andrews Roofing Co.
Base Bid Amount, Shingle Roofing: $15,834.00
Metal Roofing: $5,356.00
TOTAL: $21,190.00
OPTION:
•
Upgrade shingles to CertainTeed™ Landmark Pro architectural shingles (see product literature for
details). (Color:
)
Option Amount: $634.00
TOTAL: $21,8524.00
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Payment Terms and Contract Price
The total amount due ½ upon acceptance of proposal and remaining balance at the completion of the
above-described work is:
CONTRACT PRICE (Including accepted options): $
Unless otherwise agreed to via change order as described above. Final payment is due immediately
upon completion of work).
Wood Clause
***NOTE: Any rotten or deteriorated plywood roof sheathing will be replaced with new roof
sheathing material for $60.00 per sheet over and above contract amount. Any rotten or
deteriorated plank board roof sheathing will be replaced with new for $4.00 per linear foot over
and above contract amount. Any rotten or deteriorated fire rated plywood roof sheathing will be
replaced with new fire rated roof sheathing material for $85.00 per sheet over and above
contract amount.
ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
Warranties
All work shall be performed and completed in a professional manner and in accordance with
material manufacturer’s specifications. Manufacturer and/or workmanship warranties shall be valid to
Buyer upon full payment of contract amount, as amended, unless otherwise agreed to in writing. For
a period of (see above scope of work) years from the date of completion of work, Andrews Roofing
shall, at its own expense, furnish labor and materials to repair leaks caused by its breach of its
workmanship warranty. There are no warranties that extend beyond those described in this Proposal.
The Buyer has a duty to notify Andrews Roofing immediately upon discovery of any leaks that the Buyer
believes is the result of workmanship. Failure to do so for an extended period could cause growth of
molds, mildew or potentially harmful organisms. Andrews Roofing is not liable for property damage or
personal injury caused by said organisms. This paragraph serves as the Andrews Roofing
workmanship warranty. This warranty is contingent upon terms of this contract; (payment in full, etc.)
Default by Buyer
The Buyer shall be deemed in default in the event that full payment of contract price is not
made immediately upon completion. Upon default, a 1.5% monthly finance charge (18% per annum)
will be assessed on all past due payments. In the event of default under this Agreement, including, but
not limited to, failure to timely pay Andrews Roofing in accordance with the provisions set forth herein,
in addition to all remedies available law or in equity, Andrews Roofing shall be entitled to recover all
direct and indirect damages, consequential damages, reasonable attorney’s fees and other expenses
incurred by Andrews Roofing attributable in whole or in part to Buyer’s default without regard to whether
litigation or any alternate dispute resolution proceeding is instituted by any party.
Project Preparation; Residential and Commercial (may not be applicable for all buildings)
Buyer is hereby advised to properly prepare for the project by (a) removing breakable items
from walls and shelves; (b) moving or covering furniture under skylights; (c) covering clothing,
automobiles, and other valuables in the attic and garage as sawdust will most likely make its way into
those areas; (d) cutting off power to all fans; (e) removing all breakable items from around the outside
of the structure; (f) parking all vehicles away from the structure, garage, and driveway; (g) keeping
children and pets safely away from the work area (including all residents, tenants, employees, etc.); (h)
preparing for job-related noise; (i) notifying tenants and any residents in the building of our work; (j)
letting us know if there are special hours or days when we are not permitted to work; (k) satellite dish
is to be removed and left on site for reinstallation by others (ARC recommends that dish not be
installed on rooftop).
Obstructions
It will be the Buyers responsibility to remove any obstacles that may prohibit the installation of
roof.
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Material Deliveries
Project materials may arrive at the job site prior to the scheduled production date, and these
materials may remain on the project site for several days prior to installation.
Defects
Vibrations caused from hammering and other activities can loosen nails or screws in the
structure’s interior and exterior walls. Buyer agrees that Andrews Roofing is not liable for any nails,
screws, or other hanging/support devices that become loose or removed from the structure and buyer
assumes full responsibility for any such adjustments, replacements and/or repairs. In addition, any
puncture by a roof nail or other fastener to wiring, plumbing, Freon lines, etc. which is installed in
violation of building codes before roof installation is the responsibility of the buyer. Sometimes items
such as these are installed too close to roof sheathing. Flat roofs only: In some cases, existing roofs
contain moisture. While the job is under way, this moisture could drip down into the building. Andrews
Roofing is not responsible for any damage caused by this leakage (rare occurrences). The abatement
of asbestos or other hazardous material, if any exists, is not included in this contract.
Additional Terms
Work will begin between approximately one to five weeks after contract execution, depending
on Andrews Roofing back log. The job will take approximately 5-8 workdays to complete. Events not
under the control of Andrews Roofing, such as weather, material shortages, etc. do not constitute
abandonment of the job on the part of Andrews Roofing. Delays caused by these events are not
included in the estimated job completion time and do not affect the payment terms. Work will be
completed as per all applicable local requirements for building permits, inspections, and zoning.
Neither party has cancellation rights of this contract.
Entire Agreement, Governing Law
This accepted Proposal embodies the entire agreement between the parties and may be
changed only by written amendment hereto, signed by both parties.
This accepted proposal shall be governed by the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia.
Any changes made to this by buyer must be accepted and initialed by Andrews Roofing at time
of buyer’s acceptance of proposal. If these changes are not initialed by Andrews Roofing, changes are
not part of proposal.
NOTE: This proposal is valid for 15 days.
Joseph M. Wicker,
Estimator / Sales
Acceptance of Proposal
I have fully read the above Proposal, and find that its prices, terms, specifications, provisions, and
conditions are satisfactory and are hereby accepted, resulting in an agreement between Andrews
Roofing and Buyer.
BUYER

Signature

Date

Print Name
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LANDMARK

®

DESIGNER ROOFING SHINGLES
Landmark, shown in Weathered Wood

A Classic Original

CertainTeed products are tested to ensure the
highest quality and comply with the following
industry standards:

Landmark’s dual-layered construction provides depth and
dimension, along with extra protection from the elements.
Widest array of colors in the industry.

Fire Resistance:
• UL Class A
• UL certified to meet ASTM D3018 Type 1
Wind Resistance:
• UL certified to meet ASTM D3018 Type 1
• ASTM D3161 Class F
Tear Resistance:
• UL certified to meet ASTM D3462
• CSA standard A123.5
Wind Driven Rain Resistance:
• Miami-Dade Product Control Acceptance
Quality Standards:
• ICC-ES-ESR-1389 & ESR-3537

• 229/235 lbs/square
• NailTrak® for faster installation
• Lifetime limited warranty
• 10-year SureStart protection includes:
Materials and labor costs
• 10-year algae resistance
• 15-year 110 MPH wind warranty with
upgrade to 130 MPH available

LANDMARK COLOR PALETTE
®

Atlantic Blue

Burnt Sienna

Charcoal Black

Cobblestone Gray

Colonial Slate

Cottage Red

Driftwood

Georgetown Gray

Heather Blend

Hunter Green

Mist White

Moire Black

Mojave Tan

Pewter

Resawn Shake

Silver Birch

Landmark® Series
available in areas shown

Sunrise Cedar

Weathered Wood

CertainTeed Corporation
20 MOORES ROAD MALVERN, PA 19355

ASK ABOUT ALL OF OUR OTHER CERTAINTEED® PRODUCTS AND SYSTEMS:
ROOFING • SIDING • TRIM • DECKING • RAILING • FENCE • GYPSUM • CEILINGS • INSULATION
Professional: 800-233-8990

Consumer: 800-782-8777

certainteed.com
© 10/16 CertainTeed Corporation, Printed in the USA, Code No. 20-20-3366

STANDARD STOCKED

Core Colors

ARCHITECTURAL COLOR PALETTE

Regal White�
SR: .70 IE: .85 SRI: 85

Bone White�
SR: .68 IE: .86 SRI: 82

Almond∆
SR: .63 IE: .86 SRI: 75

Sandstone∆
SR: .47 IE: .86 SRI: 53

Surrey Beige∆
SR: .35 IE: .86 SRI: 37

Sierra Tan
SR: .30 IE: .85 SRI: 30

Medium Bronze
SR: .26 IE: .84 SRI: 24

Mansard Brown
SR: .29 IE: .86 SRI: 29

Dark Bronze
SR: .26 IE: .84 SRI: 25

Extra Dark Bronze~
SR: .05 IE: .89 SRI: -1

Patina Green
SR: .25 IE: .87 SRI: 24

Hemlock Green
SR: .28 IE: .87 SRI: 28

Classic Green
SR: .25 IE: .86 SRI: 24

Hartford Green~**
SR: .10 IE: .86 SRI: 4

Teal**
SR: .28 IE: .87 SRI: 28

Slate Blue
SR: .27 IE: .86 SRI: 26

Regal Blue**
SR: .30 IE: .86 SRI: 30

Terra Cotta
SR: .39 IE: .85 SRI: 42

Banner Red**
SR: .44 IE: .86 SRI: 49

Colonial Red
SR: .31 IE: .87 SRI: 31

Brandywine**
SR: .27 IE: .87 SRI: 27

Dove Gray
SR: .49 IE: .87 SRI: 56

Slate Gray∆
SR: .37 IE: .86 SRI: 39

Charcoal
SR: .08 IE: .90 SRI: 4.0

Matte Black
SR: .26 IE: .86 SRI: 25

26 Gauge Low Gloss

Mica Color++

Stone WhiteΔ
SR: .62 IE: .85 SRI: 73

++ Featuring a pearlescent mica finish; subject to premium pricing.
Colors shown are as close to actual colors as allowed by the printing
process. Actual metal samples are available. Colors may appear
different when viewed at different angles and under different
lighting conditions. Due to product improvements, changes and other
factors, we reserve the right to change or delete information herein
without prior notice.

~All Standard Stocked colors are ENERGY STAR®
approved except Hartford Green,
Extra Dark Bronze
� LEED compliant for low slope and steep slope
®

∆

LEED compliant for steep slope only
®

PVDF - 70% polyvinylidene flouride resin paint system

Bright Silver∆ S66
SR: .55 IE: .77 SRI: 61

Silversmith∆ S15
SR: .48 IE: .80 SRI: 52

Champagne S20
SR: .37 IE: .83 SRI: 38

Pewter S11
SR: .36 IE: .85 SRI: 38

Bright Copper∆ S25
SR: .41 IE: .85 SRI: 44

Sierra Tan
SR: .46 IE: .87 SRI: 52

Slate Gray
SR: .37 IE: .86 SRI: 39

Medium Bronze
SR: .31 IE: .87 SRI: 32

Dark Bronze
SR: .28 IE: .86 SRI: 27

Colonial Red
SR: .31 IE: .87 SRI: 31
Acrylic Coated Galvalume
also available (not pictured)

Classic Green
SR: .31 IE: .87 SRI: 32

Hartford Green**
SR: .31 IE: .87 SRI: 32
SR = Solar Reflectivity

Slate Blue
SR: .30 IE: .87 SRI: 31
IE = Initial Emissivity

Matte Black
SR: .26 IE: .86 SRI: 25

SRI = Solar Reflective Index

** DENOTES EXOTIC COLORS AND ARE SUBJECT TO PREMIUM PRICING

877-495-7663
www.sentrigard.com

STEEL

ARCHITECTURAL PVDF
26GA.¶

22GA.‡ ▲ 18GA.‡ ▲ .032"†
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† Standard Coil Width is 48.25"

PAINT PERFORMANCE
PROPERTIES

HOT DIPPED GALVANIZED
STEEL OR GALVALUME®

ALUMINUM

Accelerated Weathering
ASTM D 4587
(Drew Cycle Weatherometer)
ASTM G-154
Chalk Rating Per ASTM D
4214, Method A

Hours:
Chalk:
Color:
Hours:
Chalk:
Color:

Hours:
Chalk:
Color:
Hours:
Chalk:
Color:

3,000 Total
Rating 8
5 ∆ E Hunter units max
5,000 Total
Rating 6
5 ∆ E Hunter units max

=


LG

Regal Blue**

Charcoal

=

‡ Standard Coil Width is 44.375"
= Standard Color Option.

3,000 Total
Rating 8
5 ∆ E Hunter units max
5,000 Total
Rating 6
5 ∆ E Hunter units max

Salt Spray
ASTM B 117

Hours: 1,000 Total
Scribe: Rating 1/16" (2mm)
Field: Rating 10, no blisters

Hours: 3,000 Total
Scribe: Rating 10, no creepage
Field: Rating 10, no blisters

Humidity
ASTM D 2247

Hours: 2,000 Total Rating: 10, no
blisters Per ASTM D 714

Hours: 3,000 Total Rating: 10, no
blisters Per ASTM D 714

Formability
ASTM D 4145

0T-2T

0T-2T

ASTM D 522
(Elongation over 1/8" mandrel)

No cracking
No loss of adhesion

No cracking
No loss of adhesion

Pencil Hardness
ASTM D 3363

HB-2H

HB-2H

Abrasion Resistance
ASTM D 968

55-75 Liters
of falling sand

55-75 Liters
of falling sand

Specular Gloss
ASTM D 523

30 +/- 5 at 60°
55 +/- 5 at 85°

30 +/- 5 at 60°
55 +/- 5 at 85°

Reverse Impact
ASTM D 2794

2 x Metal thickness in inch-lbs. No
loss of adhesion. No Cracking.

1

Flame Test
ASTM E 84

Class A rated coating

/2 x Metal thickness in inch-lbs. No
loss of adhesion. No cracking.
Class A rated coating

 40.5" Coil Option is Available.
▲ Additional Lead Times May Apply.
¶ Standard Coil Width 40.5"
LG Refers to Reflective Ratings

^

SRI RATINGS ARE FOR GALVALUME ONLY.
ALUMINUM RATINGS ARE LISTED ON
WWW.SENTRIGARD.COM

Offered in 27-1/2" coil width

++ Denotes Mica Colors
** Denotes exotic colors and are
subject to premium pricing

NOTES ON AVAILABILITY:

1. 24ga, .032, .040, .050, .063 are standard 48.25" in width. 22g and 18ga are
44.375" in width. 26ga is 40.5" standard width for painted items.
2. Protective stippable film is standard on flat sheets.
3. Mica++and exotics ** are subject to premium pricing. Due to the unique effect
of the Mica finishes, appearances may vary from batch to batch.
4. Standard inventory is non-embossed. Embossed requests are to be quoted.
5. Unpainted, acrylic coated, aluminum-zinc alloy steel (AZ55) is maintained in
26ga 20", 26ga 27-1/2", 26ga 24", 24ga 20", 24ga 27-1/2", 24ga 24" slit coils
and 26ga 48"x120", 24ga 48"x120" flat sheets (no strippable film).
6. All colors are supplied in Medium Gloss (20-35 at 60 deg). Low gloss on non
26ga available subject to minimum coating run.
7. This color chart is subject to change without notice.

Sentriclad® standard architectural colors and finishes feature 70%
polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF) resin paint systems to ensure long term
color retention and performance. Custom colors and finishes are also
available. Minimum quantities and set up charges may apply.

877-495-7663

www.sentrigard.com
© 2020 Sentrigard
98-32-010
10/18 23M

CITY OF SUFFOLK

442 W. WASHINGTON ST., P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858
PHONE: (757) 514-4060
FAX: (757) 514-4099

DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Division of Planning

To:

Historic Landmarks Commission

From:

Alexis Baker, AICP, Comprehensive Planning Manager

Date:

December 9, 2021

Subject:

Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2021-00038, submitted by
Steven Oser, 312 N. Main Street, LLC, applicant and property owner, for exterior
alterations at property located at 312 N. Main Street. The property is further
identified as Tax Map Number 34G11(A)*161, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned
CBD, Central Business District zoning district, and HC, Historic Conservation
Overlay District.

STAFF REPORT
Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area
The subject property is located at 312 N. Main Street. This property is part of the Original Suffolk
District of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District and is located in the Central Business
District zoning district. The majority of the buildings in this area were constructed in the late 19th
and early 20th centuries and represent Queen Anne Victorian, Bungalows, Vernacular, and
Colonial Revival architectural.
According to the National Register of Historic Places, the subject property, constructed circa
1890, is a contributing structure to the Original Suffolk Historic District. This building,
currently used as an attorney’s office, represents Queen Anne Victorian architecture. The wood
frame structure is clad with weatherboard with a vernacular porch with an Ionic column and
classical entablature. It has three asymmetrical bays. The hipped roof has pressed metal tiles.
Case History
HLC2018-021 – Certificate of Appropriateness approved on May 17, 2018, to replace a retaining
wall.
Public Notice
This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth

HLC2021-00038
December 9, 2021
Page 2

in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also
provided to the applicant on December 3, 2021.
Proposed Actions
The applicant’s request includes the following actions:
1. Replace metal tile roofing and standing seam metal porch roof with architectural shingles
in estate gray.
Condition Statement
A condition statement was submitted for this request.
Surrounding Characteristics
A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below.
310 N. Main St. – Contributing bungalow, constructed circa 1915. This wood frame home
is clad in weatherboard with a bungalow porch. The main house is two stories with exposed
rafters. The gable roof is covered with standing seam metal.
318 N. Main St. – Contributing vernacular, constructed circa 1840. This building is
currently used for residential apartments. It is composed of a brick seven course American
Bond. It is three stories tall with three front bays and five side bays. It has Chinese
Chippendale railings, French doors with rectangular transoms, a stucco façade, and full
classical cornice. The National Register of Historic Places Inventory describes the central
front gable roof as slate.
106 W. Finney Ave. – Noncontributing building, built circa 2010. The roof has
architectural asphalt shingles.
106 Grayson Ct. – Contributing building with no discernible architectural style, circa 1930.
This is a one-story, three bay, frame side gable structure with wood siding and a gable roof
with asphalt shingles.
108 Grayson Ct. – Contributing building, constructed circa 1935. This minimal dwelling
is a one-story, three bay, frame side gable structure. The structure has vinyl siding but
retains its original six-over-six double-hung sash windows. The original quarter-glazed
entry door in the center bay sits under a wide single-bay front gable porch supported by
square posts. The gable roof has asphalt shingles.

HLC2021-00038
December 9, 2021
Page 3

Site Modifications
As noted above, the applicant is requesting to remove the existing metal roof tiles and replace them
with architectural shingles in estate gray.
Applicable Regulations
A. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO)
•

Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC
(iv) Any change or alteration of the exterior architectural style of a designated
landmark or contributing property, including removal or rebuilding of porches,
dormers, cupolas, stairways, terraces and the like.
(v) Any alteration to exterior building materials or color of materials

B. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines
1. Chapter 5, Residential Building Design Considerations, Section I, Roofs. The roof is one
of the most important elements of a structure since it serves as its “cover” from the
elements. As a consequence, roof maintenance is absolutely critical for ensuring the
preservation of the rest of the structure.
•

Section I.1. Roof designs vary considerably within the Historic Conservation
Overlay District and are one of the key character-defining elements of the style of
the house. The type of roof covering is also important in defining the character,
formality, stature, and texture of the house and the street. Consequently, historic
roofing materials should be preserved and maintained.

•

Section I.4. When replacing a roof, match original materials as closely as possible.
Avoid, for example, replacing a standing seam roof with asphalt shingles, as this
would dramatically alter the building’s appearance.

•

Section I.7. Traditional roofing material such as standing seam metal are preferred
over asphalt shingles but are not required.

•

Section I.8. When the original roofing material has already been replaced with
asphalt shingles and re-roofing becomes necessary, then, at a minimum, the roofin material shall be upgraded to an architectural-grade shingle.

•

Section 1.9. A signed statement, with exhibits, from a licensed general contractor
stating the condition of the existing roof, ability to be repaired, need for
replacement, proposed corrective measures, and options to replacement is required

HLC2021-00038
December 9, 2021
Page 4

as supporting documentation for any application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness.
C. The Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
1. The Secretary of the Interior Standards, which are included in Appendix A of the Historic
Guidelines, encourage the repair and preservation of existing historic materials and
character defining elements. Where replacement is determined to be necessary, the new
feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where
possible, materials. The design of replacement features shall also be substantiated by
documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. Exterior alterations shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize a property.
Staff Analysis
The applicant is requesting to replace the metal tile on the main roof and the standing seam metal
porch roof with architectural shingles in estate gray. A condition statement indicated that the roof
is non-repairable and needs to be replaced. There are missing metal tiles which have since been
discontinued and the contractor is unable to purchase new tiles for repair. There are problems with
the flashing points and the metal is deteriorated to the point where a coating would not be
recommended on top of the metal. While staff notes that the metal tile roof is in poor condition
and cannot be repaired or replaced with the same product, the Historic District Design Guidelines
and Secretary of Interior’s Standards state that the replacement roofing material should match the
old material in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. However, if the original roofing
material cannot be matched, the Design Guidelines recommend historic materials, such as a
standing seam metal roof, be used as replacement material. The porch roof is covered with standing
seam metal roof and should be replaced in-kind with a standing seam metal roof. Therefore, Staff
recommends an in-kind replacement of the roof with a material resembling the metal tile or,
alternatively, a traditional roofing material such as a standing seam metal roof; the porch roof
should be replaced with a similar standing seam metal roof.
Summary and Recommendations
Based on the above findings-of-fact and the conditions outlined above, staff recommends denial
of the request to replace the existing metal tile roof with architectural shingles.
Attachments
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µ

Aerial photography captured March 1999. Alimited area of the City
was reflown in March of 2001. The most up-to-date photography
available was used to capture planimetric information.

Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a
graphic representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The
boundaries of any parcel may have been adjusted to provide a
more visually pleasing presentation. User should refer to intrument
of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary location and perimeter or
area measurments.

The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors,
ommisions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of
the cause of such or for any decision madem action taken, or
action not taken by the user in reliance upon any maps or
information provided herein.

Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY,
REPRESENTATION, OR GUARENTREE OF ANY KIND
REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH MAPS OR
OTHER INFORMATION. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY
DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES,
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT
LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE.

CEDAR HILL DISTRICT (2006)

SUFFOLK DISTRICT EXPANSION (2004)

WEST END DISTRICT EXPANSION (2004)

WEST END DISTRICT (2004)

EAST WASHINGTON STREET DISTRICT (2002)

NORTH MAIN STREET DISTRICT EXTENSION (1998)

ORIGINAL SUFFOLK DISTRICT (1987)

Suffolk Historic & Cultural Conservation Overlay

National Register Historic Districts
DISTRICT

SuffolkGIS.DBO.Building_Footprints

Legend

Suffolk
Historic
Conservation
Overlay District &
National Register
Historic Districts

ZONING / LAND USE MAP
HLC2021-038

PRENTIS ST

RM

A
GR Y

N
SO

N MAIN ST

CBD

CT

Subject Property

COLL
EGE

W FIN
NE

CT

Y AV
E

FINN
EY A
VE

User Name: Awood
Date: 11/04/2021

80

40

0

80

160

240
Feet

±

PROPERTY MAP
HLC2021-038

EXHIBIT B

N MAIN ST

Subject Property

34G11(A)*161

COLL
EGE

CT

FINN
EY A
VE

User Name: Awood
Date: 11/04/2021

70

35

0

70

140

210
Feet

±

PROPERTY MAP
HLC2021-038

EXHIBIT B

N MAIN ST

Subject Property

34G11(A)*161

COLL
EGE

CT

FINN
EY A
V

E

User Name: Awood
Date: 11/04/2021

70

35

0

70

140

210
Feet

±

Front view of 312 N. Main Street from Main Street

Close-up of main gabled roof

Close-up of right side of main gable roof

Close-up of flashing

Close-up of Flashing

Close-up of Flashing

Close-up of Dormer

Close-up of Flashing

Owens Corning™ Roofing Shingle Products
HELPING YOU ACHIEVE LEED® CERTIFICATION

Owens Corning™ Roofing Products help protect from the elements
and severe weather for commercial, institutional and high-rise
residential buildings with a broad array of aesthetically appealing
roofing products. This document applies to the LEED New
Construction and Major Renovations, LEED Commercial Interiors,
LEED Core & Shell, LEED for Schools and LEED for Existing Buildings,
Operations & Maintenance products. As you pursue LEED
Certification, rely on the products and expertise of Owens Corning.
LEED Certification and the awarding of credits, is based on the overall
project design, properly designed building systems and construction
assemblies, and the performance of the project as a whole. Roofing
Shingle Products can be components in many roofing systems and
assemblies. All components and assemblies should be considered when
seeking credits within a given category. Owens Corning™ Shingle
Products contribute to the categories listed below.

Owens Corning™ Roofing Shingle Products:
• Berkshire® Collection
• Woodmoor ® Shingles
• Woodcrest® Shingles
• TruDefinition® Duration® Designers Color Collection
• TruDefinition® Duration® Shingles
• TruDefinition® Duration STORM® Shingles
• TruDefinition® Duration MAX Shingles
TM

• TruDefinition® Oakridge® Shingles
• TruDefinition® WeatherGuard® HP Shingles
• Duration® Premium Cool Shingles
• Duration® Premium Shingles
• Supreme® Shingles

Table 1

(Chart continued on next page)

Contribution to LEED Requirement

LEED Credit Category

LEED Requirement

Owens Corning™ Product Contribution

10% performance improvement for new buildings
or 5% better performance for renovated existing
buildings, with baseline building performance rating
calculated per method in Appendix G of ANSI/
ASHRAE/IESNA Standard 90.1-2007 for whole
building simulation.

Owens Corning™ Roofing Products, Duration® Premium Cool Shingles,
TruDefinition® Duration,® Oakridge® and Supreme® Shasta White
Shingles can help to reduce building energy demand. The project team is
responsible for conducting the energy analysis to determine the overall
building energy efficiency.

Energy and Atmosphere (EA)
Prerequisite 2:
Minimum Energy Performance

Credit 1:
Improve building performance rating compared with
Optimize Energy Performance (1-19 points) the baseline building performance rating, calculated
per Appendix G of ANSI/ASHRAE/IESNA Standard
90.1-2007 a whole project simulation model,
with points awarded per energy cost savings in
LEED table.

Owens Corning™ Roofing Products, Duration® Premium Cool Shingles,
TruDefinition® Duration,® Oakridge® and Supreme® Shasta White Shingles
can help to reduce building energy demand. The overall contribution
depends on the building system or construction assembly where the
product is used. The project team is responsible for conducting the energy
analysis to determine the overall building energy efficiency.

Credit 2:
Construction Waste Management
(1-2 points)

Owens Corning™ Roofing Preferred Contractor Shingle Recycling Program
available in specific markets.

Develop and implement a waste management plan,
quantifying material diversion by weight (Remember
that salvage may include the donation of materials
to charitable organizations such as Habitat
for Humanity.)
Recycle and/or salvage at least 50% (by weight) of
construction, demolition, and land clearing waste
(1 point)
Recycle and/or salvage an additional 25% (75% total
by weight) of the construction, demolition, and land
clearing debris (1 point)

Table 1 (Continued)
Contribution to LEED Requirement

LEED Credit Category

LEED Requirement

Owens Corning™ Product Contribution

Credit 4:
Recycled Content (1-2 points)

Materials with recycled content such that the sum of
post-consumer recycled content plus ½ of the preconsumer content constitutes at least 10%
(1 point) or 20% (2 points), based on cost, of the total
value of the materials in the project.

Owens Corning™ Shingle Products contain varying levels of pre-consumer
recycled content, depending on product and manufacture location.
See Table 2

Credit 5:
Regional Material (1-2 points)

Materials/products extracted and manufactured
(or fraction thereof) within 500 miles of project site
for a minimum of 10% (1 point) or 20% (2 points),
based on cost, of the total materials value (fractional
quantities contribute as percentage by weight).

Owens Corning™ Shingle products are made in many locations, providing
regionally available product manufactured and sourced within a 500 mile
radius of project locations in many areas of the country. Owens Corning™
Roofing plant locations are shown in Fig. 1. Contact 1-800-GET-PINK® for
additional information.

Credit can be achieved through any combination of
the Innovation in Design and Exemplary Performance.

Refer to individual product data sheets or check with the local sales
representative for product applications.

Materials & Resources (MR)

Innovation in Design (ID)
(1-4 points)

Note: No individual material enables a credit point to be taken within LEED because each category is dependent on the aggregate of all materials and their proportionate relationship to the total dollar
cost of all materials.

Table 2
Manufacturing Facility

Shingles Product

Pre-Consumer Recycle Content Available for LEED NC Credit

Atlanta

Supreme Shingles
Oakridge® Shingles

11%

Brookville

Oakridge® Shingles

7%

TruDefinition® Duration® Shingles

7%

Medina

Supreme® Shingles

9%

Memphis

Supreme ® Shingles

15%

®

Summit

Oakridge® Shingles

4%

Supreme ® Shingles

20%

Oakridge® Shingles

8%

Recycled content is a yearly average based on tons of recycled material purchased divided by the nominal square weight times the squares provided.

Figure 1
Owens Corning™ Roofing Shingle Product Plant Locations

To view other Owens Corning™ products that help contribute to LEED certification please visit
http://sustainability.owenscorning.com/ and download Pub. No. 10011611.
OWENS CORNING ROOFING AND ASPHALT, LLC
ONE OWENS CORNING PARKWAY
TOLEDO, OHIO 43659
1-800-GET-PINK®
www.owenscorning.com
Pub. No. 10011706-E. Printed in U.S.A. March 2013. The color PINK is a registered trademark of Owens Corning. ©2013 Owens Corning. All Rights Reserved.
LEED ® is a registered trademark of US Green Building Council.

HLC PROPERTY MAINTENCE CODE ENFORCEMENT UPDATE
JANUARY 2022
ADDRESS
342 N MAIN ST

179 E WASHINGTON ST

388 E WASHINGTON ST
205 GRACE ST
(1 UNIT)
223 BANK ST

219 CLAY ST

181 N MAIN ST
(27 UNITS)

118 PINNER ST

140 W WASHINGTON ST

CODE VIOLATION(S)
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• PEELING PAINT
• DETERIORATED ROOF
• DETERIORATED PORCH
• DETERIORATED EXT WALLS
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• DETERIORATED EXT WALLS
• DETERIORATED WINDOWS AND
DOORS
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• DAMAGE TO EXT WALL
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• MISSING EXHAUST FANS
• MISSING SMOKE DETECTORS
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• WINDOWS DAMAGE
• ROOF DAMAGE
• DETERIORATED EXTERIOR WALL
• INTERIOR SURFACE DAMAGE
• DETERIORATED PORCH
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• ROOF DAMAGE
• EXTERIOR WALL DAMAGE
• BROKEN WINDOWS
• INTERIOR DAMAGE
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• MISSING SMOKE DETECTORS
• INTERIOR DOOR DAMAGE
• BROKEN WINDOWS
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• ROOF DAMAGE
• EXTERIOR WALL DAMAGE
• BROKEN WINDOWS
• INTERIOR FLOOR COLLASPE
• INTERIOR CEILING COLLASPE
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE
• SIDEWALK IN DISREPAIR

STATUS
COURT 02/3/2022
- 7TH COURT HEARING

COURT CONTINUANCE: 02/3/2022

COURT CONTINUANCE 03/03/2022
REPAIRS IN PROGRESS
REPAIRS IN PROGRESS

COURT - NO SERVICE

COURT – NO SERVICE

VACANT STRUCTURE – OWNER
ASKED FOR EXTENSION

NEW OWNER TO DEMOLISH –
OWNER OBTAINING CUT OFFS
FROM UTILITY COMPANIES

COURT – 02/03/2022

Zoning
Case Activity Report
January 2022
PROPERTY OWNER(S)

LOCATION

VIOLATION(S)

JUDGEMENT

ST. JOSEPHS
RESERVE,LLC

129 BREWER AVE

WORKING WITHOUT AN APPROVED
COA

NOV SENT
8/31/2020

LAKEISHA BRADLEY

302 BANK ST

WORKING WITHOUT AN ZONING
PERMIT / COA

NOV SENT
8/11/2021

KEVIN
ALEXANDER

NICHOLAS MOYER

351 N MAIN ST -

OPERATING A TIRE REPAIR
SHOP WITHOUT A CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT (CUP)

NOV SENT
8/25/2021

KEVIN
ALEXANDER

NOV HAND
DELIVERED
8-19-2021

KEVIN
ALEXANDER

WORKING WITHOUT A ZONING
PERMIT/COA (FENCE)

NOV SENT
11/29/2021

KEVIN
ALEXANDER

TEMPORARY BANNER LONGER THAN
90 DAYS

NOV SENT
12/6/2021

KEVIN
ALEXANDER

EWS PROPERTIES III
LLC

201 E
WASHINGTON ST

*Case moving forward to CC on
12/15/2021 for CUP
LIVE ENTERTAINMENT WITHOUT A
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP)
*submitted CUP application on
11/4/2021

FRED WALKER

FUTURE
INVESTMENTS LLC

213 N
SARATOGA

444 N. MAIN ST

INSPECTOR
MELVION
KNIGHT

