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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 

 

123-17-CA 219 E NORTH STREET 

Applicant: MATTHEW KONAR ARCHITECT 

Received: 6/28/2017 Meeting Date(s): 

Submission date + 90 days:  9/26/2017 1) 8/24/2017 2)  3)  

 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 

 

Historic District: BLOUNT STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT 

Zoning: HOD-G 

Nature of Project: After-the-Fact: Installation of sidelight on rear door 

Staff Notes: 

 A minor work COA (095-17-MW) was approved 6/2/17 for various items of work for this 

property.  Staff was not able to approve the installation of a sidelight on the rear door in 

the previous COA; therefore the applicant removed it from that application. 

 COAs mentioned are available for review. 

 After-the-Fact applications are reviewed as though the work has not been completed. 

 

APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 

Sections Topic Description of Work 

2.7  Windows and Doors After-the-fact: Installation of sidelight on rear door 

 

STAFF REPORT 

 

Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 

 

A. The installation of a sidelight on the rear door is incongruous in concept according to 

Guideline 2.7.9, and the following suggested facts: 

1* The S.B. Shepherd House was built in 1903, according to the report prepared in 1975 to 

establish the Blount Street Historic District.  It is a 2-story Queen Anne with a wraparound 

front porch.  The rear of the house has been significantly modified over the years with both 

1-story and 2-story additions.  According to photographs provided by the applicant, prior to 

the current renovations, the rear door led out to a concrete stoop and stairs.  The door was a 

half-light with two panels. There was no sidelight. 

2* From Guidelines section 2.7 Windows and Doors, Things to Consider As You Plan: 

“Changing existing window and door openings, closing existing openings, or adding new 

openings on a historic building should be carefully considered and undertaken only for 

compelling reasons. Changes to original openings in a character-defining facade should 
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never be considered. For less significant facades, the pattern of proposed openings should 

be characteristic of and complementary to the historic building and the historic district 

context.” 

3* From the original COA application (095-17-MW) submitted 1/13/17: “The relocated rear 

door will be a new wood door similar to the front door and be consistent in size, glazing, 

detailing, trim, etc., yet more modest than the front door as this is a rear door.” 

4* According to the drawings of the front and rear elevations, the front and rear doors are 

identical.  The front door includes a transom and two sidelights, while the rear door 

includes a single sidelight. 

5* Rear doors were generally treated as secondary/service entries; a sidelite is atypical. 

 

 

Staff suggests denial of the application. 
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