
CITY OF ST. LOUIS 
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PRESERVATION BOARD MINUTES 
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Board Members Present:                                              Cultural Resources Office Staff present: 
Richard Callow – Chair                                               Meg Lousteau, Director 
Michael Allen          Jan Cameron, Preservation Administrator 
Jack Coatar          Andrea Gagen, Preservation Planner 
Tiffany Hamilton            Bob Bettis, Preservation Planner 
Mike Killeen                                                                      Deneen Funk, Administrative Assistant 
David Richardson       
Anthony Robinson          Legal Counsel 
David Weber                                                                  Barbara Birkicht 
                        
 
The meeting was called to order by Chair Callow at 4:04 pm. 
 
Board member Weber moved to approve the minutes. Board member Allen seconded. The vote to 
approve was unanimous. 
 
A. 2245 Hickory Street, Lafayette Square Local & National Register Historic 
District  
 
Owner:  Lafayette Reserve, LLC/Jeff Winzerling 
Architect:  Barry R. Nelson & Associates 
Plan:  Preliminary Review to add rooftop access structure and rooftop deck to previously 

approved townhouse design 
 
PROCEEDINGS 
On April 25, 2022, the Preservation Board of the City of St. Louis met, pursuant to Ordinance #64689 of 
the City Code, to consider a Preliminary Review application at 2245 Hickory Street to add roof access to 
a 2-story single-family house design at 2245 Hickory Street. The project had received Preliminary 
Approval by the Preservation Board at their meeting of October 28, 2019, but the roof access structure 
was not part of that proposal.  
 
Board members Richard Callow (Chair), Mike Killeen, David Richardson, Tiffany Hamilton, Alderman Jack 
Coatar, Michael Allen, Anthony Robinson and David Weber were present for the testimony for this 
agenda item. 
 
Jan Cameron of the Cultural Resources Office made a presentation that considered City Ordinance #69112, 
modified by Ordinance #70926, that sets forth the standards for the Lafayette Square Local Historic 
District.  Ms. Cameron provided photographs detailing the 2245 Hickory site and its surrounding context. 
She stated that the site is in the Northwest Quadrant section of the Historic District and is one of only two 
sites in the district that are identified as “Residential, Commercial & Mixed-Use New Construction with 
Historic Context” in the Lafayette Square Standards. 2245 Hickory would be constructed at the corner of 



Hickory Street and Missouri Avenue, a highly visible location. The access would consist of a roof deck, 
railing and a triangular “pop-up” structure that allowed entry to the roof. 

Ms. Cameron stated that the design of the proposed building was previously approved by the 
Preservation Board without the roof access, as that was not proposed at the time. She noted that at its 
February 2022 meeting, the Board had approved similar rooftop structures for properties in the center 
of the development that it determined would not be visible from the street.  

Ms. Cameron in conclusion testified that Section 305.10 of the Standards clearly states that roofs of new 
construction shall be flat or pitched and shall not have any unusual attention-getting forms; and that 
given the siting of 2245 Hickory, it appeared there was no way that the roof elements would not be 
visible. She therefore recommended that the Board uphold its original Preliminary Approval and 
withhold approval of the current proposal.  
 
In response to a question from Board Member Killeen asking if other, non-visible, solutions for access 
had been discussed with the applicant, Ms. Cameron replied that the developer wished to pursue this 
option at this time. 
 
Jeff Winzerling of Lafayette Reserve LLC, testified on his own behalf. He showed an elevation of the 
Lafayette Reserve development and indicated the property at 2245 Hickory. Mr. Winzerling stated that 
the Board had in February approved popup elements on the remainder of the development as they 
were clearly shown not to be street-visible. 
 
Mr. Winzerling then displayed sightline studies of the elements on 2245, showing that they would not 
be visible from directly in front of the house; from the intersection of Hickory and Missouri Avenue; and 
from directly across Missouri Avenue from the west. He then showed a sightline study from the center 
of Missouri Avenue somewhat north of the project site, which he stated was the only position where the 
structures would be visible. At that point, he said, approximately 2-1/2 feet of the upper railing and 6 
feet of the popup would be seen. He then displayed photos looking south along Missouri Avenue toward 
the site, and of the large apartment building under construction directly north, stating that additional 
views of the roof of 2245 would be screened by the building. 
 
Mr. Winzerling then testified that it was very important to have a roof deck on this house, as it was the 
only one in the development where the view north would not be blocked by the apartments. He said the 
small amount of the structures that would be seen was a small price to pay; and emphasized that they 
would not be visible from any street adjacent to the site. He said that one would have to be some 
distance to the north to see them from Missouri. He contended that rooftop access would offer a 
valuable addition to the house and that no one would notice a small appendage with a huge 5-story 
building next to it. 
 
Alderman Coatar asked if the Cultural Resources Office had seen these sightline studies and if they had 
challenged any of them. Mr. Winzerling replied that he had been surprised at the Cultural Resources 
recommendation as he thought he had clearly demonstrated that the roof structures would be visible 
only from this one area. 
 
Mr. Killeen asked if Mr. Winzerling had considered other means of access that would not be visible. Mr. 
Winzerling replied that he and Ms. Cameron had discussed a couple of possibilities such as a rectangular 
monitor instead of the triangular popup; however, he said, that would create a higher roofline and 
would therefore be visible from the front of the house.  



In response to a question from Mr. Killeen about hatches as an option, Mr. Winzerling said that he did 
not feel that hatches were a comparable product.  
 
Mr. Allen asked that if the proposal was denied, would there be no roof access, or would he explore 
other options. Mr. Winzerling said that he would consider the flat-roofed monitor, but it had the 
downside of more visibility. He noted that the project was in an area where the Standards allowed more 
flexibility in compliance. To date, he said, no buyers interested in the site had wanted a 3-story house, 
but if they did, then there would be a 23-foot-wide sided wall, where what he was proposing would be 
only 6 feet and he did not understand why that would be an improvement.  
 
Ms. Cameron asked to respond. She stated that a mansard roof was a typical feature of houses in the 
District so it would be entirely compatible with the Standards.  
 
Ms. Cameron then entered into the record a letter from Alderwoman Ingrassia, confirming the 
Alderwoman’s support to deny the roof structures. She also entered letters in opposition from Suzanne 
Sessions; Merry Dahms; Linda Pallman and Ronald Gorman, all members of the Preservation Committee 
of the Lafayette Restoration Committee. She stated that all of these letters had been previously 
submitted to the Board Members. 
 
In addition, Ms. Cameron read into the record an email received just before the meeting began, from 
William Odell, stating that he fully supported the rooftop structures, and that they would only be seen 
by people in the apartments or possibly someone in the alley. 
 
Linda Pallman spoke in opposition to the proposal. She said that she concurred with Ms. Cameron’s 
statement that a 3-story house would be historically accurate, while the popup is not. She said the 
Committee had spent a long time working on the codes and it was important to them to maintain a 
historic look in their community; and that while it is true that this is located in an area with more 
flexibility in the Standards, it does not mean they waive their right to say they do not want popups 
visible, and Mr. Winzerling had clearly stated that it will be visible. She expressed a concern that 
approval of this would lead to a slippery slope for the next developer. She concluded by saying that, 
while their committee had been willing to negotiate on the buildings in the middle of the block, none of 
the committee want visible popups in the historic district, one of the jewels of St. Louis. 
 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

• The Preservation Board has granted Preliminary Approval to the Lafayette Reserve 
development, 14 new single-family houses to be constructed on the north side of the 2200 block 
of Hickory Street, several of which are currently under construction.  

• The Board also agreed to the addition of roof access and roof decks on 2231, 2233 and 2235 
Hickory, as these structures would not be visible from the street.  

• The applicant wishes to request the Board’s approval of a similar structure on 2245 Hickory, a 
corner building where it has been determined that the handrail and access structure would be 
visible from Missouri Avenue.  

• The Lafayette Square Restoration Committee does not support this revision 

• Comments have been received from Alderwoman Ingrassia expressing her support for 
withholding preliminary approval of the application. 



 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

After due consideration and after weighing each piece of evidence and making a determination of the 
credibility of the witnesses, the Board made a determination as to the substance and credibility of the 
evidence and exhibits.  

The Preservation Board moved to withhold Preliminary Approval to construct rooftop access on the 
property at 2245 Hickory Street. The motion was made by Board Member Coatar and seconded by Board 
Member Hamilton. The motion passed 7-0, with Board Members Killeen, Hamilton, Richardson, Allen, 
Weber, Robinson, and Alderman Coatar in favor of the motion, none voting against and Chairman Callow 
abstaining.  
 
By Order of the Preservation Board 
Cultural Resources Office  
 

B.  5240 Washington Place    Central West End Local & National Registe 

 

r Historic District 
 
Owner:  Karl Hutchinson  
Applicant: Karl Hutchinson  
Plan: Appeal of the Director’s Denial to replace a slate shingle roof with fiberglass architectural 
shingle. 
 
PROCEEDINGS 
On April 25, 2022, the Preservation Board of the City of St. Louis met, pursuant to Ordinance #64689 of 
the City Code, to consider an appeal of the Director’s denial to replace slate roofing material with 
fiberglass shingles at 5240 Washington Place, in the Central West End Local Historic District.  
Board members Richard Callow (Chair), Mike Killeen, David Richardson, Alderman Jack Coatar, Michael 
Allen, Tiffany Hamilton, Anthony Robinson and David Weber were present for the testimony for this 
agenda item.  

Bob Bettis of the Cultural Resources Office made a presentation that considered City Ordinance #56768, 
which sets forth the standards for Central West End Historic District, and particularly the sections that 
pertain to roofs.   

Mr. Bettis showed photos of the context surrounding 5240 Washington Place as well as detail photos 
showing the condition of the existing roof.  Mr. Bettis explained that half of the roof and dormers still 
have original slate, while the rest of the roof has asphalt shingles.  Mr. Bettis stated that he has been 
working with the applicant discussing alternative materials that would satisfy the Central West End 
Standards.  He stated that the neighborhood standards require that original roofing material be retained 
or replaced to match.  The applicant had decided to pursue his original roof plan, and was before the 
Preservation Board to ask that they consider allowing him to replace the entire roof with fiberglass 
shingles.  Mr. Bettis stated that the applicant had provided a new bid from Frederic Roofing that includes 
options for slate, artificial slate and a higher grade of architectural shingle. 



Mr. Bettis recommended that the Preservation Board uphold the Director’s Denial of the permit to 
replace existing slate with fiberglass architectural shingles of the roof and sides of the dormers as such 
replacement is not allowed under the Central West End Local Historic District Standards.  

Applicant Karl Hutchinson spoke on his behalf regarding the proposal.  Before he began to speak Chair 
Callow asked that Mr. Hutchinson swear himself in; Mr. Hutchinson did so.  Mr. Hutchinson began his 
testimony by stating that the existing slate was heavily weathered and a repair wasn’t feasible because 
there wouldn’t be any consistency due to different wear patterns.  Mr. Hutchinson stated that the 
replacement of all of the roof shingles would offer a consistent appearance as compared to the 
contrasting condition that currently exists.  He also stated that the cost of the project with the use of 
faux or original slate would be prohibitive, as it was nearly double the cost of architectural shingles 
alone.  Mr. Hutchinson ended his testimony. 

Chair Callow asked if any members of the Board had questions.  Board Member Coatar asked for 
clarification on the cost of the project as proposed.  Bob Bettis stated that the proposal as submitted is 
$57,000 and that the additional submittal for slate and artificial slate would be between $109,000 to 
$120,000. 

Jim Dwyer was present and spoke representing the Central West End’s Planning and Development 
Committee.  Mr. Dwyer read from a prepared statement stating that he had spoken with the applicant 
about a variety of roof material options and products, and explained that basing a decision for a variance 
solely on an unsubstantiated economic hardship would lead to a bad precedent for future reviews.  Mr. 
Dwyer concluded by stating that the Central West End Planning and Development Committee 
recommended that the Preservation Board uphold the Director’s denial of the application to replace the 
slate roof with artificial shingles. 

Chair Callow concluded the hearing after determining there no further questions or comments from the 
other Board members.  He requested a motion from Commissioner Hamilton.  

 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

• 5240 Washington Place is located in the Central West End Local Historic District. 

• The north (front) and west slopes of the roof and the sides of the north (front) and east dormers 
have existing slate shingles. 

• Existing slate-shingled roofs shall be preserved through repair and maintenance. 

• Original or historic roofing material shall be used wherever the roof is visible.  

• Fiberglass shingles are not a substitute material approved by the Cultural Resources Office to 
replace existing slate roofs. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

After due consideration and after weighing each piece of evidence and making a determination of the 
credibility of the witnesses, the Board made a determination as to the substance and credibility of the 
evidence and exhibits.  

The Preservation Board moved to uphold the Director’s Denial of the proposal to replace the slate roof 
with fiberglass architectural shingles.  The motion was made by Board Member Hamilton and seconded 
by Board Member Weber. The motion passed 7-0, with Board Members Hamilton, Weber, Killeen, 



Richardson, Allen, Robinson and Alderman Coatar in favor of the motion and Board Member Weber in 
opposition. Chairman Callow abstained.  

By Order of the Preservation Board 
Cultural Resources Office  
 
C..5727 Waterman Boulevard   Skinker-DeBaliviere Catlin Tract/Parkview Local & 
National Register Historic District 
 
Owner:  Sharon Ellerson  
Applicant: Sharon Ellerson  
Plan: Appeal of the Director’s Denial to construct an artificial stone retaining wall 
 
PROCEEDINGS 
On April 25, 2022, the Preservation Board of the City of St. Louis met, pursuant to Ordinance #64689 of 
the City Code, to consider an appeal of the Director’s denial to construct a retaining wall at 5727 
Waterman Boulevard, in the Skinker-DeBaliviere Catlin Tract/Parkview Local Historic District.  
Board members Richard Callow (Chair), Mike Killeen, Tiffany Hamilton, David Richardson, Alderman Jack 
Coatar, Michael Allen, Anthony Robinson and David Weber were present for the testimony for this 
agenda item.  

Bob Bettis of the Cultural Resources Office made a presentation that considered City Ordinance #70281, 
which sets forth the standards for Skinker-DeBaliviere Catlin Tract/Parkview Historic District, and 
particularly the sections that pertain to front yards, slopes, walls, fencing and paving. 

Mr. Bettis provided an overview of the context of the block and highlighted those existing retaining walls 
on the block that had or had not received approval from the Preservation Board.  He mentioned that the 
Board did approve a retaining wall within the past year for a house a few parcels to the west.  Mr. Bettis 
then discussed the current proposal in detail. He stated that the proposed wall deviates from the 
neighborhood standards in two ways that greatly concern staff: first is the use of artificial materials, and 
second is the proposed layout of the wall that sets it 5 feet back from the sidewalk. Mr. Bettis explained 
that no other retaining walls on the block, approved or otherwise, are placed that far off the sidewalk, 
and that such a wall would be detrimental to the appearance of the street.  Mr. Bettis stated that 
although he does not have an official statement from the neighborhood association, he and the 
applicant have had discussions with a member representing the group, and that person recommended 
that, if approved, the wall should be at the sidewalk and not recessed.  Mr. Bettis recommended that the 
Preservation Board uphold the Director’s denial of the permit to construct the retaining wall as less than 
50% of the earth terraces on the block have been altered and thus the project does not comply. 

Chair Callow asked if any members of the Board had any questions for Staff.  Board Member Allen asked 
if Staff has offered alternatives to the current proposal.  Mr. Bettis stated that he had suggested to the 
owner that the two existing failing railroad tie walls be removed and that the original slope be restored.  
He stated that the applicant prefers the proposal as submitted because she hoped to discourage people 
from sitting or standing on her property.  Mr. Allen asked what walls on the block were approved by the 
Preservation Board.  Mr. Bettis explained that only one wall on the block had been approved by the 
Board.   

Board Member Weber asked Staff that if the Board were to approve the application, what would be the 
preferable design. Mr. Bettis referenced the recently constructed wall on the block that the Board had 
approved as the best option, as it is not recessed from the sidewalk.     



There were no further questions from the Board for Staff.  The applicant, Sharon Ellerson, testified next.  
She stated that she wished to use stone as it was a durable product and would offer a longer lifespan 
than the existing wood.  She stated that the proposed stone is similar to the Board-approved wall down 
the block.  She mentioned that she wanted to recess the wall to keep passers-by from loitering in front of 
her property, noting that when she originally purchased the house there was a tree on the slope.  Her 
hopes now were to plant trees and other foliage in the recessed area.  She said that she was amenable 
to placing the wall at the sidewalk but would prefer to use stone if possible. 

Chair Callow asked if there were any other speakers.  Hearing that there were none, he asked for a 
motion from Board Member Coatar, who declined to make a motion.  Board Member Allen was asked to 
make a motion and he obliged. Following his motion that was seconded by Board Member Richardson, 
In discussion, Mr. Allen stated that if the Board denies the permit there appears to be an obvious 
compromise position between Staff and the applicant.  

FINDINGS OF FACT 

• 5727 Waterman Boulevard is located in the Skinker-DeBaliviere Catlin Tract/Parkview Local 
Historic District. 

• The proposed 3 foot tall retaining wall would be in the front yard, parallel to the public sidewalk. 

• The proposed wall would be set back 5 feet from the sidewalk, eliminating the grade 
completely. 

• Less than 50% of the earth terraces on the block have been altered. 

• The proposed materials and wall configuration do not meet the criteria outlined in the 
Standards.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

After due consideration and after weighing each piece of evidence and making a determination of the 
credibility of the witnesses, the Board made a determination as to the substance and credibility of the 
evidence and exhibits.  

The Preservation Board moved to uphold the Director’s denial to construct a retaining wall as less than 
50% of the earth terraces on the block have been altered, and therefore the project does not comply 
with the Skinker-DeBaliviere Catlin Tract/Parkview Historic District Standards.  The motion was made by 
Board Member Allen and seconded by Board Member Richardson. The motion passed 7-0, with Board 
Members Killeen, Richardson, Hamilton, Weber, Allen, Robinson and Alderman Coatar in favor of the 
motion. Chairman Callow abstained.  

By Order of the Preservation Board 
Cultural Resources Office  
 
 
D. 2422-2424 North Sarah Street   Skinker-DeBaliviere Catlin Tract/Parkview 
Local & National Register Historic District 
 
Owner:  Alva Bost  
Applicant: Alva Bost  
Plan: Appeal of the Director’s Administrative Denial to construct a 1-story residential care facility 
 



PROCEEDINGS 
On April 25, 2022, the Preservation Board of the City of St. Louis met, pursuant to Ordinance #64689 of 
the City Code, to consider an appeal of the Director’s administrative denial to construct a residential 
care facility at 2422-2424 North Sarah Street, in The Ville Local Historic District.  Board members Richard 
Callow (Chair), Mike Killeen, David Richardson, Tiffany Hamilton, Alderman Jack Coatar, Michael Allen, 
Anthony Robinson and David Weber were present for the testimony for this agenda item.  
 
Bob Bettis of the Cultural Resources Office made a presentation that considered City Ordinance #67174, 
which sets forth the standards for The Ville Local Historic District, and particularly the sections that pertain 
to new construction.  Mr. Bettis provided context photographs detailing the area for the proposed building. 

Mr. Bettis stated that the overall design is compatible with the surrounding architecture, and that the 
new building is situated on the lot in a manner that addresses the street in an urban manner.  He stated 
the building would be clad in brick on four sides, and that the roof shape is similar to others in the 
neighborhood.  Mr. Bettis stated that the applicant, Alva Bost, was present to speak on the item. 

Mr. Bettis recommended that the Preservation Board overturn the administrative denial of the building 
permit for new construction of the one-story residential care facility located at 2422-24 North Sarah 
Street with the stipulations that final plans, details and materials be reviewed and approved by the 
Cultural Resources Office. He also stated that the Alderwoman was in general support of the project. 

No additional testimony was provided by the applicant. 

 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

• 2422-2424 North Sarah Street is located in The Ville Local Historic District. 

• The applicant has received a variance from the Board of Adjustment to allow for the proposed 
use as a residential care facility. 

• The design of the proposed 1-story building complies with the requirements for new 
construction in The Ville Historic District Standards. 

• The new facility will be constructed up to the building line along North Sarah, matching the 
adjacent buildings and maintaining an appropriate context. 

 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

After due consideration and after weighing each piece of evidence and making a determination of the 
credibility of the witnesses, the Board made a determination as to the substance and credibility of the 
evidence and exhibits.  

The Preservation Board moved to overturn the administrative denial of the building permit for the 
construction of the one-story residential care facility located at 2422-24 North Sarah Street with the 
stipulations that final plans, details, and materials be reviewed and approved by the Cultural Resource 
Office. The motion was made by Board Member Killeen and seconded by Board Member Hamilton. 
Board Member Weber requested the previous roll.  Board Member Hamilton seconded. The motion 
passed 7-0, with Board Members Killeen, Hamilton, Richardson, Allen, Weber, Robinson and Alderman 
Coatar in favor of the motion and Board Member Weber in opposition. Chairman Callow abstained.  

By Order of the Preservation Board 



Cultural Resources Office  
 
E. 4069 Flad Avenue, Shaw Neighborhood Certified Local Historic District  
 
Owner/Applicant:  Scott Mitchell & Erin Curran 
Plan:  Appeal of Director’s Denial to retain an 8 foot tall privacy fence and construct 

a new 8 foot tall privacy fence 
 
PROCEEDINGS 
On April 25, 2022 the Preservation Board of the City of St. Louis met, pursuant to Ordinance #64689 of 
the City Code, to consider an appeal of a Director’s Denial to retain an 8 foot tall privacy fence and to 
construct a new 8 foot tall privacy fence at 4069 Flad Avenue, located within the boundaries of the Shaw 
Neighborhood Historic District.  
 
Board members Richard Callow (Chair), Tiffany Hamilton, Mike Killeen, Anthony Robinson, Michael Allen, 
David Weber, David Richardson, and Alderman Jack Coatar were present for the testimony for this 
agenda item.  
 
Andrea Gagen of the Cultural Resources Office was sworn in and entered into the record Ordinance 
64689, as amended by Ordinance 64925; Ordinance 57688, as amended by Ordinance #59400, which 
sets forth the standards for the Shaw Neighborhood Local Historic District, and in particular the sections 
that pertain to Structures; the agenda; the PowerPoint; and her presentation. 
 
Ms. Gagen stated that in August 2021 the Cultural Resources Office had received a complaint regarding 
the construction of a fence taller than 6 feet being erected without a permit. It was observed that an 8 
foot tall horizontal wood fence had been erected on the east property line. The owners were sent a 
violation letter and subsequently applied for a permit to retain that fence and to erect an 8 foot fence 
on the west side as well. Ms. Gagen also pointed out that the handrail on the existing porch would be of 
the same fencing material which was not in keeping with the historic district standards. She said the 
permit was denied and the applicant appealed to the Preservation Board. At its November 22, 2021 
meeting, the Preservation Board overturned the Director’s denial  with the stipulation that  a fence of 
up to 6 feet tall be erected on the west side. The Board urged the appellant to work with the staff to 
either recess the fence slightly from the retaining wall or come up with design details acceptable to 
staff. Ms. Gagen stated that the Cultural Resources Office worked on a compromise proposal after that 
hearing that was presented to the owners. The owners rejected the proposal, preferring their own plan. 
 
Ms. Gagen stated that the owners applied for a new permit application for their original plan. She said 
that the permit was denied as it did not comply with the historic district standards and the owners 
appealed the decision. Ms. Gagen pointed out that the wall on the west property line would sit atop an 
approximately 4 foot retaining wall, and with an 8 foot fence on top it would create a 12 foot black wall 
at the street. She also reiterated that the fencing material across the porch, which would serve as a 
handrail, was not compatible with the historic district. 
 
Ms. Gagen stated that the Cultural Resources Office had received letters from Alderwoman Annie Rice, 
the Shaw Neighborhood Improvement Association, and the owners on the south side of the 4000 block 
of Flora Place, all in support of the proposed fencing. 
 



Scott Mitchell and Erin Curran, owners, testified on their own behalf. Mr. Mitchell stated that Ms. Gagen 
has summarized the timeline and that it was his mistake that the first fence was built without a permit. 
Mr. Mitchell made a presentation showing the location of several 8 foot tall fences in the neighborhood. 
He also showed photos of 8 foot fences close to his property, along with the Cultural Resources Office 
proposal and his proposal. Mr. Mitchell stated they had a desire for privacy, safety and a nice cohesive 
look. He stated that in the proposed compromise, the handrail would be behind a built-in-place couch 
made of tiger wood. Mr. Mitchell stated that the handrail was not necessary for function because of the 
built-in couch. He stated that the fence design throughout gives it a cohesive look, and that a 6 foot 
fence would eliminate some of the desired privacy and would not be cohesive. Mr. Mitchell stated that 
he and Ms. Curran had received support from the Alderwoman and the Shaw Neighborhood 
Improvement Association, and that Kate Klimut was present to speak. He said that they had received 
letters from other neighbors. 
 
Ms. Curran stated that Thurman was a major thoroughfare between Magnolia and Shaw. She said that 
with privacy and security concerns, that extra height would give her a little more safety and less 
exposure. Ms. Curran stated that there are a lot of people who traverse the area and that they have had 
some vandalism, broken windows, etc., so in their location, extra height adds safety.  
 
Kate Klimut, from the Shaw Neighborhood Improvement Association, testified on the owners’ behalf.  
She stated that Alderwoman Rice now supports the approval of the owners’ plans and that the 
neighbors on the south side of the 4000 block of Flora Place are in support. Ms. Klimut stated that SNIA 
knows that it is not within the historic standards but because they did such a great job with the 
approved garage, they would like the owners to have the privacy that is needed because the owners’ 
back porch/back deck is right above the built-in garage that was original to the house. She said that she 
believed that dropping the fence down would make the deck visible from the street and passing cars. 
 
Ms. Gagen addressed the 8 foot tall fences shown in the owners’ PowerPoint presentation. Going 
through the addresses mentioned by the owners, she stated that 3970 Flad and 3969 Shenandoah did 
not have permits for fencing. Ms. Gagen said that 4100 Russell had a permit for a 6 foot tall fence, so the 
8 foot fence was in violation of that permit. She also stated that the 8 foot concrete wall at 2110 
Thurman was approved by the Preservation Board. 
 
FINDINGS OF FACTS 
The Board finds that: 

• The proposed site for the fencing, 4069 Flad Avenue, is located in the Shaw Local Historic 
District.  

• The existing/proposed height of the fencing is 8 feet, which exceeds the height allowed under 
the Shaw Neighborhood Historic District standards. 

• The Alderwoman, the neighborhood group and the owners on the 4000 block of Flora Place all 
support the owners’ proposal.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
After due consideration and after weighing each piece of evidence and making a determination of the 
credibility of the witnesses, the Board has made a determination as to the substance and credibility of 
the evidence and exhibits.  
The Preservation Board moved to overturn the Director’s Denial. Board Member Hamilton made the 
motion, which was seconded by Board Member Weber. The motion passed 7-0 with Board Members Allen, 



Weber, Richardson, Killeen, Hamilton, Robinson, and Alderman Coatar in support.  Chairman Callow 
abstained from voting.  

 
By Order of the Preservation Board 
Cultural Resources Office 
 
Board member Weber moved to adjourn the meeting. Board member Hamilton seconded. The vote was 
unanimous. The meeting adjourned at 5:28 p.m. 
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