REVISED AGENDA
The City of Beaufort
HISTORIC DISTRICT REVIEW BOARD
Wednesday, April 14, 2021, 2:00 P.M.
City Hall, Planning Conference Room – 1911 Boundary Street, Beaufort, SC
Please click the link below to join the webinar:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85981614158?pwd=ZFBMUVlmcGx5ZXAxSWVPYTdvSkNVQT09
Password: 887420
Meeting ID: 859 8161 4158
Call in Phone# 1+929 205 6099
STATEMENT OF MEDIA NOTIFICATION: “In accordance with South Carolina Code of Laws, 1976,
Section 30-4-80(d), as amended, all local media were duly notified of the time, date, place, and agenda of this
meeting.”
Note: A project will not be reviewed if the applicant or representative is not present at the meeting.
I.

Call to Order:

II.

Executive Session
A.

III.

Approval of Minutes:

A.
IV.

Update and consolidation of the Beaufort Preservation Manuals and Above Ground Historic
Resources Survey - Brad Roeder, AIA, John Milner Architects, Inc.

Old Business:
A.

VI.

March 10, 2021 Meeting Minutes

Presentation:
A.

V.

To obtain legal briefing on pending litigation

Demolition Letter to City Council

New Business:
A.

1214 Duke Street, PIN R120 004 000 1012 0000, Alteration
Applicant: Johan Niemand, JHN-Residential Building Design (21-07 HRB.1)
The applicant is requesting Final approval for a porch enclosure to create a new dining room.

B.

808 Charles Street, PIN R120 004 000 0392 0000, New Construction
Applicant: Allison Ramsey Architects
The applicant is requesting Final approval for construction of a single-family residence on a vacant parcel.

VII.

Adjournment

Historic District Review Board
Meeting Minutes – March 10, 2021

1 CALL TO ORDER

0:16

A meeting of the Historic District Review Board was held via Zoom on March 10, 2021 at 2:02 pm.

2 ATTENDEES
Members in attendance: John Dickerson (Chairman), Bill Allison (Vice-Chair), Stacy Applegate,
Katherine Pringle, and Chuck Symes.
Staff in attendance: Jeremy Tate (Meadors Architecture), Dan Frazier (City of Beaufort Senior
Planner of Community and Economic Development) and David Prichard (City of Beaufort Director of
Community and Economic Development)

3 REVIEW OF MINUTES

0:26

All Historic District Review Board Meeting minutes are recorded, and can be found on the City’s website at
http://www.cityofbeaufort.org/AgendaCenter. Audio recordings are available upon request by contacting the
City Clerk, Ivette Burgess at 843-525-7018 or by email at iburgess@cityofbeaufort.org.

Motion: Ms. Pringle made a motion to substitute the new February 10, 2021 meeting minutes for the
published February 10, 2021 meeting minutes; seconded by Mr. Symes. The motion passed
unanimously.
Motion: Mr. Allison made a motion to approve the February 10, 2021 meeting minutes; seconded by
Ms. Pringle. The motion passed with a vote of 4:1; Mr. Symes abstained for not being present.

4 OLD BUSINESS

2:06

A. 211 Charles Street, PIN R120 004 000 0909 0000, Major Demolition
Applicant: Arnie McClure, Coast Architects, Inc. (21-02 HRB.1)
The applicant is requesting approval for demolition of the existing structure.
Discussion on how to proceed with the public comments took place.
Motion: Mr. Symes made a motion to have public comment heard on the 211 Charles Street
demolition project; seconded by Ms. Pringle. The motion passed with a vote of 3:2 (Mr.
Page 1

Allison nay; Ms. Applegate yea; Ms. Pringle yea; Mr. Symes yea; and Mr. Dickerson nay).
The Board took a 10-minute break.
The Board reconvened at 2:45 pm.

21:24
38:05

The chairman, John Dickerson, invited public comment.
Motion: Mr. Allison made a motion to approve the demolition request on the condition that
the demolition permit will not be issued until after a building permit is issued for the
replacement building; seconded by Mr. Symes. The motion passed unanimously.
B. 1107 Bay Street, PIN R120 004 000 845A 0000, New Construction
Applicant: Cooter Ramsey, Allison Ramsey Architects (21-09 HRB.1)
The applicant is requesting Final approval to construct a 3-unit dwelling.
Mr. Allison recused himself from this project.
The Board took a five-minute break.
The chairman, John Dickerson, invited the public comment.
Motion: Mr. Symes made a motion to grant final approval to the project at 1107 Bay Street
with taking into consideration staff’s comment except for item 12 regarding how the columns
are placed and the motion also includes approval of the powdered coating railing on the
building as referenced in item 14.
Ms. Pringle asked that the motion be amended to also omit item #11 based on the applicant’s
explanation.
Mr. Symes amended his motion to include omitting item 11.
The motion was seconded by Ms. Applegate. The motion passed unanimously with 1 recusal.
Mr. Allison returned at this time.

5 NEW BUSINESS
A. Review of Draft Demolition Letter to City Council

2:00:27
2:46:19

Ms. Applegate spoke about the letter and what initiated it.
The Chairman asked that the other Board members send him their final comments so he can
re-draft the letter prior to the letter being forwarded to Council. Adjournment 3:22:14
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Motion: Mr. Symes made a motion to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Ms. Pringle. The motion
passed unanimously. The meeting ended at 5:25 pm.

Chair

Date of approval
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DEMOLITON LETTER TO COUNCIL

April 1, 2021
Beaufort Mayor and City Council
City of Beaufort
1911 Boundary Street
Beaufort, SC 29902
RE: Amending the Demolition Process and Expiration Period
Dear Mayor and Council Members,
Currently any demolition approvals and permits issued by the City of Beaufort have no
expiration (p 182 of the Beaufort Code). There are also other issues that need to be addressed.
In the past, demolition permits have been approved and property owners have not taken action in
a timely manner. When an owner receives approval to demolish a structure, action should be
taken to demolish and therefore prevent further hazardous or unsafe conditions to the property.
The Historic District Review Board (HRB) is recommending the following concepts be used to
amend the demolition process:
1. Start the Demolition information with a definition. The Charleston BAR uses;
“Demolition is defined as the removal of an entire structure or a substantial portion of a
structure visible from the public right-of-way or a substantial portion of features of a
structure that are visible from the public rights-of-way that define its historic architectural
character, such as roofs, columns, balustrades, chimneys, siding, windows, doors, shutters,
site walls, fences and other unique architectural features, which if lost, would compromise
the historic architectural character of the structure.”

2. The entire ordinance should be in one place inside the Beaufort Code. Currently,
parts are scattered around in different areas.
3. Impose a 24-month limit on demolition after HRB approval and issuance of The
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA). The owner is required to receive a demolition
permit and complete the process of demolition and cleanup after demolition, prior to
the expiration of the approval period. This limitation is complimentary to the
limitation of the Certificate of Appropriateness and other City of Beaufort permit
periods (p. 182 of the Beaufort Code).
4.

Demolition Approvals will not be automatically extended. Extending the period
would require review by the HRB and be limited to one 12-month period.
In a broader context with regard to all COA’s, if a demolition needs to come back
before the board for an extension after the 24 months then the same rule should be
applied to a renovation/addition. The same logic applies if a structure is or has
become historically contributing in the two year time frame. Therefore, extending a
COA of any modification to a structure, that is contributing, is the responsibility of
the HRB.

5. The HRB may impose a restriction on the Demolition Approval to require that the
Demolition Permit only be issued by the City when the replacement building is
approved by the board and the Building Permit is issued.
Note: The term “may” in this context is purposeful. If a structure is approved for
demolition because it is not recoverable, then there doesn’t have to be a building that
replaces it.
6. Demolition approval for contributing Historic structures will be based on the
structural integrity of the historic building and other compelling information.
7. Demolition for non-contributing structures may be approved provided clear reasons
warrant demolition for the good of projects that enhance the community.
We appreciate your consideration of our recommendations to the change the demolition process
and expiration period.
Sincerely,
John Dickerson, Chairman
Stacy Applegate
Historic District Review Board

Bill Allison, Architect
Katherine Pringle

Chuck Symes

CITY STAFF INTRODUCTION
1214 DUKE STREET

PROJECT LOCATION - 1214 DUKE STREET

APPLICANT PRESENTATION
1214 DUKE STREET

Meredith Jacobs
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Johan Niemand <info@jhn-residential.com>
Monday, March 1, 2021 3:37 PM
Meredith Jacobs
Jeremy Tate; Heather Spade; Dan Frazier; Julie Bachety
RE: 1214 Duke Street - HRB Application Completeness Review
SD100 - Murphy_Bryan_Sketch Design_03-01-2021.pdf; SD101 - Murphy_Bryan_Sketch Design_
03-01-2021.pdf; SD102 - Murphy_Bryan_Sketch Design_03-01-2021.pdf; SD103 Murphy_Bryan_Sketch Design_03-01-2021.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.
Good afternoon Meredith,
I have attached the additional information to enable you to complete your review. Please note: The
owner has decided to forgo a direct vent fireplace, instead he intends to either, use a vent-less gas
fireplace, or an electric fireplace, in the future.
Please let me know if you need any further information.
Regards
Johan Niemand
JHN - Residential Building Design
JHN - Residential LLC
73 Sams Point Road
Beaufort, SC 29907
843.605.6168
www.jhn-residential.com
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Sketch Design Package

SD100
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SD102
SD103
Cover Sheet
Plans, Perspectives, & Elevations
Elevations/Site Plan & Photos
Building & Wall Sections
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1214 Duke St, Beaufort, SC 29902

All plan & elevation dimensions to be site verified before construction commences.

Copyright 2020: JHN-Residential LLC, All rights Reserved

The Existing Murphy Residence

Disclaimer: All drawings were prepared and provided with express understanding that structural integrity would be checked by third party, either lumber supplier or structural engineer.
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All plan & elevation dimensions to be site verified before construction commences.
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As-built Survey/ Site Plan
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All plan & elevation dimensions to be site verified before construction commences.

Existing South Elevation

Location of Addition
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Plan & Photos

Disclaimer: All drawings were prepared and provided with express understanding that structural integrity would be checked by third party, either lumber supplier or structural engineer.
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1214 Duke St, Beaufort, SC 29902

The Existing Murphy Residence

View from West, North-West
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Existing North Elevation
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King stud

P.T. Trim To match

King stud
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Trim To match Interior

Copyright 2020: JHN-Residential LLC, All rights Reserved

Jack studs

Siding Color To match Existing
OSB Sheathing

3 1/2" Open Cell Foam Insulation R13

Trim To match Interior

All plan & elevation dimensions to be site verified before construction commences.
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Open Cell foam Insulation R19
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Detail @ New Jambs & Mulled Windows
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B
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Disclaimer: All drawings were prepared and provided with express understanding that structural integrity would be checked by third party, either lumber supplier or structural engineer.

Jack stud

PAGES FROM THE PRESERVATION MANUAL SUPPLEMENT
INSERTED BY STAFF FOR REFERENCE
Roofs
The porch roof may be separate from or a continuation of
the house roof. Hip, shed, or gable roofs are appropriate,
depending upon the type of house. Hipped roofs are often
found on the porches of grander houses such as 1113
Craven Street. Shed roofs appear most commonly on more
modest houses such as the bungalow at 712 East Street.
Gable roofs appear on narrower porches at the entrance
facades of grander houses such as the Verdier house, Tabby
Manse, and 1203 Bay Street, pulled out from the main block
of a hipped-roof house. This hierarchy of roof-type should
be followed in the design of porches for new construction.

Exc12ssive Length of
Metal Drip Edge

Partially Obscures Comice

Porch Ceilings
Although there are examples in the Historic Beaufort District of
panelled porch ceilings (such as 705 Washington Street), wood
tongue-and-groove board-and-bead is generally the most
historically appropriate material and is recommended. For
early twentieth century porches, especially those on Bungalow
houses, plywood-and-batten porch ceilings may be
appropriate. In any case, as with all porch repairs, it is best to
repair existing fabric in-kind unless strong evidence warrants
otherwise.

Cornice
The detail of the porch cornice should not be obscured by
the addition of gutters or inappropriate roof-edge flashing.
(See the description of pole gutters in Chapter 8.) Repair
and replacement should be in-kind, which may entail
custom millwork. Stock molding profiles may be available to
build-up the proper cornice profile. The design of the porch
cornice for new construction should be based on the design
of porch cornices on similar adjacent houses in the Historic
Beaufort District.

Enclosing front porches or prominently visible porches in th.e
Historic Beaufort District in wood and glass or wood frame and
screens is inappropriate. Enclosing rear and side porches is
not recommended. If rear or side porches must be enclosed,
the enclosure should reflect the massing, the proportion of
solid to void, of the existing porch. That is, porch enclosures
should be transparent, and not opaque.
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PAGES FROM THE PRESERVATION MANUAL SUPPLEMENT
INSERTED BY STAFF FOR REFERENCE

No

The wood frame and glass or screen assembly must be
behind the existing column and balustrade so as not to
obscure important architectural elements. Horizontal
framing members should be placed at balustrade height, so
as not to introduce visible horizontal elements where none
existed before. Vertical framing members should be located
directly behind existing porch columns. Vertical mullions
should divide porch bays evenly into halves, thirds, or
quarters. The porch enclosure at 611 New Street, while
successfully respecting the architectural elements of the
existing porch, fails to reflect the massing, the relationship of
solid to void, of the existing porch.
Sed:.lon

Porch

Encfo,1H!.!Ire

In the case of screened enclosures, screens should be fastened
with easily removed screws or wing nuts, to permit ease of
maintenance. Screens themselves should be framed in wood.
If aluminum is used, it should be painted out, as above.
Screen doors should be wood frame and as simple as possible.
The color of the door itself may match the columns and
balusirade. Any horizontal rails in the door of a porch
enclosure should align with the horizontal rail of the balustrade.

If required, visible framing for enclosures should be painted
in a matte finish and in a color to match the screening, or to
match the glass. The new framing of the enclosure should
be painted in a dark color compatible with that of the screen
or glass, rather than the color of the existing columns and
balustrade. The latter elements are major architectural
features which express the rhythm of the building's structure,
and should not be confused with the later infill. Do not use
tinted or reflective glass.

-33-

Historic Review Board Meeting
Staff Report

From the Department of Community and Economic Development
14 April 2021

1 SUMMARY OF REQUEST
1214 Duke Street, Alteration
Applicant: Johan Niemand / JHN-Residential Building Design
The applicant is requesting Final approval for a porch enclosure to create a new dining room.
This is a non-contributing structure in the Historic Conservation Neighborhood and the Northwest
Quadrant.
Background: This is the first submission for the currently proposed porch enclosure. This home was built
in 2011.

2 FACTS
Property Address:
Parcel ID:
Case Number:
Applicant:
Type of Request:
Zoning:
Use:

1214 Duke Street
R120 004 000 1012 0000
21-07 HRB.1
Johan Niemand / JHN-Residential Building Design
Porch Enclosure to create dining room
T4-HN
Single-Family Residential

District Development Standards for T4-HN:
• Minimum Lot Size: 4,000 SF
• Setback requirements – Primary Structure:
 Front – average prevailing setback on
block
 Rear setback – 15’ minimum
 Side Interior – 6’
 Side Corner/Alley – 5’ min., no max.
• Frontage Build out: 75% Max.

References:
•
•
•

The Beaufort Preservation Manual
The Beaufort Preservation Manual Supplement
The Northwest Quadrant Design Principles

3 STAFF COMMENTS
Staff Acknowledgements:
•

This house is of more recent construction. From online research, Staff believes it was built in
2011 and is therefore not historic.

•

This project proposes no changes to the existing site or landscaping, as the extents of the
project are all within the existing footprint of the house.

•

Porch enclosure acknowledgements:
o

Page 32 of the Preservation Manual Supplement makes the following statements, which
apply to all historic and non-historic structures in the Historic District:
 “If rear and side porches must be enclosed, the enclosure should reflect the
massing, the proportion of solid to void, of the existing porch. That is, porch
enclosures should be transparent, and not opaque.”
 “The wood frame and glass or screen assembly must be behind the existing
column and balustrade so as not to obscure important architectural elements.
Horizontal framing members should be placed at balustrade height, so as not to
introduce visible horizontal elements where none existed before. Vertical
framing members should be located directly behind existing porch columns.
Vertical mullions should divide porch bays evenly into halves, thirds, or
quarters.”
 “If required, visible framing for enclosures should be painted in a matte finish
and in a color to match the screening, or to match the glass. The new framing of
the enclosure should be painted in a dark color compatible with that of the
screen or glass rather than the color of the existing columns and balustrade. The
latter elements are major architectural features which express the rhythm of
the building’s structure and should not be confused with the later infill. Do not
use tinted or reflective glass.”
 “The color of the door itself may match the columns and balustrade. Any
horizontal rails in the door of a porch enclosure should align with the horizontal
rail of the balustrade.”

•

Page 39 of the Northwest Quadrant Design Principles make the following statements, which
apply to all historic and non-historic structures in the Northwest Quadrant:
o

“Enclosing [a porch] with glass may…be acceptable. Using a solid material is not
appropriate.”

o

“Maintain the character defining features of a porch if enclosing it with glass. It is
preferred that porch piers and balustrades still be seen after a porch has been enclosed.
The transparent nature of glass will still allow the porch to read as an open element.”

Staff Conditions:
1. The proposed porch enclosure is not compliant with the intent of the Beaufort Preservation
Manual Supplement and the Northwest Quadrant Design Guidelines. The walls of the enclosure
must be installed behind the existing porch columns and balustrade per the referenced
standards above, and the relationship of solid and void should better match that which exists on
the current screened in porch. All infill related to a porch enclosure should be positioned such
that it recedes back from faces of columns and beams so that the original porch is always visibly
apparent.
2. Staff recommends altering the design to maintain the existing balustrade and build the infill
walls behind it and the columns as illustrated on page 33 of the Preservation Manual
Supplement.
3. Staff recommends making the infill wall as transparent as possible, with vertical mullions
introduced minimally, only to set proper window proportions. Staff recommends placing one
horizontal framing member at balustrade height, as recommended by the Beaufort Preservation
Manual Supplement, to separate the upper transparent portion from the lower transparent
portion.
4. Detail C on Sheet SD103 (Detail at New Jambs and Mulled Windows) shows that the edge of the
plywood sheathing will be visible between the exterior window trim and the window jamb.
Applicant to ensure that the windows are detailed to obscure the sheathing from view and
protect it from water intrusion that will cause deterioration over time.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Conceptual Approval with noted conditions.

CITY STAFF INTRODUCTION
808 CHARLES STREET

PROJECT LOCATION - 808 CHARLES STREET

Google Earth Imagery
808 Charles Street

Staff Site Visit Photos

Staff Site Visit Photos

Staff Site Visit Photos

APPLICANT PRESENTATION
808 CHARLES STREET

February 10, 2021
Durso Residence – 808 Charles Street, Beaufort SC
Re: Color and Material List
Siding – Hardi-plank, 6” reveal, smooth – SW077 – White
Trim, pickets, fascia, etc – Hardi-trim, smooth – SW077 – White
Columns – P.T. Hollow Wood Columns – SW077 – White
Stucco Base and Chimney – Smooth, Sand Finsh – Bone (light beige in color)
Windows – Marvin Integrity – White
Roof – 5V Metal Roof – Evergreen
Top Handrail – Evergreen color match to roof
Porch floor – P.T. T&G Decking – SW6250 – Granite Peak
Porch Ceiling – Smooth plywood with 1x4 patterned trim – SW6792 – Minor Blue
Entry Door and upper level porch door – Mahogany

PO Box 1863

BEAUFORT, SC 29902

843.986.0559

www.allisonramseyarchitects.com

PO Box 1863

BEAUFORT, SC 29902

843.986.0559

www.allisonramseyarchitects.com

PO Box 1863

BEAUFORT, SC 29902

843.986.0559

www.allisonramseyarchitects.com

PO Box 1863

BEAUFORT, SC 29902

843.986.0559

www.allisonramseyarchitects.com

201 Red Oaks Way • Ridgeland, SC 29936
Telephone: 843.208.2433 • Fax: 843.208.2430
Website: www.4mmetals.com

Historic Review Board Meeting
Staff Report

From the Department of Community and Economic Development
14 April 2021

1 SUMMARY OF REQUEST
808 Charles Street, New Construction
Applicant: Cooter Ramsey / Allison Ramsey Architects
The applicant is requesting Final approval for construction of a single-family residence on a vacant parcel.
The subject property is in the Historic Preservation Neighborhood.
Background: This is the first submission for the currently proposed construction of a single-family
residence.

2 FACTS
Property Address:
Parcel ID:
Case Number:
Applicant:
Type of Request:
Zoning:
Use:

808 Charles Street
R120 004 000 0392 0000
21-08 HRB.1
Cooter Ramsey / Allison Ramsey Architects
New construction of single-family residence
T4-N
Vacant

District Development Standards for T4-N:
•
Minimum Lot Size: n/a
•
Setback requirements – Primary Structure:

Front – 0’ min., 15’max.

Rear setback – 10’ min.

Side Interior – 5’
•
Frontage Build out: 60% min., 85% max.
•
Impervious Surface Coverage: 70% maximum
for rooftops, additional 10% allowed
•
Permitted Uses: Single Family Dwelling is
permitted by right in the T4-N zoning
classification.
References:
• The Beaufort Code
• The Beaufort Preservation Manual
• The Beaufort Preservation Manual
Supplement

3 STAFF COMMENTS
Staff Acknowledgements
•

The proposed development meets all Beaufort Code Section 2.4.1 Development Standards for
the T4-N district with one exception as referenced in Staff Condition 1 below.

•

The proposed development meets all Section 4 Building Design and Infill Standards for single
family detached homes as referenced in Section 4.5.4.

•

No specimen trees or Landmark Trees are impacted or removed due to this proposed
development. A Certified Arborist Report is not required.

•

Staff feels that this project is a positive addition to the Historic Preservation Neighborhood. The
proposed residence draws upon the proportion and number of bays in surrounding buildings as
required in Section 4.6.1.B of the Beaufort Code and page 42 of the Beaufort Preservation
Manual.

•

Staff finds the proposed use of cementitious siding, trim, pickets, fascia, etc., to be acceptable
on this structure since it is new construction. Similarly, Staff finds the proposed 5V metal roof to
be acceptable for this structure since it is new construction.

•

Staff is in support of the proposed hogspen lattice screening and the proposed mechanical
screens.

Staff Conditions:
1. Section 2.4.1.A.4 of the Beaufort Code requires a 60% minimum and 85% maximum frontage
build-out in the T4-N district. The lot frontage is 64.9 feet, and the proposed residence is 27.4
feet wide at the frontage. Per Section 2.5.1.B.5, 6 feet of the 12-foot shared drive is exempt
from the frontage build-out requirement and may be subtracted from the total lot width to
determine the frontage build-out percentage. The resulting frontage build-out percentage of
45.9% (27.4 feet/58.9 feet) does not meet the 60% minimum requirement.
However, Section 9.10.2.A.3.A grants the Historic Review Board (HRB) the authority to authorize
a variance of up to 35% from any numerical standard set forth in Section 2. The 35% variance
calculates out to a minimum frontage build-out of 39%, resulting in the proposed frontage buildout of 45.9% being in compliance. The design exception requirement of public notice in a local
newspaper and posted notice on the property 15 days prior to the public meeting has been met.
The Board’s consideration of the variance should be in an action prior to consideration of the
request for final approval. Section 9.10.2.A.3.b. provides the HRB with the following review
criteria:
b. Review Criteria: The HRB may approve an application for a Design Exception where it
reasonably determines that there will be no significant negative impact upon residents of
surrounding property, or upon the general public. The board shall consider the following
criteria in its review:

i.

Compatibility: The proposed exception is appropriate for its location. It is compatible
with the character of surrounding properties and the development permitted by the
zoning of the surrounding properties, and will not reduce property values of
surrounding properties.
ii. No Adverse Impact: The design of the proposed exception minimizes adverse effects
including visual impacts of the proposed use on surrounding properties; furthermore,
the proposed exception does not create a nuisance for surrounding properties.
iii. Consistency with Adopted Plans: The proposed development is in general conformity
with the City’s Comprehensive Plan, Civic Master Plan and other plans officially adopted
by the City.

2. Page 28 of the Beaufort Preservation Manual Supplement states that “The rhythm of the bays,
as established by the porch columns, should follow the rhythm of the solids and voids of the
house façade behind it.” The centerlines of the doors on the first-floor front porch and the doors
on the side porch do not align with the centerlines of the proposed column bays in front of
them. Applicant to ensure alignment in these areas.
3. Regarding proposed windows, Staff understands that Marvin Integrity has been replaced by
Marvin Elevate. Staff is in support of both Marvin Integrity and Marvin Elevate for this project.
Since cut sheets have not been provided, applicant to note that if windows are wood windows,
they must follow the guidelines on page 37 of the Preservation Manual Supplement, which state
that “ In the case of new construction, use only true muntins for all wood windows in the
proposed Historic Beaufort District”. If the windows are to be aluminum or fiberglass clad, the
windows should have simulated divided lights with shadow bars.
4. P. 30 of the Beaufort Preservation Manual Supplement states that “In the case of … a new porch
floor, tongue and groove wood flooring laid with a maximum 1/16” gap between boards is
recommended to allow for expansion and prevent buckling. This should be fully back-primed
prior to installation….The ends of the porch floor boards should receive wood edging.” Applicant
to ensure and demonstrate compliance with this section of the Supplement. Staff recommends
the applicant use tongue and groove wood flooring on both the first and second level porches.
5. Staff recommends that the applicant restudy the detailing of the stucco walls around the chimney
and consider adding a drainage plane behind stucco with ventilation at top and bottom to
elongate the lifespan of the stucco and to provide appropriate ventilation over the proposed
wood frame construction. Applicant to ensure proper and appropriate weather resistive barrier
(WRB) for stucco over wood wall framed system.
6. No cut sheet was submitted for exterior doors, but the entry door and upper-level porch door
are noted as Mahogany on the Color and Material List. Applicant to clarify if these doors and the
exterior doors on the rear porch are all proposed to be wood doors. Staff supports wood doors
with true divided lights. Applicant to submit cut sheet for doors or more detailed drawings of
doors that indicate proposed profiles, panels, muntins, etc.
7. Applicant to clarify the proposed color of the siding, trim, and columns. The number included on
the application is actually the number for Sherwin Williams “Classic French Gray”, but the color
is labeled as “White” in the application. Staff supports the use of white but asks the applicant to

clarify this color selection so that the record for this project is correct. Staff is otherwise in
support of the proposed color selections.
8. Staff prefers that the porch column and foundation details be altered so that the column base
extents align with the outside face of the foundation wall below. The top of the first-floor
column is correctly detailed, as it aligns with the outside face of the architrave above it. Since
the columns are not tapered, the outside face of the second-floor column and the outside face
of the first-floor column should not align. Rather, the second-floor column should be of a slightly
smaller size and should be aligned with the centerline of the first-floor column below it. The
neck of the second-floor column should then align with the outside faces of the architrave
above.
9. Applicant to submit cut sheets for final doors, windows, siding, railings, exterior ceiling fans, and
all exterior lighting fixtures to Staff for review once finalized.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Final Approval with noted conditions.

