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MEMORANDUM: 
 
TO: Historic District Review Board 
 
FROM: Betsy Poulin, Deputy City Planner 
 
DATE: March 14, 2018 
 
RE: Window Replacement - 18 Crosby Street  
 
 
SUMMARY OF REQUEST 
 
Request: The request is for a Historic Preservation Certificate review as per section 300-316.5 
of the Augusta Land Use Ordinance. The applicant proposes to replace windows on an 
existing four unit residential apartment building. Window replacement is required due to 
lead abatement standards. Existing wooden windows are proposed to be replaced with 
Harvey Majesty wooden windows, painted black, with simulated divided light to match the 
existing configuration (which is either 6/6 or 2/1), double glazed clear glass and half screens.  
 
Owner: Terry Berry  
 
Applicant: Randy Trefethen, Renovate Right Construction (Agent) 
 
Location: 18 Crosby Street  
 
Base Zoning: High Density Residential District (RC) 
 
Historic Overlay District: Crosby Street 
 
Contributing Building: Yes 
 
Individually NR Listed: No 
 
Planning Board Project: No 
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SUMMARY OF SUBMITTAL PACKAGE 
 
In the submittal package the applicant has provided the Historic District Review Board with the 
following items: 

1. Historic Preservation Certificate Application 
2. Commercial Building Permit Application 
3. Images of Building and Proposed Window Replacement Locations 
4. Window Cut-Sheet 

 
Areas of Concern 
 

1. None. Some of the windows and the door proposed for replacement in the application 
package are not visible from the street, therefore do not require review by the Historic 
District Review Board. These include Apartment 1/A – Side C; Apartment 2 – Side C; 
and the door on the southern side of the building. 

 
Code Enforcement Review 
 

1. Code Enforcement does not see any issues with the door and window replacements 
proposed. Window sizes meet egress requirements. 

 
 
Crosby Street Historic District 
 
The National Register paperwork states that 18 Crosby Street is the William Hunt House, c. 
1830-1835.  Attached are excerpts from: 
 

1. National Register - Crosby Street Historic District (1986) 
 
 
CRITERIA FOR REVIEW OF A HISTORIC PRESERVATION CERTIFICATE 
(Section 300-316.5 of the LUO) 
 
Standards of Evaluation (Section 300-316.5.O of the LUO) 
 
Four types of projects are reviewed in this section 

1. Reconstruction, renovation and alteration 
2. Construction of new buildings and other structures in historic districts 
3. Visual compatibility factors for new construction and additions  
4. Demolition or removal  

 
Review by the Board will be conducted for the first type of project, reconstruction renovation 
and alteration.  
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Section 300-316.5.O(1). General. 
 
(a) The Board’s areas of focus shall be matters affecting the maintenance of historic 

structures, the protection of archaeological resources, and the preservation of the historic 
character of viewscapes. 

(b) The standards of evaluation described below and elsewhere in this section (Historic 
Districts) are intended for the evaluation of contributing properties. Changes to a 
noncontributing property are considered only insofar as they may affect the historic 
integrity of the viewscape or the district as a whole. 

 

 
Southern and eastern facades, view facing west from Crosby Street. 

 
Section 300-316.5.O(2). Reconstruction, renovation and alteration. 
 
(a) Except as specified in Subsection L (Activities not requiring an historic preservation 

certificate), a structure designated as an historic landmark or site or a structure located in 
a designated historic district, or related structures or improvements, such as walls, 
fences, lights fixtures, steps, or paving located in a designated historic district, shall not 
be altered, and no historic preservation certificate shall be issued for such actions unless 
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these actions will preserve or enhance the historical and architectural character of the 
structure, and are visually compatible with the viewscape.  

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
the proposed window replacements match the style, character and size of the existing windows. 
The existing window frames will not be altered. 

 

 
Eastern and northern facades, viewed from the intersection of Crosby Street and Crosby Place. 

 
(b) Every reasonable effort shall be made to use a property for its originally intended 

purpose or to provide compatible use for a property that requires minimal alteration to 
the character-defining features of the structure or site and its environment. When NFPA 
Life Safety 101 Code modifications subject to the Historic District Ordinance are made to 
a structure, every effort shall be made to accommodate the standards of the Historic 
District Ordinance while meeting the NFPA Life Safety 101 Code requirements. The 
Board shall review the cost of complying with the NFPA Life Safety 101 Codes and 
determine that the changes made have the least impact possible on the historic 
characteristics of the structure, while still enabling the building to generate a reasonable 
return to the owner. In cases where the originally intended purpose of the structure has 
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been modified over time, those changes shall be considered during the Board review of 
the application.  

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
the architectural character of the structure will remain unchanged with the proposed window 
replacements, which meet NFPA Life Safety 101 Codes. 
 

(c) Rehabilitation work shall not destroy or displace the distinguishing features or character 
of a structure and setting. Distinctive stylistic features that characterize historic 
structures shall be preserved wherever possible.  

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
distinguishing features or character are being preserved, or replaced with appropriate materials. 

 

 
Northern and western facades viewed from Crosby Place. 
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(d) All structures and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations 

that have no historical basis or create a false sense of historical development, such as 
adding conjectural features or elements from other properties, shall be discouraged.  

 
This review standard is not applicable. 

 
(e) Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 

development of a structure or site and its environment. These changes may have 
acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and 
respected. Features not original to the structure that have not acquired their own 
significance are deemed noncontributing and, therefore, can be replaced according to 
standards under Subsection O(2)(g) or (j).  

 
This review standard is not applicable. 
 

 
Typical 6/6 windows on building. Eastern façade. To be replaced with 6/6 windows (Apartment #3). 

 
(f) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that characterize a 

structure or site shall be treated with sensitivity.  
 

Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
no distinctive stylistic features will be impacted. 

 
(g) Deteriorated architectural features of structures, or settings, shall be repaired rather than 

replaced whenever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material 
should match the material being replaced in composition, design, texture and other 
visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based 
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on accurate duplication of features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial 
evidence, rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural 
elements from other structures. 

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
the replacement matches the material being replaced in composition, design, texture and other 
visual qualities. 

 
(h) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible. 

Sandblasting and other methods that will damage the historic building materials shall 
not be undertaken.  

 
This review standard is not applicable. 

 

 
Typical 2/1 windows on building. Northern façade. To be replaced with 2/1 windows (Apartment #1). 

 
 

(i) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources 
affected by or adjacent to any project. 

 
This review standard is not applicable. 
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(j) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties is permitted 

when it does not destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural material, and the 
design is compatible with the size, scale, material, and character of the property, 
neighborhood or environment. In particular, modern energy systems and their features 
(solar panels, heat pumps, etc.) shall be allowed to be incorporated into properties with 
an effort to make them fit into the character of the property and neighborhood as best as 
possible.  
 
This review standard is not applicable. 
 

(k) Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a 
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the 
essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.   
 
This review standard is not applicable. 
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IN THE MATTER OF: 
 
Window Replacement – 18 Crosby Street 
Historic Preservation Certificate Application 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
March 20, 2018 
 
Pursuant to the provisions of the City of Augusta Land Use Ordinance, the City of Augusta 
Historic District Review Board has considered the application of Terry Berry, including 
supportive data, staff review comments, public meeting testimony, and related materials 
contained in the record. The Historic District Review Board makes the following Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law. 
 
Findings of Fact 
 

1. Project Description:   The applicant proposes to replace windows in a four-unit 
residential apartment building. 

2. Owner:   Terry Berry 

3. Applicant:    Terry Berry 

4. Location:   18 Crosby Street   
5. Tax Map Number:  Map 34, Lot 227 

6. Base Zoning:  High Density Residential District (RC) 
7. Historic Overlay District: Crosby Street 
8. Contributing Building: Yes 

9. Individually NR Listed: No 

10. Planning Board Project:  No 

11. On February 16, 2018 the applicant submitted the following: 
a. Historic Preservation Certificate Application 

b. Commercial Building Permit Application 

c. Images of Building and Proposed Window Replacements 

d. Window Cut-Sheet 
12. On March 13, 2018 the Kennebec Journal published a legal advertisement for the public 

hearing regarding the application. 
13. On March 13, 2018, City staff mailed notices to the owners of properties located within 

500 feet of the property regarding the public hearing regarding the application. 
14. On March 20, 2018, the Historic District Review Board held a public meeting regarding 

the application. The Historic District Review Board conducted a detailed review of the 
material listed in Item 11 through 13 above, the staff review dated March 14, 2018, and 
considered testimony by the applicant and interested members of the public.  _____ 
individuals testified at the public meeting and _____ written communications regarding 
the application were received. The Board voted to (approve/approve with 
conditions/deny) the application. 
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Conclusions of Law 
 
In view of the above actions and the application and supporting documentation in the record, 
the Historic District Review Board makes the following conclusions of law.  
 
§ 300-316.5.O. Historic District – Standards of Evaluation 
The review standards which apply to this application are § 300-316.5.O.2. Reconstruction, 
renovation and alteration. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.a 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it preserves and enhances the 
historical and architectural character of the structure and is visually compatible with the 
viewscape. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.b 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it is not altering the character-
defining features of the structure, site or its environment. 

 
300-316.5.O.2.c 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it preserves distinctive stylistic 
features that characterize the historic structure. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.d 
This standard does not apply to this project. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.e 
This standard does not apply to this project. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.f 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it has not disturbed distinctive 
stylistic features of the structure. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.g 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as the new materials are compatible 
with existing materials. 

 
300-316.5.O.2.h 
This standard does not apply to this project.  
 
300-316.5.O.2.i 
This standard does not apply to this project.  
 
300-316.5.O.2.j 
This standard does not apply to this project. 
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300-316.5.O.2.k 
This standard does not apply to this project.  
 
 
THEREFORE, the Historic District Review Board hereby (approves, approves with conditions, 
denies), the application of Terry Berry as described in the findings above, with the following 

additional finding(s). 
 

1. None. 
 
Conditions of Approval 
 
The following conditions shall be met prior to the issuance of a permit from the Code 
Enforcement Bureau.  
 

1. None. 
 
 
 
 
 
              
 Daniel Stevens, Historic District Review Board Chair  Date 
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MEMORANDUM: 
 
TO: Historic District Review Board 
 
FROM: Betsy Poulin, Deputy City Planner 
 
DATE: March 14, 2018 
 
RE: Window and Door Replacement – 62 State Street  
 
 
SUMMARY OF REQUEST 
 
Request: The request is for a Historic Preservation Certificate review as per section 300-316.5 
of the Augusta Land Use Ordinance. The applicant proposes to replace windows on an 
existing ten unit residential apartment building, on the rear ell of the Dr. J.W. Ellis House. 
The ell is visible from the public way, however is secondary to the original main house along 
State Street. Window replacement is required to meet Life Safety 101 Fire Code egress 
requirements. Existing white double hung replacement windows are proposed to be replaced 
with Spencer Walcott white vinyl new construction casement windows. Existing windows 
are non-historic replacement windows in poor condition. Proposed windows to be 1/1 with 
simulated divided lite to mimic the look of the adjacent double hung windows. The window 
units will be taller to meet Life Safety 101 Fire Code requirements. A door on the rear of the 
building is proposed to be replaced with a fiberglass, smooth texture, half-light door with 
divided light (9 lite) in the glass and two recessed panels below. Standard brickmold trim is 
proposed, to match the adjacent door. 
 
Owner: BH Homes, LLC (Heather Longfellow)  
 

Applicant: Heather Longfellow 
 

Location: 62 State Street  
 

Base Zoning: Institutional/Business/Professional District (BP) 
 

Historic Overlay District: Winthrop Street 
 

Contributing Building: Yes 
 

Individually NR Listed: No – National Register of Historic Places Inventory NR# 79000148 
 

Planning Board Project: No 
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SUMMARY OF SUBMITTAL PACKAGE 
 
In the submittal package the applicant has provided the Historic District Review Board with the 
following items: 

1. Historic Preservation Certificate Application 
2. Commercial Building Permit Application 
3. Images of Building and Proposed Window and Door Replacement Locations 
4. Window and Door Cut-Sheets 

 
Areas of Concern 
 

1. None. Staff asked the applicant to revise the window style submitted to mimic the look 
of the double hung windows on this portion of the building, with 1/1 lites. 

 
Code Enforcement Review 
 

1. Code Enforcement does not see any issues with the door and window replacements 
proposed. Window and door sizes meet egress requirements. 

 
Winthrop Street Historic District 
 
The National Register paperwork states that 62 State Street is the Dr. J.W. Ellis House, c. 1855. 
The date of the construction of the ell has not been determined; however an ell is shown on the 
1889 Sanborn Maps.  Attached are excerpts from: 
 

1. National Register - Winthrop Street Historic District (2001) 
2. National Register of Historic Places Inventory Form (1979) 

 
 
CRITERIA FOR REVIEW OF A HISTORIC PRESERVATION CERTIFICATE 
(Section 300-316.5 of the LUO) 
 
Standards of Evaluation (Section 300-316.5.O of the LUO) 
 
Four types of projects are reviewed in this section 

1. Reconstruction, renovation and alteration 
2. Construction of new buildings and other structures in historic districts 
3. Visual compatibility factors for new construction and additions  
4. Demolition or removal  

 
Review by the Board will be conducted for the first type of project, reconstruction, renovation 
and alteration.  
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Section 300-316.5.O(1). General. 
 
(a) The Board’s areas of focus shall be matters affecting the maintenance of historic 

structures, the protection of archaeological resources, and the preservation of the historic 
character of viewscapes. 

(b) The standards of evaluation described below and elsewhere in this section (Historic 
Districts) are intended for the evaluation of contributing properties. Changes to a 
noncontributing property are considered only insofar as they may affect the historic 
integrity of the viewscape or the district as a whole. 
 

 
Northern façade of building viewed from State Street. Rear ell on right side of image.  

Upper right window to be replaced. 

 
Section 300-316.5.O(2). Reconstruction, renovation and alteration. 
 
(a) Except as specified in Subsection L (Activities not requiring an historic preservation 

certificate), a structure designated as an historic landmark or site or a structure located in 
a designated historic district, or related structures or improvements, such as walls, 
fences, lights fixtures, steps, or paving located in a designated historic district, shall not 
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be altered, and no historic preservation certificate shall be issued for such actions unless 
these actions will preserve or enhance the historical and architectural character of the 
structure, and are visually compatible with the viewscape.  

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
the proposed window replacements are on the rear ell of the building. The replacement windows 
match the visual style and character of the existing windows; however the size of the window 
openings will increase to meet Life Safety 101 Code requirements. The door replacement will 
match another existing door on the building, to improve the consistency of the viewscape of the 
neighborhood. 

 

 
Northern façade of building as viewed from Pleasant Street. Two windows on farthest right of image to be replaced. 

 
(b) Every reasonable effort shall be made to use a property for its originally intended 

purpose or to provide compatible use for a property that requires minimal alteration to 
the character-defining features of the structure or site and its environment. When NFPA 
Life Safety 101 Code modifications subject to the Historic District Ordinance are made to 
a structure, every effort shall be made to accommodate the standards of the Historic 
District Ordinance while meeting the NFPA Life Safety 101 Code requirements. The 
Board shall review the cost of complying with the NFPA Life Safety 101 Codes and 
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determine that the changes made have the least impact possible on the historic 
characteristics of the structure, while still enabling the building to generate a reasonable 
return to the owner. In cases where the originally intended purpose of the structure has 
been modified over time, those changes shall be considered during the Board review of 
the application.  

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
the architectural character of the structure will be only slightly altered with the proposed window 
replacements in order to meet NFPA Life Safety 101 Codes. The windows on the building are of 
an inconsistent sizing currently and the new window sizes will not drastically alter the 
character. 

 

 
Southern and western facades of building as viewed from Pleasant Street. The left door under shed roof is proposed 

to be replaced. The two windows (first and second floor) on the far left of the image to be replaced.  
Two windows (first and second floor) between shed roofs at doorways to be replaced. 

 
(c) Rehabilitation work shall not destroy or displace the distinguishing features or character 

of a structure and setting. Distinctive stylistic features that characterize historic 
structures shall be preserved wherever possible.  
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Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
distinguishing features or the character of the structure are not being impacted. 

 
(d) All structures and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations 

that have no historical basis or create a false sense of historical development, such as 
adding conjectural features or elements from other properties, shall be discouraged.  

 
This review standard is not applicable. 
 

 
62 State Street is building on right of image. Rear ell is visible from State Street.  

Door to be replaced is beneath shed roof. 

 
(e) Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 

development of a structure or site and its environment. These changes may have 
acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and 
respected. Features not original to the structure that have not acquired their own 
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significance are deemed noncontributing and, therefore, can be replaced according to 
standards under Subsection O(2)(g) or (j).  

 
This review standard is not applicable. 
 

(f) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that characterize a 
structure or site shall be treated with sensitivity.  

 
Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
no distinctive stylistic features will be impacted. 

 

 
Two left windows (first and second floor) and door to be replaced. 

 
(g) Deteriorated architectural features of structures, or settings, shall be repaired rather than 

replaced whenever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material 
should match the material being replaced in composition, design, texture and other 
visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based 
on accurate duplication of features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial 
evidence, rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural 
elements from other structures. 
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Staff recommends that the Board finds the proposed project is in compliance with the ordinance as 
repair of the non-historic windows is not an option and the replacement will not detract from the 
composition, design, texture and other visual qualities of the building. The door is also a non-
historic door and replacement will be more consistent with the composition, design, texture and 
other visual qualities of the building. 

 
(h) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible. 

Sandblasting and other methods that will damage the historic building materials shall 
not be undertaken.  

 
This review standard is not applicable. 

 
(i) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources 

affected by or adjacent to any project. 
 

This review standard is not applicable. 
 

 
Two windows (first and second floor) to left of door to be replaced. 
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(j) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties is permitted 
when it does not destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural material, and the 
design is compatible with the size, scale, material, and character of the property, 
neighborhood or environment. In particular, modern energy systems and their features 
(solar panels, heat pumps, etc.) shall be allowed to be incorporated into properties with 
an effort to make them fit into the character of the property and neighborhood as best as 
possible.  
 
This review standard is not applicable. 
 

(k) Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a 
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the 
essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.   
 
This review standard is not applicable. 
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The Dr. Ellis House of Augusta is a distinctive and stylish example 
of the late Greek Revival style, and dates from c.1855.

The house is of frame construction with two internal brick chimneys, 
gabled roof, clapboard siding, and quarried granite foundation. Trim is 
typical of the period, featuring wide entablature below the cornice, boxed 
returns, and fluted corner pilasters. Fenestration is 6/6 throughout the 
building.

The facade, which faces east, is three bays wide with a central entrance, 
The entrance consists of a recessed doorway containing a panelled door 
flanked by sidelights. The entrance is enframed by an entablatured lintel 
and fluted pilasters. Above the lintel is the most distinctive detail in 
the building*s trim. Here is an ornate and slightly projecting panel of 
carved wood which carries in relief a wreath and stemmed flowers. This 
decorative element is echoed in form (though not in detail) above the 
window lintels.

A two-story ell of frame construction with gable roof extends from the 
rear of the house. This is devoid of decorative detail.

Internally, the Dr. Ellis House features woodwork of its period, with 
entablatured lintels over doors and windows. The central hall is fitted 
with a graceful curving staircase. Some alteration has taken place in 
converting the interior spaces for office use, but much of the Greek 
Revival flavor remains.
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The first house on this property, at least a part of which may form the 
ell of the present dwelling, was built in 1803 by Lot Hamlen, a clerk, 
glazier and surveyer of lumber. Except for some interior woodwork, however, 
there is little evidence of the nature of this earlier structure.

In 1855 the property was purchased by Dr. Joseph Willard Ellis, who 
served as City Physician from 1850 to 1856 and then for many years in private 
practice. He was named for Joseph Willard, President of Harvard College 
where both he and his father obtained medical degrees.

Shortly after the purchase Dr. Ellis erected the main part of the 
present house, a formal and decorative example of the Greek Revival. It is 
without question the finest example of this particular version of the style 
in the city. Both the interior and exterior reflect an attention to detail, 
proportion and scale which suggests the work of an accomplished architect. 
Regrettably no record of its designer has been found.

Of particular note, of course, is the unusual decorative panel above 
the front door, a feature which has become something of a local landmark. 
The entire doorway is, in fact, a masterpiece of stylistic arrangement and 
design.

The building continued to serve as a private residence until 1970 when 
it was purchased by the. Maine Democratic State Committee.
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PHONE: (207) 626-2365    ●    FAX:  (207) 626-2520 

 

IN THE MATTER OF: 
 
Window and Door Replacement – 62 State Street 
Historic Preservation Certificate Application 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
March 20, 2018 
 
Pursuant to the provisions of the City of Augusta Land Use Ordinance, the City of Augusta 
Historic District Review Board has considered the application of BH Homes, LLC (Heather 
Longfellow), including supportive data, staff review comments, public meeting testimony, and 
related materials contained in the record. The Historic District Review Board makes the 
following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 
 
Findings of Fact 
 

1. Project Description:   The applicant proposes to replace windows on an existing 
ten unit residential apartment building, on the rear ell of the Dr. J.W. Ellis House. The ell 
is visible from the public way, however is secondary to the original main house along 
State Street. Window replacement is required to meet Life Safety 101 Fire Code egress 
requirements. Existing white double hung replacement windows are proposed to be 
replaced with Spencer Walcott white vinyl new construction casement windows. 
Existing windows are non-historic replacement windows in poor condition. Proposed 
windows to be 1/1 with simulated divided lite to mimic the look of the adjacent double 
hung windows. The window units will be taller to meet Life Safety 101 Fire Code 
requirements. A door on the rear of the building is proposed to be replaced with a 
fiberglass, smooth texture, half-light door with divided light (9 lite) in the glass and two 
recessed panels below. Standard brickmold trim is proposed, to match the adjacent door. 

2. Owner:   BH Homes, LLC (Heather Longfellow) 
3. Applicant:    Heather Longfellow 

4. Location:   62 State Street 
5. Tax Map Number:  Map 34, Lot 163 

6. Base Zoning:  Institutional/Business/Professional District (BP) 
7. Historic Overlay District: Winthrop Street 
8. Contributing Building: Yes 

9. Individually NR Listed: No – National Register of Historic Places Inventory NR# 
79000148 

10. Planning Board Project:  No 

11. On February 23, 2018 the applicant submitted the following: 
a. Commercial Building Permit Application 

b. Images of Building and Proposed Window Replacements 

c. Window and Door Cut-Sheet 
12. On March 6, 2018 the applicant submitted the following: 
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a. Historic Preservation Certificate Application 

13. On March 14, 2018 the applicant submitted the following: 
a. Updated Window Cut-Sheet 

14. On March 13, 2018 the Kennebec Journal published a legal advertisement for the public 
hearing regarding the application. 

15. On March 13, 2018, City staff mailed notices to the owners of properties located within 
500 feet of the property regarding the public hearing regarding the application. 

16. On March 20, 2018, the Historic District Review Board held a public meeting regarding 
the application. The Historic District Review Board conducted a detailed review of the 
material listed in Item 11 through 15 above, the staff review dated March 14, 2018, and 
considered testimony by the applicant and interested members of the public.  _____ 
individuals testified at the public meeting and _____ written communications regarding 
the application were received. The Board voted to (approve/approve with 
conditions/deny) the application. 

 
Conclusions of Law 
 
In view of the above actions and the application and supporting documentation in the record, 
the Historic District Review Board makes the following conclusions of law.  
 
§ 300-316.5.O. Historic District – Standards of Evaluation 
The review standards which apply to this application are § 300-316.5.O.2. Reconstruction, 
renovation and alteration. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.a 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it preserves and enhances the 
historical and architectural character of the structure and is visually compatible with the 
viewscape. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.b 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it is not altering the character-
defining features of the structure, site or its environment. 

 
300-316.5.O.2.c 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it preserves distinctive stylistic 
features that characterize the historic structure. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.d 
This standard does not apply to this project. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.e 
This standard does not apply to this project. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.f 
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The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as it has not disturbed distinctive 
stylistic features of the structure. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.g 
The project is in compliance with this ordinance standard as the new materials are compatible 
with existing materials. 

 
300-316.5.O.2.h 
This standard does not apply to this project.  
 
300-316.5.O.2.i 
This standard does not apply to this project.  
 
300-316.5.O.2.j 
This standard does not apply to this project. 
 
300-316.5.O.2.k 
This standard does not apply to this project.  
 
 
THEREFORE, the Historic District Review Board hereby (approves, approves with conditions, 

denies), the application of BH Homes, LLC (Heather Longfellow) as described in the findings 
above, with the following additional finding(s). 
 

1. None. 
 
Conditions of Approval 
 
The following conditions shall be met prior to the issuance of a permit from the Code 
Enforcement Bureau.  
 

1. None. 
 
 
 
 
 
              
 Daniel Stevens, Historic District Review Board Chair  Date 
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