CITY OF DOVER HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
AGENDA
THURSDAY, September 18, 2014 - 3:00 P.M.
City Hall — Conference Room
ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING on August 21, 2014

COMMUNICATIONS & REPORTS
1. Summary of 2014 Activity
a. Summary of Applications 2014 and 2013
b. Summary of Architectural Review Certifications for 2014

2. Department of Planning & Inspections Update
a. Draft Bicycle Plan and Pedestrian Plan for Dover

b. Restoring Central Dover Community Plan
c. Citywide Recreational Needs Assessment
d. Delaware Downtown Development District program

OLD BUSINESS
1. Revisions to Site Plan and Architectural Review Certification:

a. HI-14-03 at 6 South State Street — Information and Revisions to approved Plan
and its Architectural Review Certification associated with a Site Plan (S-14-11) to
permit the construction of a parking lot, handicap access, and the landscape plan.
The property is zoned RGO (General Residence and Office Zone) and is subject
to the H (Historic District Overlay Zone). The property is located on the
southwest corner of South State Street and Division Street. The owner of record
is Six South State, LLC. Address: 6 South State Street. Tax Parcel: ED-05-
077.05-04-27.00-000. Council District 3. Upon hearing an update on project
activities on August 21, 2014, the Historic District Commission requested
additional information on the project.

NEW BUSINESS
1. Review of Permits Referred to Commission

2. Update on Certified Local Government (CLG) Program Application
NEW APPLICATIONS

ADJOURN

THE AGENDA ITEMS MAY NOT BE CONSIDERED IN SEQUENCE. THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO
CHANGE TO INCLUDE THE ADDITION OR THE DELETION OF ITEMS, INCLUDING EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Agenda Posted: September 8, 2014 at 2.00pm



CITY OF DOVER
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
August 21, 2014

The Regular Meeting of the City of Dover Historic District Commission was held on Thursday,
August 21, 2014 at 3:00 PM with Chairman Scrafford presiding. Members present were Chairman
Scrafford, Mr. McDaniel, Ms. Horsey and Mr. Salkin. Mr. Jackson was absent.

Planning Office Staff members present were Ann Marie Townshend, Bill Cook, and Mrs. Purnell.
Also present was Ms. Stephanie Hansen.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Mr. McDaniel moved for approval of the agenda with the Update on Architectural Review
Certification as being first on the agenda, seconded by Mr. Salkin and the motion was
unanimously carried 4-0. (Mr. Jackson was absent).

ADOPTION OF MINUTES OF THE REGULAR HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
MEETING OF JUNE 19, 2014

Mr. McDaniel moved to adopt the minutes of the regular Historic District Commission meeting of
June 19, 2014, seconded by Mr. Salkin and the motion was unanimously carried 4-0. Mr. Jackson
was absent.

The Historic District Commission welcomed new member Ms. Ann Baker Horsey. Mr. Fisher’s
term expired and he did not seek reappointment. Mr. Jackson, Ms. Horsey and Mr. McDaniel were
reappointed for three year terms to expire July 26, 2017.

OLD BUSINESS

HI-11-01 Building at 326 West Loockerman Street: Building Demolition — Revision to site
stabilization activities to delete installation of fence. Associated with the Architectural Review
Certificate that allowed Demolition of the existing commercial building at 326 West Loockerman
Street. The property consists of one parcel of land zoned C-2 (Central Commercial Zone) and subject
to the H (Historic District Zone) and SWPOZ (Source Water Protection Overlay Zone). The
property is located on the southeast corner of West Loockerman Street and South Queen Street. The
owner of record is Dover Realty I. The property address is 326 West Loockerman Street. Tax
Parcel: ED-05-077.09-01-74.00-000. Council District 4.

Mrs. Townshend stated that the application came before the Historic District Commission for a
demolition of the building. The building has been demolished and the site has been stabilized. One
of the items listed for site stabilization was the installation of a low fence like barrier on the
perimeter of the property and around the building. In discussions, the Historic District Commission
suggested a system of post with chain/roping for the fence. The method of installation of the posts is
subject to approval from DNREC in relation to the environmental concerns on the property.
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Responding to Mr. Salkin’s question of whose requirement or recommendation it was to take the
fence all the way to the property line, Mrs. Townshend stated that it was in the Staff Report and it
was discussed at Commission and ultimately accepted as a condition.

Responding to Mr. Salkin’s question whether it was based on aesthetics or safety and was the reason
within their jurisdiction, Mrs. Townshend stated yes, it was aesthetics.

Representative: Mrs. Stephanie Hansen, Young, Conaway Stargett & Taylor.

Ms. Hansen stated that the Historic District Commission recommended the Architectural Review
Certificate in 2011. For safety and especially aesthetics, some simple fencing would be more
pleasing than an empty lot without any perimeter definition and would be positive and does not have
to cost much. The building was demolished in February 2012. The process to get the fence up began
in April 2012. A little over two (2) years later and in that period of time what they discovered was
there are fencing companies that will put up fences and there are construction companies that deal
with contaminated soil. They initially sent out bids to ten (10) different fencing companies and it was
specially noted that they needed special training because DNREC required 40 hours of certain
OSHA training in order to handle contaminated soil. The soil has to be handled proper as it is taken
off the site for sampling before disposal at a particular facility. If it is left onsite the contractor would
have to make sure that you are sure where it is located and where it will be put back. There is a lot of
environmental coordination that was necessary. Out of the ten (10) bids only one (1) came back. At
that point they decided that since only one (1) bid came in that they needed to look at it differently.
They decided to look at construction companies because they are more likely to have the specialized
training. They contacted six (6) construction companies and either they did not know how to put up
a fence or did not want to put up a fence because the job was not a big construction job. Out of the six
(6) construction companies none of them were interested in subbing out the work with a fence
company. Nearly two (2) years later with one live bid and it is from a construction company to do
just the environmental oversite work for $25,000 and it does not include the cost or installation of the
fence. At this point two (2) years later, they have spent $15,000 or more in legal fees for bid packets,
engineering cost, drawings, environmental consultant, etc. This is a non-income producing property.
The last appraisal of the property was in 2012. The fees are well over at this point and they are
approaching 15% of the value of the property. They have tried, but it is not working.

Mrs. Townshend stated that they did not have any concerns.

Mr. McDaniel moved to approve HI-11-01 that no fence be required as stated previously in the
motion back on February 17, 2011, seconded by Mr. Salkin and the motion was unanimously carried
4-0. Mr. Jackson was absent.

Responding to Ms. Horsey’s question whether they were still committed to doing the environmental
cleanup, Mrs. Hansen stated that it had been completed. The remedy has been performed onsite to
DNREC’s satisfaction and there is a cap on the site so it does not present an environmental hazard.
When the property goes to be redeveloped whoever redevelops it will have to do additional cleanup,
but it will be tied to how they want to develop the property. It is not clean, but it is stabilized.
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Mr. McDaniel stated that the Downtown Dover Development Corporation has taken on some
contaminated sites.

Mrs. Hansen mentioned that the grant money ($600,000) available from DNREC is for nonprofit
organizations to do most investigations and cleanups.

COMMUNICATIONS & REPORTS

Summary of 2014 Activity

Mrs. Ann Marie Townshend stated that included in the packet was a Summary of Applications
from 2014 and 2013. There were four (4) applications this year and five (5) in 2013. The property
located at 6 South State Street is nearing Certificate of Occupancy. The Family Dollar is well
under construction. At the last meeting the Sign Permit application was discussed. Phase 2 of the
Capital City Trail is under construction. Once this phase is completed they will move immediately
to the Park Drive stretch.

Mrs. Townshend asked if there were any other questions regarding the applications and their
status.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s question whether the flora would be saved at 6 South State Street,
Mrs. Townshend stated that there were a number of trees that were too close to the building or
interfered with onsite utilities. One of the trees that they had initially planned to save interfered
with the overhead power line and was ultimately removed.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether they have a revised landscaping plan for
the site and if they would get to see it, Mrs. Townshend stated that they have an approved revised
landscape plan and it was presented at the meeting. They have replaced trees and have met the tree
planting requirement of the Zoning Ordinance. There is still some vegetation that needs to be
planted. There are some (HVAC) units that need to be screened. They will also be adding some
shrubs from the State Street view.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether their original plan included any
improvements to the main entrance walkway, Mrs. Townshend stated that she did not believe so;
she thinks they replaced in-kind.

Exhibit: Final Landscape Plan for 6 South State Street.

Mrs. Townshend stated that they had existing trees that they identified that needed to be removed.
They have trees that they have planted.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question regarding which were the new trees, Mrs.
Townshend stated as she referred to the Site Plan that they were the ones without the X’s.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether there were similar positions where the trees
were removed, Mrs. Townshend stated yes. Chairman Scrafford stated that it was good.

Mr. Salkin stated that at the last meeting he raised an issue and there was a consensus that they
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would like to see plans that are approved after the Historic District Commission has taken action so
that when there are changes the Historic District Commission is aware that what they are looking
at has been approved. Therefore, they would like to see the end result.

Chairman Scrafford stated that they could be given marked up drawings.

Responding to Mr. Salkins’s question whether a Final Plan is submitted to the Planning Office,
Mrs. Townshend concurred.

Mr. Salkin stated that the Capital City Trail Phase 2 never came before the Historic District
Commission. The overall plan came before the Historic District Commission, but at that time there
was no retaining wall and the trees were being cut down. The Historic District Commission did not
really understand what was being done and he thought what they were doing was part of Phase I,
but it was different. They requested that the information could be via email with an attachment, not
necessarily at a next meeting. They just want to be kept informed. He was not for sure how it
comes to the Historic District Commission, but they were told it would come to the Historic
District Commission and they never saw it again.

Mrs. Townshend stated that it is more of an infrastructure project.

Chairman Scrafford suggested that the Planning Office do not wait until there was as-builts. They
would like to have it as soon as it has been agreed on and have the Final Plans.

Mr. Salkin stated that when the Commission reviewed the initial plan for 6 South State Street it
showed had a small retaining wall as a parking lot. The applicant stated that there would be no
retaining wall and now they have an ugly retaining wall. The Historic District Commission would
not have voted to allow that.

Mr. McDaniel guessed that maybe it was allowed by Staff.

Mrs. Townshend stated that the retaining wall was actually something that was noticed when Mrs.
Melson-Williams went out to do the Certificate of Occupancy inspection. The retaining wall was
not on the plan. The Final Plan does not have the retaining wall. Upon meeting with the engineer
on it yesterday, he was asked to submit a Revised Plan that shows the retaining wall. A cut-sheet
was submitted that shows some of the changes to the area. The other piece was the black wrought
iron fence was supposed to go all the way to the property line and it stops at the walkway where the
Boxwood begins.

Mr. Salkin stated that there are really two (2) issues. They did something that they did not say they
were going to do and it was not done appropriately. He thought that what he looked at had been
approved because there was a change and he thought they were complying.

Responding to Mrs. Townshend’s question whether the Historic District Commission would like
for the item to come back before them before the Final Certificate of Occupancy is issued, the
members stated yes. Chairman Scrafford also stated that it is a typical 50% win and 50% lose when
a minutes ago he was a 100% lose. What are they going to propose to the Historic District
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Commission or do they think that the Historic District Commission would not tell them to take it
down because it is so irritating when people do that to you?

Mr. Salkin stated that they knew from the discussion with the Historic District Commission when
they made the presentation that the Historic District Commission did not think that the wall was
either needed or if it was it needed to be a different design.

Mrs. Horsey stated that the wall was ugly.

Chairman Scrafford stated that the ball was in the Historic District Commission court and they
simply have to make a decision.

Mrs. Townshend stated that the item will be brought back at the next meeting. The item will sit on
a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy.

Mr. Salkin stated that he does not even know what he would recommend to be acceptable. At first
the Historic District Commission was told the wall was not needed. He does not even know why
the wall was built. He is not even sure if they need a retaining wall.

Mr. McDaniel stated that staff could work out the issues, it is fine with him without having to hold
them up, granted that they will be receiving a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy.

Mr. Salkin stated that he was fine with Mr. McDaniel comment only if the Historic District
Commission understands what it is that staff is going to require of them. No offense to staff, but
staff might settle for something that the Historic District Commission might not.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether the Historic District Commission wanted a
wall or not, Mr. McDaniel stated that maybe the wall is needed. Mrs. Horsey stated the question is
if the wall is needed. If the wall is needed, they could be asked to put some older 1920 bricks in
front of the ugly brick. There are all kinds of ways to make it work.

Mr. Salkin stated that the same applies to the wrought iron fence. They committed to extending the
fence and it has not been done. The Historic District Commission does not need to act on it; they
just need to extend the fence.

Ms. Horsey stated that there is old antique fencing available. It was cost them a little bit. They need
to set good examples and they can afford to set a good example.

Review of Permits Issued

Mrs. Townshend stated that there were forty (40) permits issued in the Historic District to date. Of
those there were eight (8) Signs, nine (9) Exterior Building Renovations, five (5) Roof, five (5)
Temporary Sign, five (5) Interior Building Renovations, two (2) Building, two (2) Fence, two (2)
Demolition, and two (2) Administrative Permits.

Mrs. Townshend asked if there were any additional questions regarding the permits. There was
none.
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Department of Planning & Inspections Update

Draft Bicycle Plan & Pedestrian Plan for Dover

Mrs. Townshend stated that this is being led by the Dover/Kent County MPO. The last plan was in
1997. Some of the things were done, but many of them were not.

Responding to Mr. Salkin’s question whether this was a revised plan since the public meeting that
he attended, Mrs. Townshend stated yes.

Responding to Mr. Salkin’s question whether this was the City Plan, Mrs. Townshend stated that it
had not yet been adopted; it is still an updated draft. It will go through the MPO process with
Technical Advisory Committee who will ultimately make a recommendation and the MPO
Council will hopefully approve it. Afterwards, it would come before the Planning Commission and
Council for adoption.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether it would become part of the Ordinance,
Mrs. Townshend stated that not the Ordinance, but it would be tied to the Comprehensive Plan
because it is adopted by Ordinance. The Planning Office will be doing a full update of the
Comprehensive Plan hopefully starting next year.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether the Comprehensive Plan would include the
modification of the proposed Design Standards and Guidelines, Mrs. Townshend stated she hoped.

Chairman Scrafford commented to get with Mrs. Melson-Williams regarding the recommended
guidelines to make them more acceptable on the Loockerman Street side without being so
offensive, but not being gone altogether. Try to rewrite the information for the remaining ones.

Mrs. Townshend stated she heard that one Council person recently stated that they needed to bring
forward in the Ordinance to remove Loockerman Street after Governors Avenue from the district.
She was not sure if there was more than one.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford comment that it was a fine recommendation and questioned if
they could work towards the recommendation, Mrs. Townshend stated that she was not sure if it
would receive any traction. It has not been assigned to her to do anything at the current time. No
change to the boundary can be made without input from the Historic District Commission.

Mr. Salkin stated that he would not have any problem with any particular section of the District
being removed if there was a rational for it, but it should be in the same context deciding what to
have. If it was to just make the District smaller he would be opposed to that because there are other
places that should be part of the District.

Ms. Horsey stated that she agreed with Mr. Salkin, but would also like to know what the
Councilman from the 4™ District had to say. Mrs. Townshend stated that the one she mentioned
was from the 4" District.

Ms. Horsey stated that she knew in the past there were comments regarding the neglect of
Governors Avenue area.
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Chairman Scrafford stated that each issue needs to be addressed separately.

Mrs. Townshend stated this was not directly related to the Draft Bicycle Plan, but she wanted to
inform the Historic District Commission there are some of the more treacherous sections of
sidewalks that are in the process and have gone out to Bid for replacement. There are several brick
areas that will be replaced with concrete.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s question as to where, Mrs. Townshend stated that the northwest
corner of State and Division Streets is one location.

Responding to Ms. Horsey’s question on why can’t the bricks be re-laid, Mrs. Townshend stated
that she was not a part of the decision making.

Responding to Ms. Horsey’s and Chairman Scrafford’s question who made the decision, Mr.
Salkin stated that it was the City’s own money and the City’s project.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s question whether the City would be footing a bill for someone’s
sidewalk, Mrs. Townshend stated it is the frontage sidewalk along the streets because they have
been doing that. Chairman Scrafford thought that was interesting.

Mrs. Townshend stated that there is a section in the Code that states maintenance is definitely the
responsibility of the adjacent property owner, but there is a section in the Code that allows the City
to assess the property owners for sidewalk repairs. In recent years the City has moved that
direction because they are an important part of the public infrastructure. It is important for the City
to maintain the sidewalks. The City has continued to fund a concrete program. Part of the problem
is for example, if you tell someone they need to pay for or replace a section of the concrete in front
of their house in the public right-of-way and they get a bag of sack-crete and pour it in and it is not
to the City’s standard then the person is asked to remove it.

Chairman Scrafford stated that if a person did not bother to find out what was required they would
do whatever they wanted. The discussion between brick and concrete has been going on since the
1980’s or earlier. The sidewalks that are brick were to remain brick. There was a lot of work done
to make sure they remained brick. Overtime the brick will deteriorate.

Mr. Salkin stated that if the bricks that need to be replaced are in the Historic District that it comes
before the Historic District Commission.

Chairman Scrafford stated that the North State Street area is not in the Historic District.
Mrs. Townshend stated that the Zoning Ordinance only has purvue over private property.

Mr. Salkin stated that he would hope that the City and Council would see the Historic District
Commission as an advisory group on generic issues.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s comment that it seems as if the City has already moved forward,
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Mrs. Townshend stated that the work has not been completed.

Responding to Mrs. Horsey’s question if this could be reconsidered because all of the sidewalks
should remain brick, Mrs. Townshend stated that she did not know.

Chairman Scrafford stated that there are some of the North State Street brick sidewalks that are in
the Historic District.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s question how far the bricks go up to North State Street, Mrs.
Townshend stated that it goes to Delaware Avenue.

Mr. McDaniel stated that there are issues with the sidewalks, but he would hate to see the bricks
changed to the concrete paver stuff used by the Delaware State Housing Authority on The Green.

Chairman Scrafford stated that the problem dealing with concrete and making it level is the same
problem you have with the brick in that the tree roots then have to be amputated. When you start
doing that then you start losing the trees. The trees are part of the ambiance for North State Street.

Mr. McDaniel commented that it was already stated by Mrs. Townshend that the decision was
made above her.

Mrs. Townshend stated that there were some on-going discussions at this point.
Mr. Salkin stated that this is a Public Works function.

Mrs. Townshend stated that she requested that they look at developing more of a plan on how we
do it so that you do not find out after it is completed. That they determine which areas needs to be
addressed.

Ms. Horsey stated that she would like to have the bricks replaced in kind. For example, if it is
1920’s brick then replace it with 1920’s brick because the bricks can be found. There is a brick
company way up north that has been used by the City in the past. She stated that at one time she
spoke with the City Manager who was Public Works Director at the time and asked him what
would happen to all the bricks and he stated that they would just be stocked piled. She stated that
she asked him if they could be brought to The Green and it was done. There is a sidewalk outside
of the District that has good bricks that could be reused in the Historic District.

Mrs. Townshend stated that cost is a big consideration.

Ms. Horsey stated that she would help lay the bricks. We have been dealing with for the past
several years multi-million dollar budget gaps that are getting fixed by transferring from the
Electric Fund. There is no appetite for a tax increase and so it does become what is the must have
and what are the nice to have. This is some of what they are dealing with.

Mr. Salkin stated that there is no appetite for a tax increase within Council, but there is one upon
the citizens who would like to see the City put in brick sidewalks.
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Mrs. Townshend concurred.

Mr. Salkin moved to recommend a process that before bricks are removed or replaced with
concrete if it is located within the Historic District then it comes before the Historic District
Commission. The motion was seconded by Mr. McDaniel and unanimously carried 4-0. Mr.
Jackson was absent.

Restoring Central Dover Community Plan
Mrs. Townshend stated that there was no draft at the current time. At this point the Steering
Committee has divided into work groups. They will submit their feedback to NCALL this week.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether the charrette proposal brought before the
Historic District Commission fit into the plan, Mrs. Townshend stated that it was separate, but they
link together.

Chairman Scrafford stated that the Charrette group was considering that and he would hate to see it
get lost or separated. Mrs. Townshend stated that they are making sure that they don’t. They have
provided the consultant that is doing the Restoring Central Dover Community Plan with the results
of the charrette. The charrette was more designed driven and this is more policy strategy.

Chairman Scrafford stated that it drove the direction of transportation, Mrs. Townshend concurred.

Mrs. Townshend stated that they are compatible but again she has not seen the draft. They are
complimentary documents and not conflicting documents.

Mr. McDaniel stated that when he went down to the storefront where they were doing the work and
the meeting it was not very well attended. They were going to have more meetings. Mrs.
Townshend stated that they were there for a solid week and over the course of the week there were
a lot of people who came through. On July 9, 2014 there was a public meeting over at the Wesley
Fellowship Hall and that was well attended.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s question whether they will be receiving the report sometime, Mrs.
Townshend stated that she hopes because she needs it for the Downtown Development District
program.

Citywide Recreational Needs Assessment
Mrs. Townshend stated that the Historic District Commission received the survey. They are
hoping to have workshops in September.

Responding to Mr. Salkin’s question whether the survey was the Final Draft, Mrs. Townshend
stated yes. Email links have been sent out. It is on the City of Dover website page and the City of
Dover Recreation Facebook page. The last time she checked there was well over 100 survey
responses. It will be out there several more weeks.

Delaware Downtown Development District Program
Mrs. Townshend stated that this is the program passed by the General Assembly and signed into
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law by the Governor. To create the Downtown District there will be three (3) statewide in the first
round of designation, one in each county. It all depends on the quality of the application. There is a
Special Meeting at the Parks & Recreation Community Enhancement Committee on Tuesday
where there will be two (2) items of discussion. One is the geographic boundary for the Downtown
Development District because we are limited under the program guidelines to 225 acres. This is
smaller than our Downtown Redevelopment District. Staff level has tried to develop something
that will encompass the heart of it. One of the big criteria is need. They try to make sure that it
includes the area with the highest need. If they are designated within the Development District
then the projects are eligible for a 20% rebate of their costs for all cost over $25,000. The State
Historic Preservation Tax Credit will get priority here in the District. There were a number of other
housing developments funds that will get priority if you are in the District. There are a lot of
benefits to being in a Downtown Development District. The application is due November 1, 2014.
We need to take the application packet through City Council and have from Resolution. We have
about a month to get it together.

Responding to Chairman Scrafford’s question whether it was money you get back after you spent
the money, Mrs. Townshend stated that she thinks it is, but they are still working on that piece of it
and it works with the individual applicant.

Responding to Mr. McDaniel’s question whether it will come from Planning or the Downtown
Dover Partnership, Mrs. Townshend stated that it will come from the City. She was hoping that the
Partnership could look at the proposed boundary at their board meeting this month, but there will
not be a board meeting. She was planning to email Gregg when the packet is posted or ask Beverly
to email out to the Partnership Board and Committees so that people are aware that this is this is the
opportunity. They need to figure out the geographic boundary because they need to start compiling
the Census and other information based on the geographic boundary. She does not want to start all
that work and then have the boundary change because somebody states they do not like it. She
requested a Special Committee Meeting. They do not have the Restoring Central Dover document
yet, but she spoke with the Governor’s Office. Her plan is to take the Comprehensive Plan and
what they have from Restoring Central Dover and Transit Center Neighborhood Plan and do a
coordinating document. She is not talking a volume but an Executive Summary that pulls them all
together that this is our document for Downtown with these documents combined. By doing that
we should satisfy the criteria. She wanted to wait until the packet was out before doing anything
with the map.

NEW BUSINESS
Review of Building Permits Referred to Commission
Mrs. Townshend stated that there are no permits to refer to the Historic District Commission.

Update on Certified Local Government (CLG) Program Application

Mrs. Townshend stated that the application process still needs to be completed. It is not a
tremendous amount of work, but you have to block time to get it done. The Ordinance needs to be
reviewed compared to the program guidelines to make sure there are no problems. The By-laws
will also need to be submitted. Mr. Jackson resume needs to be updated, Mr. Salkin resume is
updated but it needs to include his retirement, and she needs Ms. Horsey resume. Her plan is to get
this moved forward by the end of the year.

10
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NEW APPLICATIONS
There were none.

Chairman Scrafford comment on the previous discussion regarding taking money from the
Electric Department. He stated that the money belongs to the citizens. Even though the Electric
Department has successfully created small places in which to hide it, it still belongs to the citizens.
If you look at it as if we owned stock in the Electric Department and that is our dividend. In 1974 it
was designed to lay a golden egg and to keep taxes from going up. Now you need both.

Mr. McDaniel moved to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Ms. Horsey and unanimously carried
4-0. Mr. Jackson was absent.

Meeting adjourned at 3:52 PM

Sincerely,

Maretta Savage-Purnell
Secretary

11



City of Dover Historic District Commission
Summary of Applications 2014
Updated thru September 9, 2014

FILE#

HI-14-01

HI-14-02

HI-14-03

HI-14-04

1 i
Kirby & Holloway

PLAN NAME
Slgn Permlt #14-
148 Referral

Sign

~ |Lands of Six South

'State, LLC: 6

|South State Street|
| |

'Sign Permit #14-
279 Referral

'}656 North DuPont

:_LOCATION
122-24 West
!Loockerman Street - |wall signs

!EZ Pass Offices
|

\TYPE

ECor'fsidera"cio'n to
|determine
|historic/cultural or

{Highway

Sign Permit for two

ACTION

[Permit #14-148 referred to HDC by City
Planner for Architectural Review
Certification consultation;2/20/14 HDC
|Meeting - no quorum present, Staff
contlnued to work with applicant

STATUS

Staff worked with applicant to revised
[design and material of wall signs. Revised
|concept approved and Permit issued.

|Signage installed.
|

3/20/2014 HDC Consideration of status of iS'i'gn maintains its legal non-co'nforming '

pylon sign; HDC Determined Sign to be a
|Historic & Significant Sign under the

\aesthetic significance 'provisions of Zoning Ordinance, Article 5

(of pylon sign

;‘Construction of
:parking lot off alley
|and other site
improvements

']6 South Stat:e Street

1300 West
Loockerman Street - iwaII signs
{Family Dollar '

1 4/17/14 HDC Recommendation of
iApprovaI of ArchRevCert with conditions.

Section 4.12

'Application 5-14-11 reviewed by PC and
igranted Approval of ArchRevCert with
conditions on 5/19/2014

;Permit'#14-279 referred to HDC by City
|Planner for Architectural Review
|Certification consultation; scheduled for
6/19/2014 HDC Meeting. Revised Sign

|279, no action by HDC required.

:_status indefinitely and can remain in its
[current form.

|Check Prir.{;cs of Site Plan submitted; Review
5iComments issued 7/7/14 and 8/5/14,
\Building interior work ongoing under permit
{and exterior trimwork being painted.
[Landscape clean-up and select tree removal
|has occurred. Final Site Plan approval
18/8/2014. Administrative Building Permit
|#14-1023 issued for site improvements.
:Inspectlons of site on 8/18/2014;
!Temporary Certificate of Occupancy issued.
Slgn Permit #14-279 superseded by new
[revised Sign Permit #14-764. With Permit
#14-764 Wall Signs to be externally lit by
gooseneck lights in compliance with DS&G.

| Permit submitted to supersede Permit #14- | ‘Permit approval granted. Signage and

,gooseneck lights installed.




City of Dover Historic District Commission

Summary of Applications 2013
Updated thru September 9, 2014

FILE# [PLAN NAME

HI-13-01 Lands of Boyles:

S$-13-03  Parking Lot
'Construction

HI-13-02 |Family Dollar

$-13-12
HI-13-03 [Capital City Trall

Project: Phase 2
HI-13-04

Bell House: Replica
‘Outhouse & Rear
|Yard Fence

jLOCATION _
{527-529 South State
| Street

300 West
Loockerman Street

|Between Martin

'Luther King Jr.
'Boulevard (Court

| Street) and East

'Loackerman Street

‘Building Permits #13- |43 The Green
260 Referral for John

| TYPE
{Construction of
Iparking lot east of
|ex1st|ng building

' Demolition of existing |3/21/2013 HDC

commercial building
(old NAPA) and

construction of 8,308 |Application $-13-12 reviewed by

'S.F. retail building.

I

i

!Bike and Pedestrian
Improvements

| Construction of
{accessory structure
|(Outhouse) and
|Fence

12/21/2013 HDC

|
iInformation Presentation

STATUS

|Check Print of Site Plan
'Recommendation of Approval of |submitted 5/28/2013 for review
|ArchRevCert with conditions. |and comments issued. Final
\Applioation $-13-03 reviewed by |Plan submitted 8/22/2013 for
|PC and granted Approval of !review. Final Plan Approval
|ArchRevCert with conditions. lissued 11/6/2013. Project must

! ‘apply for Building Permits prior to
‘ |start of construction.

/ACTION

\Check Prints of Site Plan
[Recommendation of Approval of 'submitted 7/19/2013 for review
IArchRevCert with conditions. Iand comments issued 8/22/2013.
{Documentation of building
'submitted 1/10/2014.Final Site
[Plan approval letter of 1/16/2014.
' Demolition Permit #13-1428
lissued 2/4/2014. Pre-
|Construction meeting held
2/26/2014. Building Permit
lissued 2/28/2014. Construction

' underway.

|PC and granted Approval of
|ArchRevCert with conditions on
5/20/2013.

|

!

'Construction underway for Phase
!2. Construction of Phase 1 trail
isegment began in April 2013 and
|is complete.

ipresented at HDC Meeting of
;3/21/2013

|by City Planner for Architectural [4/11/2013. Project not started
{Review Certification: 3/21/2013 |yet.

{HDC Approval of ArchRevCert.
{Permit approved for issuance




City of Dover Historic District Commission

Summary of Applications 2013
Updated thru September 9, 2014

FILE#

5-13-10

LE# | PLAN NAME
HI-13-05 | North Street Pocket

Park

LOCATION | TYPE __ |ACTION ~ [STATUS -

1301 South Governors Redevelopment of 7/18/2013 HDC ;Review by PRCE on 4/8/13 with

|Avenue \vacant parcel as park |[Recommendation of Approval of Irecommendation. 4/22/13 City
with paving and :ArchRevCert with conditions. |Council reviewed and referred

landscape areas. |Application S-13-10 reviewed by !back to PRCE. Review by PRCE
PC and granted Approval of lon 6/10/2013. City Council
|ArchRev Cert with conditions on iapproved property use as a
8/19/2013. |Pocket Park on 6/24/2013. Final

! ; |Site Plan approval granted

| | | 3/28/2014. Pre-Construction

- i ' meeting held 4/16/14. Permits

| | #14-437 and 14-438 issued.
[Construction underway.




Summary of Permit Application with Architectural Review Certification
2014 - Updated Thru 9-9-2014

DATE
|

2/21/2014/13-1620

2/7/2014!14-02

-
2/19/2014 14-68

2/28/2014 14-94

R S
2/21/2014/14-136

1/2/2014/13-1735

1/2/201413-1736

2/4/2014/13-1428

\PERMIT # :LOCATION

. i154 S_outHEE_c;Vernors

[Avenue, Independent
Resources Office

61 South Bradford S-treet-

I
{300 West Loockerman
[Street

8 .V-V"est”Loockerman Streéf

|
205 South State Street_

- _'10-2”Soath Go'vern'or;

Avenue

1300 West Loockerman
|Street, Family Dollar

E134-West Loockerma'n-
|Street, Golden Fleece
Tavern

TYPE

Signﬂ Permit - Wall Sign

iB_lliId-ihg Permit - Exterior &
[Interior Renovations

I:Demolitidn Permit - Exié-{ihg
\Commercial Building

|

~EE——

Building Permit - Interior
|Renovations

Roof Permit

'Bfuial_ng Permit -Exterior
|Renovations

[ o
.lBuiIding Permit - New Retail
|Building

'Building Permit - Renovations

|

[ACTION ON ARCHITECTURAL

_|REVIEW CERTIFICATE

|Staff Approval

Staff Appfdval

i'HDC Recom_m_enda_tion bn A-RC:- PC

INOTES
|Sign Installed.
.|

iProject-to r_e_pa_\ir exterior finishes
|
land stucco (after vehicle accident).

| _ —

'Documentation of existing building

Approval of ARC; Applications HI-13- received as per condition of ARC.

[02 and S-13-12; Staff issued Permit

-_Staff Ap-provaI.-No ArchRevCert
rrequired for interior work. -
[Staff Approval

ESEaff_Aﬁprdvél

|

'. Staff_A-p F; roval

' E'Prc_Jject fo_réﬁi"éée exist-in-g cedar

HDC Recommendation on ARC: PC
Approval of ARC; Applications HI-13- |Meeting held with City
02 and $-13-12; Staff issued Permit

iAssociated with Permit #14-94.

'Demolition complete.
'Permit issued.

'shake roof with new wood shingle
'roof and replacement of siding on
gable end. Project complete.

~ [Rebuild frdr?t_porch steps_. Permit

| Issued
Permit issued. Pre-Construction

'Departments. Construction
underway.
'Modifications to outdoor patio
|areas. Demolish fence and stairs;
'new railing for upper deck. Project

lunderway.




Summary of Permit Application with Architectural Review Certification
2014 - Updated Thru 9-9-2014

3/10/2014 13-495

2/6/2014 14-129

3/14/2014 14-156

3/11/2014/14-191

3/5/2014/14-211
3/14/2014 14-237

3/18/2014|14-241

L
3/31/2014'14-257

2/25/201414-148

3/27/2014/14-209

DATE PERMIT # LOCATION
|
[22-24 West Loockerman

[Street

19 N American Avenue

409 Federal Street - Biggs

Museum

209 South State Street,
‘Wesley United Methodist

\Church

33 South State Street

|Offices

:,_13'6_We-st Loocl;e_rman _
:Street Shear Dreams Hair

ISalon

315 South State Street

‘123 127 West Loockerman
Street Blue Hen Auctions

1304 South State Street,

|Dale s Bail Bonds

“29 South State Street i

\TYPE [ACTION ON ARCHITECTURAL

' 'REVIEW CERTIFICATE

\Staff Referral to HDC for 2/20/2014 -
'Iack of quorum at meeting. Staff
}continued to work with applicant to

| refine design to comply with DS&G.

| iStaff Approval of revised design.

iSi_gn Permit - Wall Slgns

‘Fence Permit 'Staff Approval
'Temporary Sign Permit 'staff Approval
! |
EBuil'ding Permit - Exterior ‘Staff Approval )
'Renovations
'Sign Permit - Post sign - !StafprprovaI
|
- .S|én_P_erm|t Window Srgn ' ;Staff A_pr)-ro'val B )
[Temporary Sign Permit {Staff Approval
!gStaff Apr;roval )

iS|gn Permit - Wall Sign
'Sl_é_n_ Permit - Window Sign and | Staff Approval
\Projecting Sign

| - _
:Building Permit - Interior &
'Exterior Renovations

:Staff Ap-r)_roval. No ArchRevCert
‘required for interior work.

_ :PI’OJeCt complete.

INOTES

|Signs installed. Two wall signs
\placed in framed wall area
!_consisting of raised lettering and
|graphics applied to wall surface.

‘Replacement of fence at rear of lot
fwith vinyl. Noted as not visible from
|public way. )

ISlgn installed 5/1 5/10/14 for Blggs
\Gala event and removed.

'Brick repair and repointing prOJect
fon front (west) fagade of building.
\Installation of Post Slgn ‘with three
'hanglng signs for office tenants. Sign
mstaIIed

'Permit issued for signage. Sign
linstalled.

'Tentporary Sign to be placed in
Iwmdow v through 6/4/2014.
WaII sign installed in sign band area
for first floor tenant.

Wmdow sign and projecting slgn
mstalled for first floor office tenant.
S|gn installed.

|Interior renovations to office space
and replacement of front entry
Idoor. Project complete.




Summary of Permit Application with Architectural Review Certification
2014 - Updated Thru 9-9-2014

TYPE ACTION ON ARCHITECTURAL
) REVIEW CERTIFICATE
Bu1|d|ng Permit - Roof Repalrs |Staff Approval No ArchRevCert

|reqwred due to limited visibility.

DATE [PERMIT # LOCATION

:134 West Loockerman
iStreet

4/14/2014!14-283

4/24/2014 14-381

: o
4/17/2014|14-396

5/5/201414-183

5/2/2014 14-327

S
5/15/2014114-412

4/1/201414-289

4/25/2014 14-339

1121 West Loockerman

:207 West Loocke_r"man
Street

"2'10-2'20 South Goverhbrs
Avenue

Bwldmg Permit - Roof Repalrs Staff Approval. No ArchRevCert

"'BL-JiI'dinmg Permit - Exterior

IRenovations, Roof
IReplacement
|

129 West L-(-J_oc_kerrhan'Street“.;'B'uilding Permit - Exterior

Al IS ——— =
5 South State Street

124 South State Street,"

Diamond State Telephone
1300 South State Street

Street

'Renovations

'Buil'din_g Permit - Interior

Renovatlons
BU|Id|ng Permit - Exterior
,Renovatlons

|Bu1Id|ng Permit - Interior

|Renovations
|

| "
:Staff Approval.

requ1red due to no visibility.

=
|Staff Approval

__E_Buildi_ng Permit - Roof Rep_aiFs Staff Approval

;St-aff Approflal. No ArchRevCert
rrequired for interior work.
\Staff Approval

- Staff Approval No ArchRevCert

'required for interior work.

'NOTES

| I :
|Repa|rs and expansnon of rear roof .
‘over rear yard/patio area; limited
|V|51b|l|ty from public way. Project
Icomplete B

lInstallation of rubber roof on flat
[roof area not visible from the public
\way. Application withdrawn,

Replace asphalt roof with metal
iroof, Front fagade work: build pent
[roof overhang, replace 2 windows,
'replace aluminum siding with
|Hardie-board, clean brick (do not
|paint). Project not started yet.

Replace pent roof wood shingles
\with new wood shingles, repair
|ceiling area and trimwork, paint first
floor wall. Project under
construction.

Repalr/replacement in-kind select
|pa|nted wood roof shingles on

‘mansard roof area.

Replacement of chillers and

‘mechanical work..

| Brick repair, repointing, pamtmg,

\and window trimwork repair on
|west elevation. Existing brick is
pamted already.

lInterior renovations addmg wall
|partitions. Construction underway.




Summary of Permit Application with Architectural Review Certification
2014 - Updated Thru 9-9-2014

DATE

5/1/2014|14-437
5/1/2014|14-438
'5/1/2014/14-510

5/7/2014 14-533

6/16/2014 14-654

5/29/2014114-548 |

5/20/201414-561

6/23/2014/14-702

;PERMIT # LOCATION

;30i' South Governors
Avenue, North Street
Pocket Park

301 South Governors.
{Avenue, North Street
'Pocket Park

;501 South éta_té Street,
)Chnst Church

|6 South State Street

42 Kings Hwy N'E, Murphé_y
|School property

554 South State Street,
Presbyterian Church of
Dover

| S . . _

|147 S Governors Avenue,

Tlffanee & Co.

25 Jerusalem Way, New

Jerusalem Baptist Church

{TYPE
|

Bulldlng Permit - Fence

|Adm|n|strat|ve Building g Permit |HDC Recommendation on ARC: PC

|- Site Improvements

'Tempdrary Slgn Pé}'fnit
|

-Demolltlon Permit - In_ferfof

Bwldmg Permit - Accessory
Building

ET'emporary"Sign Permit
|
i

'-S-i-gn Permit - Pro'jectingmsign
|

.Roof Permit

‘ ACTION ON ARCHITECTURAL

INOTES

RE\__/IEW CERTIFICATE !___ B -

HDC Recommendation on ARC PC | Pre-Construction meeting held for
\approval of ARC; Applications HI-13- |park project and coordination of
|05 and $-13-10; Staff issued Permit flandscaping. Project underway.
\per Approvals -

Pre Construction meetlng held for
Approval of ARC; Applications HI-13- park project and coordination of
05 and $-13-10; Staff issued Permit 'landscapmg Project underway.
\per Approvals | -
'Staff Approval \VBS Sign installed 5/2/2014-
- - - ~16/2/2014 and removed. ot
‘No Planning Staff Review occurred. Interior Work - Minor Preparatlon
lInterior work does not require |for Renovation project. Interior
|ArchRevCert demolition complete. Temporary

._ - CO issued 8/28/2014. |
S{z;\_il_f_Approval : Relocation of pavilion (brlck plers

' [columns support hipped roof).

| |Previously located on property at
lrear of Woodburn. Project
;underway

Feather banner for Church 300th
fanniversary. Placement for limited

|hours each week when staff on-site.

Staf‘f Approval

L = | _
!Staff Approval Sign Installed.

| Repllacémént“of existing as_p;halt
{shingle roof with asphalt
|architectural shingles. Project

. |complete.

:'Sta_f]‘_Approva'I




Summary of Permit Application with Architectural Review Certification
2014 - Updated Thru 9-9-2014

DATE

6/30/2014 14-703

6/18/2014 14-761
6/24/2014 14-796

7/8/2014 14-511

7/11/2014!14-854
|

7/17/201414-925

8/20/2014 14-709

8/5/201414-764

'PERMIT # [LOCATION

'”108 V\7est Loeckerm'an

Street

|TYPE

iSiding Permit - Fascia, ;iding

|ACTION ON ARCHITECTURAL
|REVIEW CERTIFICATE

'Staff Approval subject to conditions

1321 & 323 South Governors 'Buﬂdmg Permit - Foundations Staff Approval.

'Avenue

!54 South State Street

Presbyterian Church of
Dover

|6 South State Street

“29 South State S-t-reet

45 South State Street

:147 S Governors Avenue,
~ Tiffanee & Co.

1300 West Loockerman

|Street, Family Dollar

{under Freezer/Refrigerator.

-Temporary Stgn Permit

iBuiIding Permit - Interior
1Renovations

:Sign_ Permit - Pos-t_Sién,_ wall
Slgn

Staff Approval -
i

‘Staff Approval

- ".Staff Approval

Admmlstratwe Bwldlng Permit No PIannlng Staff Review occurred.

'Administrative Building Permit Staff Approval No ArchRevCert

- Interior Renovations

' 'ISign Permit - Wall Signs

_reqwred for interior work.
|Staff Approval followmg revisions.
Original Permit #14-279 referred to

'NOTES
|Replacement of siding over plywood
areas, and add new siding on rear of
!building on side of rear addition.
|Use of vinyl siding not approved;
\repair existing surfaces or use
'horizontal wood/fiber composite
_|siding. Project started.

Reinstall slab with footers under
'mechanical items at rear of building.
|Project underway.

VBS Sign age (Banner & Sign)
,mstalled 6/25/2014-8/11/2014.
fPermit for interior renovations and
:rear porch wall (not visible) to
[create accessible entry. Project

under construction. Other Site

Improvements are subject to
'separate Site Plan 5-14-11 and
ArchRevCert Review HI-14-03 and
Ifuture permitting. Project almost
complete; TCO issued 8/28/2014.

~ Ipost sign installed using existing

| post with bracket arm. B
'Install chainlink panels over
sta|rwe_l_l__

'Construction of interior d|V|d|ng

\walls for tenant fit-out as bakery.
'Approved signs are acryllc wall signs

[with external illumination by

'HDC as HI-14-04 then withdrawn by |gooseneck lights. Signage installed.

lapplicant.




Summary of Permit Application with Architectural Review Certification
2014 - Updated Thru 9-9-2014

DATE

8/11/2014 14-1023

8/22/201414-1035

8/28/201414-1098

PERMIT # LOCATION

|54 South State Street,

8/29/2014 14-1089

TYPE

Dinos & Darlings |- Interior Renovations

6 South State Street
- Site Improvements

|
' iBuiiding Permit - Interior
;Presbyterian Church of 'Renovations

414 South State Street |Building Permit - Exterior
[Renovations

1202 West Loockerman
Street, Bayard Pharmacy

ESign Permit - Window Signs

|ACTION ON ARCHITECTURAL
|REVIEW CERTIFICATE

8/21/2014" 14-1014 |9 West Loockerman Street, :Administ_rative Building Permit EStaff Approval. No ArchRevCert

‘required for interior work.

'Administrative Building Permit 'HDC Recommendation on ARC: PC

'NOTES

| = = O = -
ilnterior renovations for walls and
[shelving for retail tenant fitout.
\Project complete.

Site Improvements for parking lot

Approval of ARC: Applications HI-14- 'and landscaping. Project almost

;03 and S-14-11; Staff issued permit
|

'_Staff Approval. No ArchRevCert
|required for interior work.

'Staff Approval. No ArchRevCert
|required as project location no
visible from public way. _
:Staff Approval after consultation to
[revise sign concept.

Concrete work to reconstruct

‘complete; Temporary CO issued
8/28/14.
\Interior Renovations.

existing handicap.ramp at rear of
building.
|Window signage. Worked with
iapplicant to revise proposal into
‘compliance with DS&G for
ArchRevCert.




MEMORANDUM

Department of Planning & Community Development
P.O. Box 475

Dover, DE 19903

Phone: (302) 736-7196  Fax (302) 736-4217

DATE: September 9, 2014
FROM: Planning Office

SUBIJECT: 6 South State Street, Dover DE
Site Plan and Architectural Review Certification, S-14-11 and HI-14-03

A series of Revisions are proposed to the approved Site Plan and its Architectural Review
Certification for the Parking Lot and Site Improvements at 6 South State Street. The Historic
District Commission reviewed this project on April 17, 2014 and made recommendations
regarding the Architectural Review Certificate. The Planning Commission granted conditional
approval of the Site Plan and Architectural Review Certificate on May 19, 2014. Final Plan
approval was granted on August 8, 2014.

Copies of the following items are attached to provide information:
e Final Site Plan Landscape Plan sheet (Woodland Preservation & Tree Density Plan)
e Site Plan Exhibit dated August 21, 2014 (showing as-built conditions)

Associated with Administrative Building Permit #14-1023, the Planning Office conducted a Site
Inspection at 6 South State Street (10:15am on August 18, 2014) in order to confirm compliance
with the approved Final Site Plan and Architectural Review Certification and discovered these
differences in the as-built conditions. A Temporary Certificate of Occupancy was issued on
August 28, 2014 with a series of items to be addressed.

Items to be Addressed as related to Architectural Review Certification:
1. Wrought iron fence does not extend the full length on the north side of the parking lot row
to the alley as per the Final Site Plan. The fence along with the new boxwood shrubs were
presented and approved as the screening for the parking spaces.

2. A retaining wall of block pavers was added on the east edge of the parking lot sidewalk
between the building and Division Street. The Final Site Plan shows this area from the
lawn to the sidewalk as being graded only.

These Revisions are proposed as amendments to the Final Site Plan and must be reviewed for
Architectural Review Certification.
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