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RALEIGH HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS COMMITTEE 

Minutes of the Meeting (2) 

October 7, 2013 

 
These minutes reflect only the 2nd part of case 135-13-CA, which due to the receipt of a Notice of Intent to Appeal 

were transcribed. 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Scott Shackleton called the Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) Committee meeting to 

order at 4:04 p.m.  
 

ROLL CALL 

Tania Tully, Preservation Planner, called the roll as follows: 

Present: Will Alphin, Elizabeth Caliendo, Sarah David, Scott Shackleton 

Alternate Present: Fred Belledin 

Excused Absence: Miranda Downer 

Staff Present: Tania Tully, Martha Lauer 

 

The following is a list indicating persons in attendance and whether they were affirmed. Ms. 

Martha Lauer, Notary Public, administered the affirmations. 
 

Visitor’s/Applicant’s Name and Address Affirmed 

Gail Wiesner, 515 Euclid Street 27604 Yes 

Chris Tingler, 125 N Harrington Street 27603 Yes 

Erin Sterling Lewis, 704 N Person Street 27604 Yes 

Drew Robinson, 113 S Wilmington Street 27601 Yes 

Marsha Gordon, 421 N Bloodworth Street 27604 Yes 

Louis Cherry, 421 N Bloodworth Street 27604 Yes 

Mary Hart-Paul, 306 E Forest Drive 27605 Yes 

Christian Dysart, 319 Fayetteville Street 27601 No 

Brandy Thompson 1100 Filmore Street 27605 Yes 

Josh Decker 1409 Garden Place 27603 Yes 

John Brooks, N Blount Street No 

 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Chair Shackleton introduced the public hearing portion of the meeting. These minutes reflect 

only the 2nd part of case 135-13-CA, which due to the receipt of a Notice of Intent to Appeal 

were transcribed. 
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – CERTIFIED RECORD 

 

135-13-CA 516 EUCLID STREET 

Applicant: LOUIS CHERRY AND MARSHA GORDON 

Received: 8/23/2013 Meeting Date(s): 

Submission date + 90 days:  11/21/2013 1) 9/9/2013 2) 10/7/2013 3)  

 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 

 

Historic District:    OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 

Zoning:    R-10 

Nature of Project:    Use aluminum clad wood windows in detached new construction. 

Amendments:    Section drawings of the proposed widows were provided and are attached to 

these comments. 

Conflict of Interest:  Ms. Caliendo moved to recuse Mr. Alphin. Ms. David seconded, passed 4/0.  

Mr. Alphin left the room for the duration of the case. 

Staff Notes:  

 COA for the new construction was approved in September 2013 with COA 135-13-CA; 

the window material portion of the application was deferred. 

 

APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 

Sections Topic Description of Work 

4.3 New Construction Use aluminum clad wood windows in detached new construction. 

 

STAFF COMMENTS 

 

Based on the information contained in the amended application, in staff's judgment: 

 

A. Use of aluminum clad wood windows in detached new construction may be incongruous 

according to Guidelines sections 4.3.9, 4.3.10. 

1* The proposed windows are for use in detached new construction. 

2* The proposed windows will have a smooth painted finish. The amended application states 

that “it is similar, though not identical, to the sheen, texture and finish of painted wood 

windows.” 

3* The amended application states that the proposed aluminum clad windows “will last longer 

and provide more energy efficiency than wood windows” and “that is appropriate to place 

them on new construction that is distinctly new and distinguished from the old structures.” 

4* The proposed window color is black, a traditional window sash color; the application states 

that a sample will be provided at the hearing. 

5* The proposed windows will not have exterior trim. 

6* The proposed windows are not intended to replicate historic windows. 
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7* All metal windows (typically steel) were historically used in some buildings starting in the 

1930s. 

8* The amended application includes installation guides for Jeld Wen wood and clad-wood 

windows to show the difference between the two – a nailing flange.  The amended 

application states that a better, tighter and long lasting window installation is achieved with 

aluminum clad wood windows. 

9* The amended application includes a section drawing of wood and aluminum clad wood 

windows. 

10* The commission has not approved the use of aluminum clad wood windows in a quasi-

judicial public hearing.   

11* Previous approvals of non-historic materials included the following reasons: did not 

emulate original materials (107-06-CA at 412 S Boylan Avenue); the nature of the synthetic 

material is not evident after painting and it does not have a faux wood appearance (142-08-

CA at 305 Cutler Street); the proposed lap siding is smooth, not imitation woodgrain; and is 

a durable material (CAD-93-049 at 601 Leonidas Lane). 

12* Previous denials of non-historic materials included the following reasons: Turfstone is a 

modern paving material that has no precedent in the historic district, and is not found in use 

for driveway strips (114-05-CA at 606 E Lane Street); denial of wood-grain Hardieplank 

stating that the committee was specific in its approval of smooth texture Hardieplank, 

noting that imitation wood-grain was prohibited by the guidelines in use at that time ( 191-

05-CA at 721 Dorothea Drive); Hardieplank on addition denied stating that “Additions will 

be sheathed in wood clapboards to match the dimensions and alignment of the original 

clapboards underlying the artificial siding on the body of the house to which the addition 

will connect.” (016-06-CA at 513 Cutler Street); the committee typically does not approve 

substitute materials when they abut historic materials (229-08-CA at 518 E Lane Street). 

 

Staff makes no suggestion.  

 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 

 

Support:  

Louis Cherry [affirmed] and Marsha Gordon [affirmed] were present to speak in support of the 

application.  (A sample window was provided and was visible to the committee.)  

 

Louis Cherry: We’re presenting today the request that aluminum clad windows be approved 

for new construction; new construction of our home. Our position is that is a compatible and 

identical material and technology that is very much in sync with and comparable to the 

corresponding modern materials that have been approved for new construction: smooth 

hardieboard or various things that aren’t strictly speaking the historic materials so that we feel 

that it’s an appropriate contemporary interpretation of older technologies. The bigger point for 

me is that it’s a superior technical detail. Whereas in a wood window, you have a hole and you 

place that window in that hole and essentially you’re trying to seal that seam.  This with that 

nailing flange and you tape over it really provides a level of tightness, that older homes weren’t 
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intended to achieve.  They were not intended to be tight; they were accepted to kind of 

breathing and have the movement of air.  And in a very energy efficient house we really want 

to control that. We will have fresh air that will be introduced but not through cracks. Those are 

really the key points. 

 

Opposition:   

 

Gail Wiesner [affirmed], 515 Euclid Street: These materials are completely against the character 

of anything that exists in Oakwood. You have to consider more than just, as Mr. Cheery put it, 

“an interpretation of.” The word compatible is being stretched beyond belief with these 

materials; the character of material is not just that it has the same molecules as some other 

material. It consists of many many characteristics, shape, size, color, depth, length, width, 

density; there are many characteristics that need to be considered. I am even going to question 

the justification for this as an energy efficient material, because metal is a much better conductor 

of heat and cold then wood. So I don’t see any statistics on the efficiency of this, but just 

logically speaking from somebody that has a physics minor, this doesn’t make sense. It may be 

more efficient in the way that you don’t have to paint it as often, it’s going to save you money 

down the line. But as far as energy efficiency, I completely disagree with that. And it’s not 

justification in this forum; the historic districts commission is not here to decide energy 

efficiency. A compatible, truly compatible house that’s compatible with the character of 

Oakwood can be built with great energy efficiency, and it has been done. Many of the 

techniques that are available can be applied to materials that truly are compatible. You don’t 

have to go a modernist design to get that. Thank you. 

 

Mr. Shackleton: Questions from the committee for the applicants? 

 

Mr. Cherry:  Could I make a comment?  Erin (Erin Sterling-Lewis) brought a sample of this 

exact window that’s the full thing if you want to look at it in this hearing. There’s a bigger full 

window sample if you want. She offered for us to also use. 

 

Ms. David: Can you pass the window around? 

 

Mr. Shackleton: Is it easier to just walk over there? 

 

Mr. Belledin:  Do you have any comparative information of the energy efficiency of aluminum 

clad wood windows versus wood windows? 

 

Mr. Cherry: I have the product information.  The issue primarily is an installation one, that over 

the life of the installation it’s gonna be more air tight. In terms of its speced coefficient of 

transmission...the answer is no. I may be able to find it as we site here. 

 

Mr. Shackleton:  Also, if anyone has any questions of the speaker ask those as well.  I have one.  

You read a list of things, made a statement that I got that said the definition of compatible is 
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being stretched beyond belief and then you listed specific things that you felt should be 

included in that - in what determines compatible – after you said it’s not just the molecules and 

then you read down a list. Can read that list off so I can write them down, or was it off the top 

of your head?  

 

Ms. Wiesner: It was off the top of my head 

 

Ms. Lauer: I have them. 

 

Ms. Wiesner: That’s just examples.  I’m trying to point out other factors to consider. 

 

Ms. Lauer: I think I got them.  She [Ms. Wiesner] said character of the material is not just the 

molecules it’s the shape, size, color, depth, width, density. 

 

Mr. Shackleton:   Just so I’m clear, it seems like from the application the color is black? 

 

Mr. Cherry: Right 

 

Mr. Shackleton:   So it’s not the color of the sample you have there. 

 

Mr. Cherry: The sample is dark brown and is a good example of the sheen and the finish and 

this will be the color (holding up a black paint sample). 

 

Ms. Caliendo:  Did you ever compare…I mean the warranty can sometime tell you a lot about 

how long the window’s going to last.  Did you ever compare the warranty information of wood 

windows and the aluminum clad? Are they the same? 

 

Mr. Cherry: There’s a warranty on the paint finish on the painted clad windows that the wood 

windows don’t have. There’s an additional warranty that you have.  Overall, the windows are 

warrantied for the same period of time, 20 years. That covers all of their products. 

 

Ms. Caliendo: So not like wood windows with a 30 year warranty vs… 

 

Mr. Cherry: But the clad ones do have an additional warranty. 

 

Mr. Shackleton:   I’m looking at the section drawings of the windows that are presented here.  

To make sure I’m understanding what I’m looking at - the top one is aluminum clad and the 

bottom one would be a comparable wood window by the same manufacturer. So as we look at 

the…if you looked at it from the front, almost all the dimensions are identical except there 

would be a bit more in the profile down at the bottom on the wood one. Is that right? 

 

Mr. Cherry: Well, there actually is a difference that if you look at the section detail and the plan 

detail, they show a piece of trim.  This piece right here and these two pieces here which is called 
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a brick mold. It’s on that other sample.  That’s an applied piece of trim that you can get or not. 

So, that’s not fundamentally part of the window assembly. 

 

Erin Sterling Lewis [affirmed]:  I think this is helpful.  This is a wood window that shows the 

comparison between that to this. 

 

Mr. Cherry: So this trim is an optional trim for that window that you can either get or not. 

 

Tania Tully [affirmed]: Since you’re doing that Erin would you get the other one? (Erin brings 

both of the full size windows samples, wood and aluminum clad wood to be displayed in front 

of the applicants table) 

 

Ms. Lewis: Just so you know what you’re looking at too.  This is the baked on paint color on the 

extruded aluminum clad wood window. And this, we matched the color so this is a paint from 

Sherwin Williams that would be an exterior grade paint.  And the reason we did that, 

obviously, is to try to make it as apples to apples as possible with the finish and sheen and all 

that. 

 

Mr. Shackleton: So, if on these drawings, these section drawings we were comparing apples to 

apples, we wouldn’t have that piece of trim on the wood unit where we do and we wouldn’t on 

the aluminum either? 

 

Mr. Cherry: Right. 

 

Mr. Shackleton: So the look from the front is…the only difference that I would see in the look 

from the front is the cladding itself. The shape of the window is identical. 

 

Ms. Tully:  If you took the trim off. 

 

Mr. Shackleton: If you took the trim off.  And then behind that, the construction of the window 

itself is wood, and there’s a thin layer of aluminum on it which is the definition of clad. 

 

Mr. Shackleton: Any other questions? 

 

Ms. Caliendo:  So the painted finish, is that factory applied? 

 

Mr. Cherry: On the metal, yes. 

 

Ms. Tully:  I’m thinking that one of the things, and you may be getting to this point, and I kind 

of got to this point with one of the facts saying that these windows would not have exterior 

trim. It’s my understanding that typically, wood windows are not installed without trim.  

They’re installed either with the brick mold or as you’re used to seeing on historic buildings, a 

flat casing. Most of our frame historic buildings have flat casing.  This is a case where they will 
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not have and the intent is to not have exterior trim around the window. I don’t know how you 

want to address that. 

 

Mr. Shackleton: So the COA that was approved last month shows windows without trim. 

 

Ms. Tully:  Correct, there’s no trim, there’re no corner boards.  There’s no trim as we think of it 

typically. 

 

Ms. David: But it would have to have trim to install wood windows. 

 

Mr. Shackleton:  Other questions? 

 

At Mr. Shackleton’s suggestion Ms. David moved that the public testimony portion of the 

hearing be closed.  Ms. Caliendo seconded; motion carried 4/0. 

 

 

Committee Discussion 

 

The following points were made in discussion [speaker indicated in brackets]: 

What are your thoughts? [Shackleton] 

I think that the finish is similar, you can look at it and see right here that it is similar. The sheen 

and texture and appearance.  And it’s a wood window.  It just has, instead of regular paint it 

has aluminum on it. [David] 

So that’s very different from, say a vinyl window that would be constructed of vinyl 

throughout.  This is constructed of wood and has a coating that’s aluminum [Shackleton] 

Yea, and I think the key is that you are seeing the painted finish in this case, you’re not seeing a 

through-body synthetic material like vinyl. [Belledin] 

Yea, vinyl appears different. [David] 

Right. [Shackleton] 

I think the other issue with that is that the seams between the aluminum cladding components 

are unobtrusive similar to wood windows and they generally follow the same lines that you 

would with the meeting rails and stiles on wood window. [Belledin] 

There was a sample we saw in a previous case at one point that had…it was a different color 

and so the seams were very visible. And in this case the seams are not visible.  I can’t tell where 

they are this close, so you know.  At 10 feet away I can’t tell. [Shackleton] 

I think based on the manufacturer cut sheets that the dimensions of the aluminum clad 

components of an uncased window match dimensions of the wood components of the uncased 

window.  [Belledin] 

And that wood window would have been approvable by staff, I believe. [Shackleton] 

So the guidelines in staff comments 4.3.9 and 4.3.10 mention material, compatible in material, 

subdivision… [Shackleton] 

Tully:  Yea, and you’re really looking at material and detail in 4.3.9 

And detail. [Shackleton] 
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Tully:  You already approved the subdivision, proportion, and pattern. 

Yep.  So, the detail seems identical looking at a wood window without trim and an aluminum 

window.  [Shackleton] 

I mean, keep in mind they are not identical because a wood window has to have trim. [David] 

Not necessarily.  I’ve done wood windows in the past where we just added a projecting trim 

profile. 

OK. [David]  

It’s basically a jamb extension for all intents and purposes.  [Belledin] 

I thought it had to have one. [David] 

If you watch This Old House you can float the wood windows in the opening and seal in place 

with high density foam. [Belledin] 

OK [David] 

Ok. 4.3.10. New buildings.  Select materials and finishes that are compatible with historic 

materials – it doesn’t say that they are historic materials – and finishes found in the surrounding 

buildings that contribute to the special character of the historic district in terms of – so this is 

what defines compatible for our purpose today –  composition, scale, module, pattern, detail, 

texture, finish, color, and sheen. So, of those, what do we (coughing – cannot hear last bit)? 

[Shackleton] 

I have a question.  If you put a wood brick mold around the aluminum window, would you be 

able to discern the difference between the two from anything but an extraordinarily close 

distance? [Belledin] 

I can’t from less than ten feet away. [Shackleton] 

Me either. [Caliendo] 

Any other thoughts? [Shackleton] 

The staff comments cover some of the important points in my opinion which are: this is 

detached new construction; it’s not proposed for an addition or modifications to an existing 

structure. [Belledin] 

And the application itself says the applicant believes that it would be clearly inappropriate to 

place aluminum clad windows on a historic structure as different from it being appropriate on 

new construction that’s distinctly new and distinguished structures. [Shackleton] 

I think it is important to point out that this is a coating, an applied painted finish, not a chemical 

conversion or anodized. So again what you’re seeing is a coating not an underlying material 

(coughing so exact working unclear). [Belledin] 

OK. [Shackleton] 

I guess the one other item I’d put out there is since energy efficiency was raised, I don’t think 

back up information was provided to support or dispute the energy efficiency. I would be 

inclined not to include the evaluation of energy efficiency in our decision. [Belledin] 

Yes. [David][Caliendo] 

Yea, and it’s not part of the guidelines.  As much as it’s a personal interest of mine, it’s not part 

of the guidelines. [Shackleton] 
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Findings of Fact  

 

Mr. Belledin moved that based upon the facts presented in the application and the public 

hearing, the committee finds staff comment A. (inclusive of facts 1-12) to be acceptable as 

findings of fact, with the following modifications and additional facts: 

 

Modify comment A to read: 

A. Use of aluminum clad wood windows in detached new construction is not incongruous 

according to Guidelines sections 4.3.9, 4.3.10. 

 

Modifying fact 2* to read: 

2* The proposed aluminum clad wood windows will have a smooth painted finish, not an 

anodized finish. The amended application states that “it is similar, though not identical, to 

the sheen, texture and finish of painted wood windows.” The painted finish of the sample 

aluminum clad wood windows provided is very similar to the painted finish of the all wood 

window; the difference is not discernible from a distance of 10 feet. 

 

Modifying fact 3* to read: 

3* The amended application states that the proposed aluminum clad windows “will last longer 

than wood windows” and “that is appropriate to place them on new construction that is 

distinctly new and distinguished from the old structures.” 

 

Adding the following facts to read: 

13* The seams of the aluminum clad wood window are flush, not pronounced, and not 

significantly more visible than the seams on the all wood window. 

14* Based on the manufacturer’s cut sheets, the components of the cased window are almost 

identical to the uncased window components. 

 

  

The motion was seconded by Ms. David; passed 4/0. 

 

Decision on the Application 

 

Mr. Belledin made a motion that the application be approved as amended.   

 

The motion was seconded by Ms. David; passed 4/0. 

 

Committee members voting:  Belledin, Caliendo, David, Shackleton. 

 

Certificate expiration date:  4/7/14. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:26 p.m. 

 

 

 

 

Scott Shackleton, Chair Minutes Submitted by: 

Certificate of Appropriateness Committee, Tania Tully, Preservation Planner 

Raleigh Historic Development Commission 

 

 


