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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MEETING 

Municipal Building, Council Chambers, 201 West Gray, Norman, OK 73069 
Monday, June 01, 2026 at 5:30 PM 

AGENDA 

It is the policy of the City of Norman that no person or groups of persons shall on the grounds 

of race, color, religion, ancestry, national origin, age, place of birth, sex, sexual orientation, 

gender identity or expression, familial status, marital status, including marriage to a person of 

the same sex, disability, relation, or genetic information, be excluded from participation in, be 

denied the benefits of, or otherwise subjected to discrimination in employment activities or in 

all programs, services, or activities administered by the City, its recipients, sub-recipients, and 

contractors. In the event of any comments, complaints, modifications, accommodations, 

alternative formats, and auxiliary aids and services regarding accessibility or inclusion, please 

call 405-366-5424, Relay Service: 711. To better serve you, five (5) business days' advance 

notice is preferred. 

ROLL CALL 

MINUTES 

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, AND/OR 
POSTPONEMENT OF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS: 

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES OF MAY 4, 2026. 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUESTS 

2. (HD 26-07) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, AND/OR 

POSTPONEMENT OF THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST FOR 

THE PROPERTY LOCATED 413 S LAHOMA AVENUE FOR THE FOLLOWING 

MODIFICATIONS: A) CONSTRUCTION OF A DETACHED ACCESSORY DWELLING 

UNIT. (Postponed from the May 4, 2026, meeting).  

3. (HD 26-10) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, AND/OR 
POSTPONEMENT OF AMENDMENTS TO CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS 
24-08 AND 25-04 FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1320 OKLAHOMA AVENUE 
FOR THE FOLLOWING: A) MODIFICATIONS TO THE FRONT WALKWAY AND 
YARD; B) MODIFICATIONS TO THE EXTERIOR WALL MATERIALS; C) 
MODIFICATIONS TO THE GARAGE DOOR DESIGN; D) MODIFICATIONS TO 
WINDOWS. (Items A, B, and C were postponed from the April 6, 2026, meeting.) 

4. (HD 26-11) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 
AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE AMENDMENT OF A CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED 467 COLLEGE 
AVENUE FOR THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATION: A) REMOVAL OF EXTERIOR 
DOOR AND REPLACEMENT WITH WOOD SIDING.  
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REPORTS/UPDATES 

5. STAFF REPORT ON ACTIVE CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS AND 
ADMINISTRATIVE BYPASS ISSUED SINCE MAY 4, 2026.  

6. DISCUSSION OF PROGRESS REPORT REGARDING FYE 2025-2026 CLG GRANT 
PROJECTS.  

DISCUSSION 

MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS 

ADJOURNMENT 
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MEETING 

Municipal Building, Council Chambers, 201 West Gray, Norman, OK 73069 
Monday, May 04, 2026 at 5:30 PM 

MINUTES 

The Historic District Commission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, 
will meet in Regular Session in the Council Chambers at the Municipal Building, on Monday, 
May 04, 2026 at 5:30 PM and notice of the agenda of the meeting was posted at the Norman 
Municipal Building at 201 West Gray, and on the City website at least 24 hours prior to the 
beginning of the meeting.  

ROLL CALL 

PRESENT 
Commissioner Mitch Baroff 
Commissioner Michael Zorba 
Commissioner Jo Ann Dysart 
Commissioner Karen Thurston 
Commissioner Kendel Posey 
Commissioner Susan Skapik 
Commissioner Tyler Burns 
Commissioner Trent Baggett 

STAFF PRESENT 
Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer 
Jeanne Snider, Assistant City Attorney III 
Bailey LaChance, Admin Tech IV 

GUESTS PRESENT 
Matt Seaton, 300 W Main Street, Norman, OK 
Ken Wineburg, 735 S Lahoma, Norman, OK 
Bonita & Amy Sohn, 413 S Lahoma, Norman, OK 
Steve Ladner, 501 S Lahoma, Norman, OK 

MINUTES 

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, AND/OR 
POSTPONEMENT OF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS: 

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES OF APRIL 6, 2026. 

Motion made by Commissioner Dysart, Seconded by Commissioner Posey. 
 
Voting Yea: Commissioner Baroff, Commissioner Zorba, Commissioner Dysart, 
Commissioner Thurston, Commissioner Posey, Commissioner Skapik, Commissioner 
Burns 
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Voting Abstaining: Commissioner Baggett 
 
April 6, 2026 Historic District Meeting Minutes were approved. 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUESTS 

2. (HD 26-05) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 
AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
REQUEST FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 735 S. LAHOMA AVENUE FOR 
THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATIONS: A) REPLACEMENT OF ATRIUM WINDOW 
WITH A SET OF ORIGINAL WOOD WINDOWS; B) RESTORATION OF FRONT 
PORCH FLOORING, RAILINGS, AND TRIM; C) REPLACEMENT OF TWO HALF 
COLUMNS WITH FULL COLUMNS ON THE FRONT PORCH.  

A) REPLACEMENT OF ATRIUM WINDOW WITH A SET OF ORIGINAL WOOD 
WINDOWS; 

Motion made by Commissioner Thurston to approve HD 26-05 item A) replacement of 
atrium window with a set of original wood windows as submitted; Seconded by 
Commissioner Burns. 

 Staff Report 

 Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer, presented the Staff Report. 

 Commissioner Zorba sought clarification regarding whether the windows were found 
on-site and if they were believed to be original to the home. Ms. Starr stated there 
should have been a photograph included in the packet and noted the applicant had 
additional information regarding where the windows were found. She stated the 
windows were most likely the original windows removed in order to install the atrium 
window currently in place. 

 Applicant Presentation 

 Ken Wineburg, the applicant, presented the proposed modifications.  

 Commissioner Skapik asked for clarification regarding the portion projecting below the 
atrium window. Mr. Wineburg explained the addition extends approximately three feet 
from the house and is in poor condition, so they are proposing to remove it and 
replace the area with siding to match the existing house. 

 Commissioner Zorba confirmed the applicant would be removing the portion beneath 
the window, and Mr. Wineburg stated that was correct. 

 Commissioner Baggett asked whether the applicant owned the home when the atrium 
window was installed. Mr. Wineburg stated he had recently purchased the property but 
had been told the atrium addition was installed around the 1970s. Commissioner 
Baggett then asked whether it appeared standard windows had previously existed in 
that location. Mr. Wineburg stated it appeared the area had originally been framed for 
conventional windows. 
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 Commissioner Thurston asked whether siding remained beneath the atrium support 
structure or if replacement siding would be required. Mr. Wineburg stated he was 
unsure what remained beneath the structure but anticipated any existing siding would 
likely not be salvageable and would need to be replaced. 

 Commissioner Burns asked whether the windows found matched the size of the 
existing opening and suggested that, during demolition, the applicant attempt to fit the 
windows within the existing opening to allow the siding to align cleanly and avoid 
difficulties matching the existing siding. Mr. Wineburg stated that if siding replacement 
became necessary, he intended to closely match the existing material, including 
potentially removing siding from a less visible portion of the home, such as the rear 
elevation, to maintain consistency on visible facades. Ms. Starr added that she had 
discussed the process for replacing deteriorated siding with the applicant. 

 Public Comments 

 There were no public comments 

 Commission Discussion 

 Commissioner Zorba stated he believed the proposal to restore the original windows  
was a great idea. 

 Commissioner Baroff stated he did not anticipate the applicant having difficulty 
matching the existing siding and felt the proposal would be a significant improvement. 

 Commissioner Dysart stated she found the proposal to be compatible with the historic 
character of the property. 

 Voting Yea: Commissioner Baroff, Commissioner Zorba, Commissioner Dysart, 
Commissioner Thurston, Commissioner Posey, Commissioner Skapik, Commissioner 
Burns, Commissioner Baggett 

 HD 26-05 item A was approved. 

 

B) RESTORATION OF FRONT PORCH FLOORING, RAILINGS, AND TRIM; 

 Motion made by Commissioner Thurston to approve HD 26-05 item B) restoration of 
front porch flooring, railings, and trim as submitted; Seconded by Commissioner 
Dysart. 

 Staff Report 

 Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer, presented the Staff Report. 

 Commissioner Skapik sought clarification regarding the original orientation of the 
porch boards. Ms. Starr stated the decking boards currently run in the same direction 
as the historic decking; however, the fascia boards are presently installed in the 
opposite direction from the original configuration.  
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 Applicant Presentation 

 Ken Wineburg, the applicant, presented the proposed modifications. 

 Ms. Starr asked whether the applicant intended to keep the pressure-treated wood 
decking already installed. Mr. Wineburg confirmed that was correct. 

 Commissioner Burns asked whether the vertical fascia boards would be changed back 
to a horizontal orientation. Mr. Wineburg confirmed they would, explaining the current 
installation resulted from miscommunication with the contractor and would be 
corrected if approved. 

 Commissioner Thurston questioned the size of the replacement boards, noting the 
new decking appeared larger than the original material. Mr. Wineburg confirmed that 
was correct. Commissioner Thurston stated she was unsure whether the original 
board size was still readily available. Commissioner Baroff recommended several 
sources where similar historic decking materials may still be found. Commissioner 
Thurston stated she preferred the original board dimensions but understood sourcing 
them could be difficult. 

 Commissioner Thurston also asked whether the new boards were tongue-and-groove 
like the historic flooring. Ms. Starr stated the proposed decking consisted of standard 
pressure-treated boards. Commissioner Baroff noted the installed material appeared 
to be evenly spaced pressure-treated one-by-six boards. Commissioner Thurston 
asked whether the spacing caused the boards to exceed six inches in width overall, 
and Commissioner Baroff stated modern-day boards were approximately five-and-a-
half inches wide. 

 Commissioner Baggett requested clarification regarding the orientation of the 
replacement boards. Mr. Wineburg stated he intended for the decking to match the 
original orientation, running from the door toward the street, with horizontal fascia 
boards along the front edge of the porch.  

 Commissioner Thurston stated her primary concern was that flat one-by-six decking 
did not convey the appearance of a historic porch. Mr. Wineburg responded that, in his 
opinion, the historic character of the porch is more strongly defined by the columns, 
railings, and windows, and that the board dimensions are not readily visible from the 
street-facing view of the house. 

 Commissioner Dysart confirmed the original porch flooring consisted of approximately 
three-inch-wide boards, which Mr. Wineburg confirmed. 

 Public Comments 

 There were no public comments 

 Commission Discussion 

 Commissioner Baroff asked whether the photograph of the completed project included 
in the packet had been shown in the presentation slideshow for improved visibility. Ms. 
Starr stated it had not been included in the PowerPoint presentation. 
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 Commissioner Zorba stated it would likely be difficult to locate decking material in the 
exact historic dimensions. 

 Commissioner Thurston emphasized that the Commission should evaluate the request 
as though the replacement decking had not yet been installed. Ms. Starr confirmed the 
Commission must consider the proposal as if no work had occurred. 

 Commissioner Skapik asked Ms. Starr whether another recent porch decking 
replacement approved administratively had used historically accurate board 
dimensions. Ms. Starr stated she believed that project involved a like-for-like 
replacement. 

 Commissioner Dysart asked whether pressure-treated boards were available in three-
and-a-half- or four-inch widths. Ms. Starr stated she did not believe so and noted 
smaller boards would likely need to be stained or painted instead. Commissioner 
Baroff added that he had not seen pressure-treated tongue-and-groove commonly 
available in those smaller dimensions. 

 Commissioner Zorba expressed concern that the spacing between the currently 
installed boards was too visually prominent and asked whether the applicant would be 
willing to use three-and-a-half- to four-and-a-half-inch tongue-and-groove flooring 
instead. Mr. Wineburg stated he would be willing to make that change and asked 
whether the Commission could approve the request subject to locating appropriately 
sized replacement boards. 

 Ms. Starr confirmed that such a condition could be incorporated into the motion if 
supported by the Commission. 

 Motion made by Commissioner Thurston to amend item B) to add 3.5-4.5-inch tongue 
and groove porch flooring must be used; Seconded by Commissioner Burns. 

 Commissioner Thurston sought clarification on whether the motion also included the 
proposed railings, which the applicant stated would be replaced in a like-for-like 
manner. Ms. Starr clarified that the original motion already included the railings and 
trim as proposed, and that the amendment pertained only to the revised porch flooring 
material. 

 Voting Yea: Commissioner Baroff, Commissioner Zorba, Commissioner Dysart, 
Commissioner Thurston, Commissioner Posey, Commissioner Skapik, Commissioner 
Burns, Commissioner Baggett 

 The motion to amend HD 26-05 item B was approved.  

 Commissioner Thurston sought clarification on whether the cedar trim and railing 
would be painted to match the original appearance. Mr. Wineburg confirmed the trim 
and railing would be painted to match the existing historic conditions. 

 Voting Yea: Commissioner Baroff, Commissioner Zorba, Commissioner Dysart, 
Commissioner Thurston, Commissioner Posey, Commissioner Skapik, Commissioner 
Burns, Commissioner Baggett 
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 HD 26-05 item B was approved as amended. 

 C) REPLACEMENT OF TWO HALF COLUMNS WITH FULL COLUMNS ON THE 
FRONT PORCH. 

Motion made by Commissioner Skapik to approve HD 26-05 item C) replacement of 
two half columns with full columns on the front porch as submitted; Seconded by 
Commissioner Posey. 

 Staff Report 

 Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer, presented the staff report. 

 Commissioner Thurston asked whether there was any evidence indicating the original 
porch columns extended fully from the porch floor to the roofline. Ms. Starr stated she 
was unable to locate documentation or historic evidence confirming full-height columns 
in available records. 

 Commissioner Baggett clarified that while there was no evidence proving the porch 
originally had full-height columns, there was also no evidence showing that it did not. 
Ms. Starr confirmed that was correct. 

 Applicant Presentation 

 Ken Wineburg, the applicant, presented the proposed modifications. 

 Commissioner Baggett asked whether the applicant had investigated the existing 
structure to determine if a beam previously existed across the top of the porch to 
support the roof. Mr. Wineburg stated he had not. 

 Commissioner Zorba noted visible sagging in the roofline and asked whether the 
applicant had consulted a structural engineer. Mr. Wineburg stated foundation work 
had recently been completed and the contractor performing that work recommended 
adding additional support for the roof. Commissioner Zorba then asked whether there 
were plans to install a new beam across the top of the porch roof. Mr. Wineburg stated 
the roof is planned for replacement, but no additional structural elements are currently 
proposed unless deemed necessary once construction begins. 

 Commissioner Burns asked whether the applicant intended to match the trim detail at 
the tops of the new columns to the existing historic columns. Mr. Wineburg confirmed 
that was the intent. 

 Commissioner Thurston referenced a photograph included in the packet and pointed 
out indentations visible on the top beam that appeared to suggest full-height columns 
may have existed historically. She asked whether the applicant had noticed those 
markings previously. Mr. Wineburg stated he had not. 

 Public Comments 

 There were no public comments 

 Commission Discussion 
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 Commissioner Zorba stated he did not object to the addition of full-height columns, 
since they were structural necessary. 

 Commissioner Skapik noted that her own home is architecturally similar to the 
applicant’s property and includes four full-height columns, and therefore she did not 
see an issue with the proposed modification. 

 Commissioner Burns stated that installing a new interior support beam would likely be 
a much more extensive process and felt the addition of full-height columns was an 
appropriate solution to address the sagging porch roof. 

 Voting Yea: Commissioner Baroff, Commissioner Zorba, Commissioner Dysart, 
Commissioner Thurston, Commissioner Posey, Commissioner Skapik, Commissioner 
Burns, Commissioner Baggett 

 HD 26-05 item C was approved. 

3. (HD 26-07) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, AND/OR 

POSTPONEMENT OF THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST FOR 

THE PROPERTY LOCATED 413 S LAHOMA AVENUE FOR THE FOLLOWING 

MODIFICATIONS: A) CONSTRUCTION OF A DETACHED ACCESSORY DWELLING 

UNIT. 

Motion made by Commissioner Skapik to approve HD 26-07 item A) construction of a 
detached accessory dwelling unit, as submitted, Seconded by Commissioner Posey. 

 Staff Report 

 Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer, presented the staff report. 

Commissioner Thurston sought clarification regarding the proposed height of the 
accessory dwelling unit (ADU). Ms. Starr stated the applicant would address those 
dimensions during the presentation. 

Commissioner Baroff asked whether the structure shown in the photographs was a 
shed. Ms. Starr clarified that it was the original garage associated with the house and 
would remain on the property. 

Commissioner Burns asked whether any new concrete would be added as part of the 
ADU construction. Ms. Starr stated that question would be better addressed by the 
applicant. 

Applicant Presentation 

Matt Seaton, representative of the applicant, presented the proposed ADU. 

Commissioner Baroff asked about the height of the existing primary residence. Mr. 
Seaton stated he did not know the exact height. Commissioner Baroff noted he did not 
believe the comparison was critical given the proposed ADU’s distance from the main 
structure. 
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Commissioner Zorba asked whether the proposed ADU exceeded fifteen feet in 
height. Mr. Seaton stated he did not believe the proposed ADU would be taller than 
the primary structure, noting the house contains an addition with a steep roof pitch. 

Commissioner Thurston sought clarification regarding the wall height and gable height 
of the ADU. Ms. Starr confirmed the wall height was proposed at approximately 10 feet 
1 inch, with a gable height of approximately 15 feet and 8.5 inches. 

Commissioner Zorba asked about the neighboring structure visible in the site 
photographs. Ms. Starr stated it was an original historic structure associated with the 
property to the south. 

Commissioner Skapik asked about the height of the neighboring structure. Mr. Seaton 
stated he did not know the exact height but suggested relocating the ADU farther to 
the left side of the yard to reduce its proximity to the neighboring historic structure. 

Commissioner Thurston asked whether relocating the structure would make it more 
visible from the street. Mr. Seaton stated it would remain hidden by existing trees. 
Commissioner Burns also noted the presence of fencing surrounding the property that 
would further obscure view. 

Commissioner Baggett sought clarification regarding the proposed relocation, 
confirming the ADU would simply shift from one side of the yard to the other. Mr. 
Seaton confirmed that was correct. 

Commissioner Baroff asked whether the revised placement would cause the front door 
to face south instead of north. Mr. Seaton confirmed that was correct. 

Commissioner Burns asked whether siding details had been provided. Mr. Seaton 
stated the details were included in the submitted packet, though not displayed in the 
presentation slides. Commissioner Thurston asked whether the siding would be 
installed with the smooth side facing outward, and Mr. Seaton confirmed that was 
correct. Commissioner Burns further asked whether the siding exposure would be 
seven inches, which Mr. Seaton also confirmed. 

Commissioner Baggett asked why a wall height of approximately 10 feet 1 inch had 
been selected. Mr. Seaton stated there was no specific reason for that dimension. 

Public Comments 

Steve Ladner, 501 S Lahoma, Norman, OK 

Stated that while he was not protest this particular request, he objected to the 
continual approval of ADU in the Chautauqua Historic District.  

Commission Discussion 
Commissioner Burns asked whether the applicant intended to retain a gravel driveway 
for the ADU rather than install concrete. Mr. Seaton confirmed that was correct. 
 
Commissioner Baggett asked why a metal door had been proposed. Mr. Seaton stated 
metal doors were selected due to lower cost. 
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Commissioner Thurston asked why metal windows had been proposed. Mr. Seaton 
stated the windows were also selected for cost reasons and that they were unaware 
different materials would be required. 
 
Commissioner Thurston referenced the Historic Preservation Guidelines, noting they 
require aluminum-clad windows for new construction and specify that accessory 
structures should remain under ten feet in height. Mr. Seaton stated the applicant 
would be willing to revise the height of the structure and the window material. 
 
Commissioner Skapik asked about the height of a recently approved ADU on 
Chautauqua for comparison purposes and stated concerns regarding the scale of the 
current proposal. Mr. Seaton explained the interior was designed with vaulted ceilings 
to provide additional storage space. 
 
Commissioner Skapik stated she would like to see more architectural references to the 
original structure and asked whether the wider siding was selected because narrower 
siding could not be sourced. Mr. Seaton stated narrower siding was available, but the 
intent was to avoid directly replicating the original house. 
 
Commissioner Burns suggested incorporating exposed rafter tails to better relate the 
ADU to the architectural character of the primary structure. Mr. Seaton stated the 
applicant would be open to including those features. 
 
Ms. Starr reviewed the applicable Historic Preservation Guidelines related to ADUs. 
 
Commissioner Thurston reiterated that the guidelines specifically require wood or 
aluminum-clad windows for new primary and secondary structures and stated 
adherence to the adopted guidelines was important to maintain consistency and clear 
standards. 
 
Commissioner Zorba asked whether the windows approved for a previously discussed 
ADU were aluminum clad. Ms. Starr confirmed they were. Commissioner Zorba then 
asked for additional feedback from the Commission regarding the proposed metal 
door. 
 
Commissioner Burns noted that if the structure were relocated as proposed, the door 
would likely not be visible from the public street. Commissioner Thurston added that 
even if the fence were removed, the door would still remain largely obscured from 
view. 
 
Commissioner Zorba asked whether additional information regarding the scale of the 
ADU would assist the Commission. Commissioner Thurston stated she believed the 
proposal appeared oversized and too tall. Mr. Seaton asked whether the concern 
related primarily to the wall height. Commissioner Thurston clarified that both the 
overall roof peak and wall height contributed to the scale concerns. 
 
Commissioner Dysart noted that the proposed ADU would still remain shorter than the 
primary residence. 
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Break from 7:11 p.m. to 7:15 p.m. 
 
Commissioner Posey sought clarification regarding which Historic Preservation 
Guideline sections applied to the proposed ADU, noting multiple sections addressed 
structures of that size. Ms. Starr identified the applicable guideline sections and 
explained some provisions applied specifically to secondary structures less than 400 
square feet. 
 
Commissioner Zorba asked whether the applicant preferred to postpone the request 
and return with additional information or proceed with a vote based on the current 
proposal. 
 
Ms. Starr advised that a postponement would likely be the better option because the 
number of changes to the proposal and the amount of corresponding amendments  
required to the motion would be difficult to structure clearly. Commissioner Baroff 
added that a revised site plan would also be beneficial. 
 
Amy Sohn, property owner of 413 S. Lahoma Avenue, explained that the existing 
historic garage on the property is over eleven feet tall, though smaller than the 
proposed ADU. She stated the proposed structure was intentionally designed to 
function as a dwelling space rather than appear as an additional garage while 
remaining compatible with the surrounding area. She noted nearby properties include 
several non-historic structures and stated the applicant was willing to make revisions 
in response to Commission concerns. 
 
Ms. Starr clarified that the properties to the north are not located within the 
Chautauqua Historic District because they face Symmes Street. She also noted the 
neighboring structure to the south dates from the 1960s. Ms. Starr described the 
property configuration as unusual, with a historic rear structure that may have 
originally functioned as a garage and a later street-facing house constructed at the 
front of the property in the 1960s. 
 
Commissioner Zorba asked whether the applicant wished to proceed with 
amendments. Ms. Starr stated any amendment would likely need to address the roof 
height, structure location, siding, windows, and entry door. 
 
Commissioner Thurston asked whether the proposed siding was four-inch lap siding. 
Mr. Seaton stated the proposal used seven-inch siding. Commissioner Burns noted 
the packet described cedar-textured siding with smooth soffit materials, which Mr. 
Seaton confirmed. 
 
Commissioner Baggett stated he was not supportive of the proposed metal door. 
 
Commissioner Zorba asked the Commission what height they would consider 
appropriate for the ADU. Commissioner Thurston referenced a prior ADU approval in 
which the Commission reduced the maximum height from sixteen feet to fourteen feet. 
Mr. Seaton asked whether there was a specific guideline he could reference for 
determining an acceptable height. Commissioner Zorba stated the Commission 
generally evaluates height in relation to the scale and context of surrounding 
structures on the property. 
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Ms. Starr again recommended postponement due to the number of revisions under 
consideration. 
 
Ms. Sohn clarified that the addition visible in one of the photographs was a non-historic 
addition approved in 2016 with a taller roof peak than the original structure. She also 
noted neighboring properties contain several taller structures and multiple dwelling 
units. Commissioner Zorba stated photographs documenting surrounding building 
scale would be helpful for future review. 
 
Commissioner Thurston asked Commissioner Baggett whether his concerns related to 
the material or the design of the proposed door. Commissioner Baggett clarified that 
his objection related specifically to the use of metal. 
Commissioner Thurston stated ADUs should remain subordinate in scale to the 
primary structure and expressed concern that the proposal appeared top-heavy. 
Commissioner Zorba stated additional information regarding structure height, site 
placement, siding dimensions, and aluminum-clad windows would assist the 
Commission in evaluating the request. 
 
Mr. Seaton asked for clarification regarding the preferred height. Commissioner 
Thurston stated the Commission needed to review the structure in relation to the 
overall scale and massing of the property rather than focus solely on a single 
numerical height limit. She also stated the wall height should be ten feet. 
 
Ms. Sohn asked whether structural modifications could reduce the building height 
without substantially altering the overall design. She explained their architect had 
indicated the gable design and framing configuration created additional space above 
the roofline. Commissioner Burns discussed possible solutions, including reducing the 
roof pitch or lowering the top plate height, while noting those revisions could impact 
the proposed loft and storage area. 
 
Ms. Starr summarized concerns regarding the exterior materials and design details, 
particularly the siding, windows, and door materials. The Commission generally 
agreed that metal windows and doors would not be appropriate. Commissioner Skapik 
stated the overall design should include stronger visual references to the architectural 
character of the primary structure. Commissioners also requested larger and more 
detailed drawings for future review 
 
Motion made by Commissioner Thurston to postpone HD 26-07; Seconded by 
Commissioner Posey. 
  
Voting Yea: Commissioner Baroff, Commissioner Zorba, Commissioner Dysart, 
Commissioner Thurston, Commissioner Posey, Commissioner Skapik, Commissioner 
Burns, Commissioner Baggett 
 
HD 26-07 was postponed. 

REPORTS/UPDATES 
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4. STAFF REPORT ON ACTIVE CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS AND 
ADMINISTRATIVE BYPASS ISSUED SINCE APRIL 6, 2026.  

Anais Starr reported on active COAs as follows: 

• 549 S. Lahoma Avenue - Applicant has submitted a COA request for the north 
windows, but it was subsequently withdrawn prior to the February meeting. No 
change from last month.  

• 904 Classen Avenue - Applicant is in the process of installing windows and siding on 
the north side of the house. No change from last month.  

• 607-609 S. Lahoma Avenue - New wood front windows installed. They have until 
6/5/2028 to install remaining windows. No change from last month.  

• 1320 Oklahoma Avenue - Vacant lot. No building permit have been submitted. No 
change since last month. 

• 505 Chautauqua Avenue - Work continues.  

• 643 Okmulgee Street - Work on the house is complete. Rear fence complete. 
Expansion of the driveway with an additional parking space has not started. No 
change from last month.  

• 467 College Ave – Work on covered patio complete. ADU work continues. 

• 325 Keith Street – Building permit submitted and approved. Work has not started. 

• 315 Castro Street - Building permit issued. Work has started.  

• 502 Macy Street - Work has not started. 

• 720 S. Lahoma Avenue - Work has not started. 

• 533 S. Lahoma – Building permit issued. 

• 452 S. Lahoma – Work has not started. No change from last month. 

• 508 Chautauqua Ave - Work has not started.  

Anais Starr reported on Administrative Bypass issued since January 5, 2026: 

• 720 Miller Ave – Metal storm/screen door on front porch. 

5. DISCUSSION OF PROGRESS REPORT REGARDING FYE 2025-2026 CLG GRANT 
PROJECTS.  

Anais Starr discussed the progress report regarding FYE 2025-2026 CLG Grant 
Projects.  

25-26 CLG Grant Projects 
 

PROJECT 1: Educational Training - $3,000 
PROJECT 2: Memberships Dues for NAPC - $150 
PROJECT 3: Historic Tour Mobile App Maintenance - $1,725 
PROJECT 4: Lunch and Learn Windows Programs $1,200 
PROJECT 5: Biannual Education Postcard - $1,800 

TOTAL BUDGET OF CLG FUNDS - $7,875 

 Ms. Starr explained that the final expense to be paid from the 2025–2026 CLG Grant 
funds would be a training opportunity for her, though the details were still being finalized. 
She also stated the City’s NAPC membership renewal had been completed and an 
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updated mailing list had been provided to NAPC, so Commissioners should begin 
receiving emails and correspondence from the organization. 

MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS 

Ms. Starr informed the Commission that the Zoning Code is currently being updated  
and noted that the revisions may include updates to the Preservation Ordinance and 
Guidelines. The Commission then discussed potential changes and clarifications that 
could help make the guidelines more understandable and easier to interpret. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:02 p.m. 

Passed and approved this ___________ day of _________2026. 

 

Historic District Chair 
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: June 1, 2026 

REQUESTER: Matt Seaton, Scissortail Construction  

PRESENTER: Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer 

ITEM TITLE: (HD 26-07) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED 413 S 
LAHOMA AVENUE FOR THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATIONS: A) 
CONSTRUCTION OF A DETACHED ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT. 
(Postponed from the May 4, 2026, meeting).  

  

Background  
Historical Information  
1988 Chautauqua Historic District Nomination Survey Information: 
413 S Lahoma Ave., Ca. 1924.  Bungalow/Craftsman.  This contributing, one-story, 
weatherboard single dwelling has an asphalt-covered, side-gabled roof and a concrete 
foundation.  The wood windows are hung one-over-one.  The wood door is glazed paneled with 
a metal screen door.  The entry porch has an eyebrow lintel supported by wooden Tuscan 
columns and circular brick steps.  Decorative details include exposed rafters, double and triple 
windows and exposed roof beams.  To the rear of the property is a weatherboard, single-car 
garage with a wooden sliding door and a pyramidal, asphalt-covered roof, ornamented with 
exposed rafters. 
 
Sanborn Insurance Map Information  
The current footprint of the principal structure, compared to the 1944 Sanborn Map, indicates 
that two additions have been constructed since 1944.  As indicated in the Previous Action 
section, a third addition was built in 2016. The 1944 Sanborn Map shows an accessory building 
in its current location south of the house.   
   
Previous Actions 
March 7, 2016 – A Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for the installation of an addition on the 
rear of the principal structure was approved. 
 
May 4, 2026 – A COA for the construction of an accessory dwelling unit was postponed allowing 
time for the submission of revised drawings.   
 
Background Information 
This property’s current zoning designation is R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District. This zoning 
designation allows for a single-family dwelling with an accessory dwelling unit.  
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REQUESTS 
a) Construction of a detached accessory dwelling unit. 
Project Description:  
The City of Norman passed an Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) ordinance in 2024 that allows 
either an attached or detached ADU in the R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District. The ordinance 
limits the maximum square footage for an ADU to 650 square feet. The proposed ADU meets 
the use, setbacks, height, and impervious surface area requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
The applicant proposed constructing a 384-square-foot ADU in the rear yard at the May 4, 2026, 
Historic District meeting. The ADU proposal included the following exterior materials: LP Smart 
siding, aluminum windows, and a steel entry door. Additionally, the proposed wall height was 
10’1”.  
 
The Commissioners indicated that the Guidelines for Accessory Structures did not support the 
proposal to use alternative materials for the windows and doors. Additionally, some of the 
Commissioners cited a guideline, which states that the maximum wall height for an accessory 
structure is no greater than 10’. Furthermore, the Commissioners questioned whether the overall 
height of the ADU was in scale with the principal structure. The Commissioners requested 
additional information regarding the principal's ridge height. The Commissioners also found that 
the proposed eight-inch LP Siding was not compatible with the principal structure and the 
surrounding district. Finally, the Commissioners found there were no features or elements to tie 
this structure to the historic principal structure. Additionally, the applicant desired to relocate the 
requested ADU from the southeast corner to the northeast corner of the backyard. Due to the 
Commission's suggested revisions and the owner’s proposal to relocate the ADU, the applicant 
requested a postponement to allow for the submission of revised drawings, a specification sheet, 
and additional information on the existing principal structure.   
 
The applicant has submitted revised drawings showing the ADU located in the northeast corner 
of the yard. It will set back 5’ from the north property line and 33’ from the rear property line. The 
proposed ADU will have a wall plate height of 10’ and a ridge roof height of 15’ and will have a 
roof pitch of 12/10. Aluminum-clad wood windows are proposed. 
 
The applicant has submitted two elevation drawings for the Commission's consideration. The 
two submitted ADU drawings are identical except for the exterior siding option and the entry 
door.  ADU drawing #1 shows the preferred options of 6’ LP Smart siding and a steel entry door. 
ADU drawing #2 shows alternative options for double-teardrop wood siding that would match 
the house and a wood entry door.  
 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating historic district 
structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity while allowing modern-
day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36-535.c: Changes to rear elevations do require a COA; however, the rear elevation of a historic 
structure is considered a secondary elevation and is therefore regulated to a lower standard to 
allow flexibility for additions or other modern-day appurtenances. 
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Preservation Guidelines 
2.6 Guidelines for Accessory Structures less than 400 square feet 
A review by the Historic District Commission will use the following criteria for the issuance of a 
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA):  

.5 Make New Construction Compatible.  Accessory structures greater than 120 square feet 

but less than 400 square feet shall be compatible in form, scale, size, materials, features, and 

finish with the principal structure.  New construction must meet the following: 

a. Located in the rear yard, and not visible from front right-of-way.  

b. Compatible in design, style, and material to the principal historic structure and the 
surrounding historic neighborhood. 

c. Select materials and finishes for proposed new accessory buildings that are found in 
historic structures in the district in terms of composition, scale, pattern, detail, texture, 
and finish.  Acceptable materials include brick and stone masonry, stucco and wood.  
Cement fiberboard will be considered on a case-by-case basis when there is limited 
visibility from the front right-of-way.  Structures with no visibility from the front may 
utilize cement fiberboard.  No metal or vinyl structures allowed. 

d. New accessory structures shall be one-story in height and less than 10 feet in wall 
height. 

Structures with a footprint of 400 square feet and greater and/or taller than one-story will be 

reviewed utilizing either the Guidelines for Secondary Structures or the Guidelines for Garages. 

3.12 Guidelines for Windows 
.11 New Primary and Secondary Accessory Structures.  Windows in new construction are to 
compatible with adjacent historic structures in terms of size, profile, design, proportions, and 
material. Wood and aluminum-clad windows are acceptable for use in new construction.  
 
3.14 Guidelines for Doors 
.10 New Primary and Secondary Accessory Structures.  Doors in new construction shall be 
similar to those in adjacent historic structures in terms of size, profile, design, proportions, and 
material. Aluminum-clad and fiberglass doors with limited or no visibility from the front façade 
can be considered on a case-by-case basis. 
 
Considerations/Issues: 

The requested ADU is considered an “accessory structure” as defined by the Preservation 

Guidelines, since it is less than 400 square feet. Therefore, the Guidelines for Accessory 

Structures Less Than 400 Square Feet have been provided above in this staff report.  

 

The Guidelines for Accessory Structures state that accessory structures are “to be compatible 

in form, scale, size, materials, features, and finish with the principal structure.” The ADU, which 

is 384 square feet under the roof, is less than 50% of the principal structure's 1,494-square-foot 

footprint. The proposed placement behind the principal structure, in the northeast corner of the 

rear yard, will have limited visibility from the front streetscape and will meet the Guidelines for 

location. The proposed wall height of 10’ meets the allowed maximum wall height prescribed in 

the Guidelines for Accessory Structures. To reduce the overall scale and proportions of the ADU, 

the applicant has lowered the ridge height to 15’ and will have a 12/10 roof pitch. The applicant 

has provided the ridge heights for the principal structure. The front ridge height measures 17’ 7”, 
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and the rear addition ridge height measures 16’3 ½ “.  

 

The submitted revised elevations propose aluminum-clad one-over-one wood windows that 

meet the Guidelines for Accessory Structures and match the windowpane configuration of the 

historic principal structure.   

 

The applicant’s preference is for an LP Smart Siding, which will reduce future maintenance 

concerns.  As suggested by the Commission at the May 4 meeting, the width for the siding has 

been reduced from 8 inches to 6 inches. This will result in a four-and-seven-eighths-inch reveal. 

The Guidelines allow for the use of alternative materials on a case-by-case review. The 

Commission has approved requests to use alternative siding material where the proposed 

structure has limited visibility. 

 

For security reasons, the property owner’s preferred option is a steel door. The Guidelines for 

Accessory Structures state that door materials are to be compatible with the principal structure 

and the structures in the surrounding district, and they do not specify an allowance for alternative 

materials. However, the Commission has approved requests to use metal doors in the rear yard, 

where visibility is limited.  

 

The proposed ADU, with its simple design, is compatible with the principal structure. The 
applicant is requesting to use alternative materials with a look similar to the principal structure. 
Since the proposed structure is in an inconspicuous location in the rear yard, the request for 
alternative materials of LP Smart Siding and a steel entry door may be appropriate. If the 
Commission finds that the requested LP Smart Siding and steel door do not meet the Guidelines, 
the applicant has submitted a second option for the ADU, which proposes wood siding that will 
match the house's siding in width and profile. Furthermore, ADU #2 features a wood door that 
meets the Guidelines for materials. 
 
The use of lap siding, one-over-one aluminum-clad wood windows, and a gable design similar 
to that of the principal structure will provide a “nod” to the historic home. The use of modern 
materials, such as LP Smart lap siding and a steel entry door, will differentiate the ADU from the 
principal structure, thereby avoiding a false sense of history.  
 
The Commission needs to determine if the proposed ADU meets the Guidelines and is 
compatible with the historic principal structure and the surrounding district. 
 
Commission Action: (HD 26-07) Consideration of approval, rejection, amendment, and/or 
postponement of a Certificate of Appropriateness request for the property located at 413 S 
Lahoma Avenue for the following: a) construction of a detached accessory dwelling unit. 
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Matt Seaton
4 7/8” Reveal

Matt Seaton
4 7/8” Reveal

Matt Seaton
4 7/8” Reveal

Matt Seaton
ADU Option #1 - Preferred Option for Siding and Door
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Matt Seaton
ADU Option #2 - Alternative Option for Siding and Door

Matt Seaton
The siding in these elevations do not 
accurately display the 2.5” reveal



413 S LAHOMA

Front of home, facing west

Front door details. Half moon windows architecturally echo the eyebrow roofline above the door.
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SW corner of home

South side of home

24

Item 2.



South side of home, including back door

Rear of home
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NE corner of home

North side
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NW corner of home

Siding details of existing home
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Looking into backyard. Photo taken from in between the home and garage

Looking towards the SE corner of yard
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Footprint of proposed ADU

View from the alley behind the home
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Siding details of adjacent structure
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Top: LP® SmartSide® Lap, Trim and Fascia | Middle: LP SmartSide Lap, Cedar Texture Shakes (straight), Trim and Fascia | Bottom: LP SmartSide Panel, Trim and Fascia

®

Product Guide & Specifications
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7473

BRUSHED SMOOTH LAP SIDING

BRUSHED SMOOTH TEXTURE PROVIDES A MODERN LOOK  
THAT STILL REMAINS TIMELESS 

 § One of the most durable lap siding options on the market today
 § Available in lengths up to 16 t́o help speed installation
 § May create fewer seams than traditional 12 śiding
 § Primed for exceptional paint adhesion
 § APA-certified lap siding
 §  Treated with the SmartGuard® process for superior protection against 
many weather conditions and resistance to termites and fungal decay

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Lap Siding

DESCRIPTION LENGTH ACTUAL WIDTH THICKNESS PID NUMBER WEIGHT

38 Series Lap 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.84 in. (148 mm) 0.354 in. (9 mm) 45989 !.5 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 7.84 in. (199 mm) 0.354 in. (9 mm) 45990 !.5 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 11.84 in. (301 mm) 0.354 in. (9 mm) 45991 !.5 PSF

38 SERIES BRUSHED SMOOTH LAP

5.84 in., 7.84 in. or 11.84 in. 
(148 mm, 199 mm or 301 mm)

0.354 in.
(9 mm)

Brushed Smooth

See LPSmartSide.com for product details.
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Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Lap Siding CoverageSpecifications: LP® SmartSide® Lap Siding Coverage

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Cedar Texture Shakes Coverage

Reveal (size)

Area (sq. ft.) 6-7/8˝(8 )̋

100 15 pcs.

200 30 pcs. 

300 44 pcs. 

400 59 pcs. 

500 73 pcs. 

600 88 pcs. 

700 102 pcs. 

800 117 pcs. 

900 131 pcs. 

1000 146 pcs. 

1500 219 pcs. 

2000 291 pcs. 

2500 364 pcs. 

3000 437 pcs. 

3500 510 pcs. 

4000 582 pcs. 

4500 655 pcs. 

5000 728 pcs. 

Lap Siding 12´Length

Area (sq. ft.) 4-7/8˝(6 )̋ 5-7/8˝(7 )̋ 6-7/8˝(8 )̋ 10-7/8˝(12 )̋

100 16 pcs. 13 pcs. 11 pcs. 7 pcs.

200 31 pcs. 26 pcs. 22 pcs. 14 pcs.

300 47 pcs. 39 pcs. 33 pcs. 21 pcs.

400 62 pcs. 52 pcs. 44 pcs. 28 pcs.

500 77 pcs. 64 pcs. 55 pcs. 35 pcs.

600 93 pcs. 77 pcs. 66 pcs. 42 pcs.

700 108 pcs. 90 pcs. 77 pcs. 49 pcs.

800 124 pcs.  103 pcs. 88 pcs. 56 pcs.

900 139 pcs. 115 pcs. 99 pcs. 63 pcs.

1000 154 pcs. 128 pcs. 110 pcs. 69 pcs.

1500 231 pcs. 192 pcs. 164 pcs. 104 pcs.

2000 308 pcs. 256 pcs. 219 pcs. 138 pcs.

2500 385 pcs. 320 pcs. 273 pcs. 173 pcs.

3000 462 pcs. 383 pcs. 328 pcs. 207 pcs.

3500 539 pcs. 447 pcs. 382 pcs. 242 pcs.

4000 616 pcs. 511 pcs. 437 pcs. 276 pcs.

4500 693 pcs. 575 pcs. 491 pcs. 311 pcs.

5000 770 pcs. 639 pcs. 546 pcs. 345 pcs.

Lap Siding 16´Length Reveal (size)

Area (sq. ft.) 6-7/8˝(12 )̋ 9-7/8˝(12 )̋

100 44 pcs. 31 pcs.

200 88 pcs. 61 pcs.

300 131 pcs. 92 pcs.

400 175 pcs. 122 pcs.

500 219 pcs. 152 pcs.

600 262 pcs. 183 pcs.

700 306 pcs. 213 pcs.

800 350 pcs. 244 pcs.

900 393 pcs. 274 pcs.

1000 437 pcs. 304 pcs.

1500 655 pcs. 456 pcs.

2000 873 pcs. 608 pcs.

2500 1091 pcs. 760 pcs.

3000 1310 pcs. 912 pcs.

3500 1528 pcs. 1064 pcs.

4000 1746 pcs. 1216 pcs.

4500 1964 pcs. 1368 pcs.

5000 2182 pcs. 1519 pcs.

Cedar Texture
Shakes 4´Length Reveal (size)

Cedar texture shakes offer more options for the designer and craftsman.
We’ve included coverage for the minimum shake reveal of 6-7/8 a̋nd the maximum shake reveal of 9-7/8 .̋

Disclaimer: The above Tables do not account for waste factors. Remember to include your expected jobsite waste. It is up to the purchaser to determine the appropriate 
waste factor to add to the material estimate. LP takes no responsibility for estimates, including overages or underage of material based on the above Coverage Chart.

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Lap Siding Coverage

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Cedar Texture Shakes Coverage

Reveal (size)

Area (sq. ft.) 6-7/8˝(8 )̋

100 15 pcs.

200 30 pcs. 

300 44 pcs. 

400 59 pcs. 

500 73 pcs. 

600 88 pcs. 

700 102 pcs. 

800 117 pcs. 

900 131 pcs. 

1000 146 pcs. 

1500 219 pcs. 

2000 291 pcs. 

2500 364 pcs. 

3000 437 pcs. 

3500 510 pcs. 

4000 582 pcs. 

4500 655 pcs. 

5000 728 pcs. 

Lap Siding 12´Length

Area (sq. ft.) 4-7/8˝(6 )̋ 5-7/8˝(7 )̋ 6-7/8˝(8 )̋ 10-7/8˝(12 )̋

100 16 pcs. 13 pcs. 11 pcs. 7 pcs.

200 31 pcs. 26 pcs. 22 pcs. 14 pcs.

300 47 pcs. 39 pcs. 33 pcs. 21 pcs.

400 62 pcs. 52 pcs. 44 pcs. 28 pcs.

500 77 pcs. 64 pcs. 55 pcs. 35 pcs.

600 93 pcs. 77 pcs. 66 pcs. 42 pcs.

700 108 pcs. 90 pcs. 77 pcs. 49 pcs.

800 124 pcs.  103 pcs. 88 pcs. 56 pcs.

900 139 pcs. 115 pcs. 99 pcs. 63 pcs.

1000 154 pcs. 128 pcs. 110 pcs. 69 pcs.

1500 231 pcs. 192 pcs. 164 pcs. 104 pcs.

2000 308 pcs. 256 pcs. 219 pcs. 138 pcs.

2500 385 pcs. 320 pcs. 273 pcs. 173 pcs.

3000 462 pcs. 383 pcs. 328 pcs. 207 pcs.

3500 539 pcs. 447 pcs. 382 pcs. 242 pcs.

4000 616 pcs. 511 pcs. 437 pcs. 276 pcs.

4500 693 pcs. 575 pcs. 491 pcs. 311 pcs.

5000 770 pcs. 639 pcs. 546 pcs. 345 pcs.

Lap Siding 16´Length Reveal (size)

Area (sq. ft.) 6-7/8˝(12 )̋ 9-7/8˝(12 )̋

100 44 pcs. 31 pcs.

200 88 pcs. 61 pcs.

300 131 pcs. 92 pcs.

400 175 pcs. 122 pcs.

500 219 pcs. 152 pcs.

600 262 pcs. 183 pcs.

700 306 pcs. 213 pcs.

800 350 pcs. 244 pcs.

900 393 pcs. 274 pcs.

1000 437 pcs. 304 pcs.

1500 655 pcs. 456 pcs.

2000 873 pcs. 608 pcs.

2500 1091 pcs. 760 pcs.

3000 1310 pcs. 912 pcs.

3500 1528 pcs. 1064 pcs.

4000 1746 pcs. 1216 pcs.

4500 1964 pcs. 1368 pcs.

5000 2182 pcs. 1519 pcs.

Cedar Texture
Shakes 4´Length Reveal (size)

Cedar texture shakes offer more options for the designer and craftsman.
We’ve included coverage for the minimum shake reveal of 6-7/8 a̋nd the maximum shake reveal of 9-7/8 .̋

Disclaimer: The above Tables do not account for waste factors. Remember to include your expected jobsite waste. It is up to the purchaser to determine the appropriate 
waste factor to add to the material estimate. LP takes no responsibility for estimates, including overages or underage of material based on the above Coverage Chart.

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Lap Siding Coverage

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Cedar Texture Shakes Coverage

Reveal (size)

Area (sq. ft.) 6-7/8˝(8 )̋

100 15 pcs.

200 30 pcs. 

300 44 pcs. 

400 59 pcs. 

500 73 pcs. 

600 88 pcs. 

700 102 pcs. 

800 117 pcs. 

900 131 pcs. 

1000 146 pcs. 

1500 219 pcs. 

2000 291 pcs. 

2500 364 pcs. 

3000 437 pcs. 

3500 510 pcs. 

4000 582 pcs. 

4500 655 pcs. 

5000 728 pcs. 

Lap Siding 12´Length

Area (sq. ft.) 4-7/8˝(6 )̋ 5-7/8˝(7 )̋ 6-7/8˝(8 )̋ 10-7/8˝(12 )̋

100 16 pcs. 13 pcs. 11 pcs. 7 pcs.

200 31 pcs. 26 pcs. 22 pcs. 14 pcs.

300 47 pcs. 39 pcs. 33 pcs. 21 pcs.

400 62 pcs. 52 pcs. 44 pcs. 28 pcs.

500 77 pcs. 64 pcs. 55 pcs. 35 pcs.

600 93 pcs. 77 pcs. 66 pcs. 42 pcs.

700 108 pcs. 90 pcs. 77 pcs. 49 pcs.

800 124 pcs.  103 pcs. 88 pcs. 56 pcs.

900 139 pcs. 115 pcs. 99 pcs. 63 pcs.

1000 154 pcs. 128 pcs. 110 pcs. 69 pcs.

1500 231 pcs. 192 pcs. 164 pcs. 104 pcs.

2000 308 pcs. 256 pcs. 219 pcs. 138 pcs.

2500 385 pcs. 320 pcs. 273 pcs. 173 pcs.

3000 462 pcs. 383 pcs. 328 pcs. 207 pcs.

3500 539 pcs. 447 pcs. 382 pcs. 242 pcs.

4000 616 pcs. 511 pcs. 437 pcs. 276 pcs.

4500 693 pcs. 575 pcs. 491 pcs. 311 pcs.

5000 770 pcs. 639 pcs. 546 pcs. 345 pcs.

Lap Siding 16´Length Reveal (size)

Area (sq. ft.) 6-7/8˝(12 )̋ 9-7/8˝(12 )̋

100 44 pcs. 31 pcs.

200 88 pcs. 61 pcs.

300 131 pcs. 92 pcs.

400 175 pcs. 122 pcs.

500 219 pcs. 152 pcs.

600 262 pcs. 183 pcs.

700 306 pcs. 213 pcs.

800 350 pcs. 244 pcs.

900 393 pcs. 274 pcs.

1000 437 pcs. 304 pcs.

1500 655 pcs. 456 pcs.

2000 873 pcs. 608 pcs.

2500 1091 pcs. 760 pcs.

3000 1310 pcs. 912 pcs.

3500 1528 pcs. 1064 pcs.

4000 1746 pcs. 1216 pcs.

4500 1964 pcs. 1368 pcs.

5000 2182 pcs. 1519 pcs.

Cedar Texture
Shakes 4´Length Reveal (size)

Cedar texture shakes offer more options for the designer and craftsman.
We’ve included coverage for the minimum shake reveal of 6-7/8 a̋nd the maximum shake reveal of 9-7/8 .̋

Disclaimer: The above Tables do not account for waste factors. Remember to include your expected jobsite waste. It is up to the purchaser to determine the appropriate 
waste factor to add to the material estimate. LP takes no responsibility for estimates, including overages or underage of material based on the above Coverage Chart.Please contact your local LP SmartSide sales representative for product availability. | Metric units are rounded. | PSF = Pounds Per Square Foot

39

Item 2.

Matt Seaton



83 84

DESCRIPTION LENGTH ACTUAL WIDTH THICKNESS PID NUMBER WEIGHT

190 Series Trim 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 2.50 in. (64 mm) 0.578 in. (14.7 mm) 28448 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 3.50 in. (89 mm) 0.578 in. (14.7 mm) 28450 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.50 in. (140 mm) 0.578 in. (14.7 mm) 28452 2 PSF

440 Series Trim 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 1.50 in. (38 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25877 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 2.50 in. (64 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25878 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 3.50 in. (89 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25880 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.50 in. (140 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25882 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 7.21 in. (183 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25883 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 9.21 in. (234 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25884 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 11.21 in. (285 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 25885 2 PSF

540 Series Trim 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 1.50 in. (38 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25886 * 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 2.50 in. (64 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25887 * 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 3.50 in. (89 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25888 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.50 in. (140 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25890 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 7.21 in. (183 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25891 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 9.21 in. (234 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25892 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 11.21 in. (285 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 25893 3 PSF

440 Series Ploughed Fascia 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.47 in. (140 mm) 0.62 in. (17.1 mm) 27240 * 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 7.21 in. (183 mm) 0.62 in. (17.1 mm) 27819 * 2 PSF

CEDAR TEXTURE TRIM

THE CLASSIC APPEARANCE OF CEDAR 

 § Use for corners, window and door trims
 § Narrow widths for more design flexibility
 § Primed for exceptional paint adhesion
 § 16 ĺength can result in faster installation and fewer seams
 §  Treated with the SmartGuard® process for superior protection against 
many weather conditions and resistance to termites and fungal decay

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Trim

1.5 in., 2.5 in., 3.5 in., 5.5 in., 7.21 in., 9.21 in. or 11.21 in. 
(38 mm, 64 mm, 89 mm, 140 mm, 183 mm, 234 mm or 285 mm)

0.675 in.
(17.1 mm)

440 SERIES CEDAR TEXTURE TRIM

2.5 in., 3.5 in. or 5.5 in.
(64 mm, 89 mm or 140 mm)

0.578 in.
(14.7 mm)

&90 SERIES CEDAR TEXTURE TRIM

1.5 in., 2.5 in., 3.5 in., 5.5 in., 
7.21 in., 9.21 in. or 11.21 in.

(38 mm, 64 mm, 89 mm, 140 mm, 
183 mm, 234 mm or 285 mm)

0.970 in.
(24.6 mm)

540 SERIES CEDAR TEXTURE TRIM
5.5 in., 7.21 in.

0.750 in. (19 mm)
(140 mm, 183 mm)

0.675 in.
(17.1 mm)0.300 in. (8 mm)

0.500 in. (12.7 mm)

440 SERIES CEDAR TEXTURE PLOUGHED FASCIA

Cedar Texture

See LPSmartSide.com for product details.

SP
EC

IFIC
A

TIO
N

S: TR
IM

Please contact your local LP SmartSide sales representative for product availability. | Metric units are rounded. | PSF = Pounds Per Square Foot

BRUSHED SMOOTH TRIM

SMOOTH APPEARANCE, ADVANCED DURABILITY  
OF ENGINEERED WOOD  

§  Helps protect against moisture intrusion, impacts from hail, and damage from 
freeze/thaw cycles
§  Treated with the SmartGuard® process for superior protection against many 

weather conditions and resistance to termites and fungal decay
§ 16 ĺength can result in faster installation and fewer seams
§ Primed for exceptional paint adhesion
§ Backed by an industry-leading 5/50-year limited warranty

Specifications: LP® SmartSide® Trim

DESCRIPTION LENGTH ACTUAL WIDTH THICKNESS PID NUMBER WEIGHT

440 Series Trim 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 2.50 in. (64 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 45999 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 3.50 in. (89 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 46000 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.50 in. (140 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 46001 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 7.21 in. (183 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 46002 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 9.21 in. (234 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 46003 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 11.21 in. (285 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 46004 2 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 1.50 (38 mm) 0.675 in. (17.1 mm) 46012 2 PSF

540 Series Trim 16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 2.50 in. (64 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 46010 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 1.50 (38 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 46011 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 3.50 in. (89 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 45992 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 5.50 in. (140 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 45993 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 7.21 in. (183 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 45995 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 9.21 in. (234 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 45997 3 PSF

16 ft. (192 in.)(4.9 m) 11.21 in. (285 mm) 0.970 in. (24.6 mm) 45998 3 PSF

440 SERIES BRUSHED SMOOTH TRIM

3.50 in., 5.50 in., 7.21 in., 9.21 in. or 11.21 in.
(89 mm, 140 mm, 183 mm, 234 mm or 285 mm)

0.675 in
(17.1 mm)

540 SERIES BRUSHED SMOOTH TRIM

2.50 in., 3.50 in., 5.50 in., 7.21 in., 9.21 in. or 11.21 in.
(64 mm, 8 9 mm, 140 mm, 183 mm, 234 mm or 285 mm)

0.970 in
(24.6 mm)

Brushed Smooth Trim

*Special order item. Requires minimum quantity and extended lead times. 
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More payment options

Pickup available at 502 Rusk Ave
Usually ready in 2-4 days

View store information

 Shipping Not Shown? We deliver nationwide via our trusted hotshot partners.
Call us to request your custom shipping quote — fast response. 936-205-2615

This classic 1x6x16' #117 Double Teardrop Pine Siding/Exterior Cladding Profile is
commonly found on older style homes (especially antique homes built in the early
1900s) and can sometimes be a difficult profile to source nowadays. It is sometimes
known as “German siding” or “double ogee siding.”

This profile is commonly used for repairs to historic homes, and for additions that
want to keep the same vintage aesthetic as the rest of the building. Our boards are
kiln dried #2 grade Southern Yellow Pine. Most of the knots are tight, although there
may be a loose knot here and there. If you are thinking about using our #117 Double
Teardrop Siding to match existing siding purchased elsewhere, please make sure
the material widths match to avoid troubles later on. 

Board Pricing:

$2.75/square foot

$18.34/board

Specifications:

1

Add to cart
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6.6 square feet of coverage per board
5” actual reveal across the width of the board once installed
Kiln dried knotty #2 grade

More Information:

This profile is most commonly installed horizontally to help rain and moisture to
slide off. It is recommended to apply an exterior sealer or primer on all surfaces
before installation. Then caulk and paint after installation. 

16 or 18 gauge nails work fine for interior installations, and 15 gauge works for
exterior installs. Many people fill in the face nail holes by mixing some sawdust from
cutting the boards with wood glue. This makes a paste that matches the color of the
wood.

Share

You may also like

Pine #117 Double
Tear Drop Siding
1x6x10'

$11.47 USD

$8.03 USD

Sale

1x6x12' #117
Double Teardrop
Siding Yellow
Pine

$13.75 USD
$9.63 USD

Sale

#105 Dutch Lap
Siding 1x6x16'
Knotty #2 Grade
Pine (sold by the
board)

$20.01 USD

$14.01 USD

Sale

#105 Dutch Lap
Siding 1x6x12'
Knotty #2 Grade
Pine (sold by the
board)

$13.75 USD

$9.63 USD

Sale
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https://www.texasvjoint.com/products/pine-117-double-tear-drop-siding-1x6x10?pr_prod_strat=e5_desc&pr_rec_id=441f6f40d&pr_rec_pid=10107811856689&pr_ref_pid=10299404157233&pr_seq=uniform
https://www.texasvjoint.com/products/1x6x12-117-double-teardrop-siding-yellow-pine?pr_prod_strat=e5_desc&pr_rec_id=441f6f40d&pr_rec_pid=10629728141617&pr_ref_pid=10299404157233&pr_seq=uniform
https://www.texasvjoint.com/products/105-dutch-lap-siding-1x6x16-knotty-2-grade-pine-sold-by-the-board?pr_prod_strat=e5_desc&pr_rec_id=441f6f40d&pr_rec_pid=10543879815473&pr_ref_pid=10299404157233&pr_seq=uniform
https://www.texasvjoint.com/products/105-dutch-lap-siding-1x6x12-knotty-2-grade-pine-sold-by-the-board?pr_prod_strat=e5_desc&pr_rec_id=441f6f40d&pr_rec_pid=10543881945393&pr_ref_pid=10299404157233&pr_seq=uniform
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: June 1, 2026 

REQUESTER: Edwin Amaya  

PRESENTER: Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic District Preservation Officer  

ITEM TITLE: 
 
(HD 26-10) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF AMENDMENTS TO 
CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS 24-08 AND 25-04 FOR 
THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1320 OKLAHOMA AVENUE FOR 
THE FOLLOWING: A) MODIFICATIONS TO THE FRONT 
WALKWAY AND YARD; B) MODIFICATIONS TO THE EXTERIOR 
WALL MATERIALS; C) MODIFICATIONS TO THE GARAGE DOOR 
DESIGN; D) MODIFICATIONS TO WINDOWS. (Items A, B, and C 
were postponed from the April 6, 2026, meeting.) 

  

 
Background  
Historical Information  
2014 Southridge Historic District Nomination Survey Information: 
1320 & 1320 ½ Oklahoma Ave. Circa 1959. No architectural style. The two-story, 
asbestos-sided, garage apartment has a moderately pitched, asphalt-covered, side-
gabled roof and a concrete foundation. The entire first floor has been converted to a 
living space with double windows, likely replacing the garage doors. Large metal-shed 
roofed carport extends over a double-car concrete drive. The second-floor side entry 
porch is uncovered. Decorative wood shutters on the second floor were removed, and 
the building was painted in recent years. (The structure was demolished in October 14, 
2024.) 
 
Sanborn Insurance Map Information 
This section of the Southridge Historic District does not appear on the Sanborn 
Insurance Maps.  
 
Previous Actions 
July 1, 2024 – A COA was granted for the demolition of the carport; demolition and 
replacement of an existing entry canopy on the first floor; installation of a new entry 
canopy on the second floor; replacement of the existing siding with alternative siding 
material; replacement of all existing windows; installation of a new storage shed; 
installation of a side yard fence; expansion of the existing walkways; addition of new 
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windows and/or dormers to attic space; replacement of a retaining wall in rear yard; 
installation of a side yard fence; elimination of south entry door; replacement of the rear 
entry door; and installation of a parking pad off the alleyway. 
 
October 14, 2024 – The Historic Preservation Officer visited the site and found the 
principal structure had been demolished. A Stop Work Order was issued for violation of 
the Historic District Ordinance.   
 
November 4, 2024 – The Commission heard a COA request for the ex post facto 
demolition of the existing structure. The Commission postponed the item to December 
2, 2024, to allow the applicant time to provide evidence of the structure’s instability.  
 
December 2, 2024 – A COA request for demolition of the existing structure ex post 
facto was reviewed and approved by the Commission.  
 
February 3, 2025 – A COA request for a) construction of a new house with an attached 
garage; b) construction of a detached accessory dwelling unit; c) construction of a 
concrete patio with a covered pergola was postponed allowing the applicant time to 
revise the submittal.   
 
March 8, 2025 – A COA request for a) construction of a new house with an attached 
garage; b) construction of a detached accessory dwelling unit; c) construction of a 
concrete patio with a covered pergola was approved as submitted, except for the 
windows for the house and accessory dwelling unit, which were postponed.  
 
April 7, 2025 – A COA request for a) windows for a proposed new house with an 
attached garage; b) windows for a proposed detached accessory dwelling unit was 
approved. 
 
April 6, 2026 – Amendment requests to previously approved COAs for the following 
were approved: modifications to the concrete patio and covered pergola; extension of 
the retaining wall and the addition of two exterior doors on the south side of the 
structure; and modifications to the windows.  The following amendment requests were 
postponed allowing the applicant time to submit revisions: modifications to the front 
walkway and yard; changes to the exterior wall materials; modifications to the garage 
door design. 
 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating 
historic district structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity 
while allowing modern-day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36.535.c.3: Reviewing non-contributing structures. Non-contributing structures 
should be controlled only to the degree necessary to make them compatible with the 
general atmosphere of any district with regard to exterior alteration, additions, signs, site 
work, and related activities. 
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Overall Project Description  
The applicant was approved for a new house, accessory dwelling unit (ADU), and a 
covered pergola at the March 8, 2025, Historic District Commission meeting.  At the 
April 6, 2026, Historic District meeting, the applicant requested several modifications to 
the approved COA. While the Commission approved several modifications, as indicated 
in the Previous Actions section of this report, it postponed the remainder at the 
applicant's request to allow time for the applicant to submit revisions. The applicant is 
now returning to the Commission with revised drawings for the following items:  
 

A. Modifications to the proposed front walkway and yard. The applicant has 
submitted three options to provide the desired formal entryway. 

B. Modifications to the exterior wall material of the house from LP Smart Siding to 
brick and stone with LP Smart Lap siding accents.  

C. Modify the garage door design from a 7’ to an 8’ garage door opening height and 

add window lites at the top of the garage door.    

D. Modify the window size and placement of one window and add a window on the 
rear of the structure to accommodate internal programming. 
 

The applicant has provided drawings to illustrate the proposed revisions.   
 
REQUEST 
a) Modifications to the front walkway and yard.  
Project Description:  
The applicant proposes expanding the width of the front walkway and installing concrete 
and pavers to create a patio area near the house's entryway. The applicant has 
submitted three options illustrated in the attached drawings for the Commission’s 
consideration.  
 
Historic District Ordinance 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating 
historic district structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity 
while allowing modern-day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36.535.c.3: Reviewing non-contributing structures. Non-contributing structures 
should be controlled only to the degree necessary to make them compatible with the 
general atmosphere of any district with regard to exterior alteration, additions, signs, site 
work, and related activities. 
 
Preservation Guidelines 
2.9 Sidewalks, Driveways, and Off-Street Parking 

.8 Sidewalk Location.  Sidewalks on private property shall be maintained in their 
traditional location, usually perpendicular to the street, unless there is historical 
documentation of another location. 

 .10 New Paved Areas.  New paved areas should not directly abut the principal site 
structure, significantly alter the site topography, or overwhelm in area the residential, 
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landscaped character of a rear or side yard.  Care must be taken that paved areas do 
not injure nearby trees by intruding onto their root areas.  They shall be designed to be 
compatible in location, patterns, spacing, configurations, dimensions, and materials with 
existing walkways and driveways.  Paved areas shall not overwhelm the principal 
structure. 
 
Issues and Considerations: 
The Preservation Guidelines state that walkways are to be in the traditional location 
found in the neighborhood unless there is historical documentation of another location. 
In this case, this noncontributing structure has not historically had a walkway in the front 
yard. However, a walkway from the front door to the driveway was approved as a 
practical means of reaching the house's entrance from the driveway. 
 
The applicant is now proposing to expand the front walkway and add a patio to provide 
a more formal entrance path to the house. All three submitted options propose adding 
pavers adjacent to the driveway at the beginning of the walkway. Such a configuration is 
not typically found in the Southridge Historic District.  
 
The applicant is also proposing to add pavers and concrete near the front entryway to 
create a patio. The Guidelines state “paved areas should be compatible in location, 
configuration, and materials with existing walkways” and “shall not overwhelm the 
principal structure”. A request for a front-yard patio is unusual for the historic districts 
and has not been requested before. It should be noted that this is a non-contributing 
structure and is the only structure in the Southridge Historic District to front onto 
Oklahoma Avenue. However, the proposed entryway is not compatible with other 
parcels in the Southridge District in terms of location, configuration, and materials. The 
addition of any of the proposed options would have an impact on the streetscape on 
one of the entryways to the Southridge Historic District.    
 
The Commission needs to determine whether the proposed modifications to the 
walkway and yard meet the Preservation Guidelines and are compatible with this 
structure and the Southridge District. 
   
Commission Action:  
Consideration of approval, rejection, amendment, and/or postponement of amendments 
to Certificates of Appropriateness 24-08 and 25-04 for the property located at 1320 
Oklahoma Avenue for the following: a) modifications to the front walkway and yard. 
 
REQUEST 
b) Change in the exterior wall materials. 
Project Description:  
At the March 8, 2025, Historic District Commission meeting, the Commission approved 
a COA for a new house. At that time, the applicant proposed LG Smart lap siding for the 
exterior walls with a cedar surround for the entryway. The applicant is now requesting 
an amendment to the COA to replace the lap siding with brick as the main exterior wall 
material, along with a stone surround entryway. Stone accents above the window and 
wainscot are also proposed. The applicant has eliminated the cedar trim details 
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proposed at the April 4, 2026, meeting and has added LP Smart siding in the gable 
areas near the roofline.  The applicant has submitted an elevation drawing and a color 
rendering to illustrate these proposed exterior material modifications. 
 
Historic District Ordinance 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating 
historic district structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity 
while allowing modern-day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36.535.c.3: Reviewing non-contributing structures. Non-contributing structures 
should be controlled only to the degree necessary to make them compatible with the 
general atmosphere of any district with regard to exterior alteration, additions, signs, site 
work, and related activities. 
 
Preservation Guidelines 
4.5 Guidelines for New Primary Structures 
A review by the Historic District Commission will use the following criteria for the 

issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA): 

.1 Consider Historic Context. Design new structures to be compatible with historic 

buildings in the district in terms of size, scale, height, form, massing, proportions, 

finished floor elevation, size of door and window openings, roof shape, and setbacks.  

Proposals for new construction shall include streetscape elevation drawings that depict 

the proposed structure, as well as elevations of properties on either side, to provide a 

comparison of massing, scale, floor elevations, proportions, setbacks, and design. 

.3 Select Compatible Finishes.  Select materials and finishes for proposed new 

buildings that are compatible with historic materials and finishes found in historic 

buildings in the district in terms of composition, scale, pattern, detail, texture, and finish. 

.4 Design.  Design new primary structures to be compatible with historic buildings in the 

district in terms of size, scale, height, form, massing, proportion, finished floor elevation, 

size of door and window openings, and roof shape.  Proposals for new primary 

structures shall include streetscape elevation drawings that depict the proposed 

structure as well as elevations of properties on either side to provide a comparison of 

massing, scale, and design. 

.7 Avoid False Historical Appearance.  New structures shall be of their own time 

period and easily distinguishable from the historic structure. 

Issues and Considerations: 
The Preservation Guidelines state that new primary structures in the Southridge District 
are to use materials compatible with historic structures. Brick is a traditional material 
typical of Southridge's historic structure and meets the Guidelines. Stone is also a 
traditional material; however, its use as wainscot, front door surround, and window trim 
is not typical of structures in the Southridge Historic District. While stone is found on 
structures in Southridge, the proposed application and design for this request is not 
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typical of the district. The applicant has added LP Smart siding to the gable to reduce 
the amount of brick, as the Commission suggested at its April meeting earlier this year.  
The Guidelines also state that new primary structures are to be a design of their own 
time while being compatible with the surrounding district. However, the Preservation 
Guidelines encourage the inclusion of elements or features found in the surrounding 
historic district in new primary structures.  In this case, the proposed scale and design of 
the brick and stone exterior are not typical exterior wall finishes found on historic 
structures in Southridge Historic District. 
 
The Commission will need to determine whether the proposed exterior wall materials 
and design meet the Preservation Guidelines and are compatible with the Southridge 
District.  
 
Commission Action:  
Consideration of approval, rejection, amendment, and/or postponement of amendments 
to Certificates of Appropriateness 24-08 and 25-04 for the property located at 1320 
Oklahoma Avenue for the following: b) change in the exterior wall materials. 
 
REQUEST 
c) Modifications to the garage door design. 
Project Description:  
The applicant is requesting revisions to the previously approved garage door design. 
The revisions include increasing the height from 7’ to 8’ and adding window lites at the 
top of the overhead garage door. The door material remains as previously approved: a 
metal door with composite trim, with a design shown in the submitted drawings. The 
requested modification has not changed since the April 4, 2026, Historic District 
Commission meeting; however, the applicant has provided clearer illustrations of the 
proposed garage door design.   
 
Historic District Ordinance 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating 
historic district structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity 
while allowing modern-day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36.535.c.3: Reviewing non-contributing structures. Non-contributing structures 
should be controlled only to the degree necessary to make them compatible with the 
general atmosphere of any district with regard to exterior alteration, additions, signs, site 
work, and related activities. 
 
Preservation Guidelines 
4.5 Guidelines for New Primary Structures 
A review by the Historic District Commission will use the following criteria for the 
issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA): 
.1 Consider Historic Context.  Design new structures to be compatible with historic 
buildings in the district in terms of size, scale, height, form, massing, proportions, 
finished floor elevation, size of door and window openings, roof shape, and setbacks.  
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Proposals for new construction shall include streetscape elevation drawings that depict 
the proposed structure, as well as elevations of properties on either side, to provide a 
comparison of massing, scale, floor elevations, proportions, setbacks, and design. 

.2 Select Windows and Doors Carefully.  Select windows and doors for new buildings 
that are compatible in material, proportion, pattern, and detail with the windows and 
doors of historic buildings in the district.  See Chapters 3.11 through 3.14. 

.3 Select Compatible Finishes.  Select materials and finishes for proposed new 
buildings that are compatible with historic materials and finishes found in historic 
buildings in the district in terms of composition, scale, pattern, detail, texture, and finish. 

.4 Design.  Design new primary structures to be compatible with historic buildings in the 
district in terms of size, scale, height, form, massing, proportion, finished floor elevation, 
size of door and window openings, and roof shape.  Proposals for new primary 
structures shall include streetscape elevation drawings that depict the proposed 
structure as well as elevations of properties on either side to provide a comparison of 
massing, scale, and design. 

.7 Avoid False Historical Appearance.  New structures shall be of their own time 
period and easily distinguishable from the historic structure. 

2.4 Guidelines for Garages 
A review by the Historic District Commission will use the following criteria for the 
issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA): 
.8 New Garage Materials.  The following may be considered on a case-by-case basis 
for new garages: 

a. Aluminum-clad doors and windows are allowed for garages located in an 
alleyway or behind the rear elevation of the house, with no or limited visibility 
from the front right-of-way. 

b. Wood, wood composite, or metal overhead garage doors with wood/wood 
composite trim are allowed. 

 
Issues and Considerations: 
The Preservation Guidelines state that new primary structures are to use materials 
compatible with historic structures in the district. The Guidelines further state that new 
garage construction is allowed to request metal with wood-composite trim, as proposed 
in this case.  
 
The height of the garage door and the addition of a top row of window lites are typical of 
a modern-day garage. The proposed modifications to the garage door are minimal and 
maintain the previously approved design intent.   
 
The Commission will need to determine whether the proposed garage door 
modifications meet the Preservation Guidelines and are compatible with the Southridge 
District. 
 
Commission Action:  
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Consideration of approval, rejection, amendment, and/or postponement of amendments 
to Certificates of Appropriateness 24-08 and 25-04 for the property located at 1320 
Oklahoma Avenue for the following: c) modifications to the garage door design. 
 
REQUEST 
d) Modifications to the windows.  
Project Description:  
The applicant is requesting an amendment to the previously approved COA to allow 
adjustments to the windows' quantity, placement, and size to accommodate changes to 
the house's internal programming. The same aluminum-clad wood windows previously 
approved by COA in May of 2025 will be utilized. The applicant provided revised 
drawings showing the proposed modifications to windows on the rear of the structure. 
The drawing shows the addition of one window on the second floor and the modification 
of the size and location of another window on the first floor to accommodate internal 
programming. 
 
Historic District Ordinance 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating 
historic district structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity 
while allowing modern-day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36.535.c.3: Reviewing non-contributing structures. Non-contributing structures 
should be controlled only to the degree necessary to make them compatible with the 
general atmosphere of any district with regard to exterior alteration, additions, signs, site 
work, and related activities. 
 
Preservation Guidelines 
4.5 Guidelines for New Primary Structures 
A review by the Historic District Commission will use the following criteria for the 

issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA): 

.1 Consider Historic Context.  Design new structures to be compatible with historic 

buildings in the district in terms of size, scale, height, form, massing, proportions, 

finished floor elevation, size of door and window openings, roof shape, and setbacks.  

Proposals for new construction shall include streetscape elevation drawings that depict 

the proposed structure, as well as elevations of properties on either side, to provide a 

comparison of massing, scale, floor elevations, proportions, setbacks, and design. 

.2 Select Windows and Doors Carefully.  Select windows and doors for new buildings 

that are compatible in material, proportion, pattern, and detail with the windows and 

doors of historic buildings in the district.  See Chapters 3.11 through 3.14. 

.3 Select Compatible Finishes.  Select materials and finishes for proposed new 

buildings that are compatible with historic materials and finishes found in historic 

buildings in the district in terms of composition, scale, pattern, detail, texture, and finish. 

.4 Design.  Design new primary structures to be compatible with historic buildings in the 
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district in terms of size, scale, height, form, massing, proportion, finished floor elevation, 

size of door and window openings, and roof shape.  Proposals for new primary 

structures shall include streetscape elevation drawings that depict the proposed 

structure as well as elevations of properties on either side to provide a comparison of 

massing, scale, and design. 

.7 Avoid False Historical Appearance.  New structures shall be of their own time 

period and easily distinguishable from the historic structure. 

Issues and Considerations: 
The applicant proposes the same aluminum-clad windows approved by a previous 
COA. The applicant is requesting minor modifications to the placement and opening 
sizes of the previously approved windows on this proposed structure. The requested 
windows are in harmony with the previously approved windows in terms of size and 
placement. The requested changes do not appear to significantly alter the exterior 
design proposed for this new structure. 
 
The Commission will need to determine whether the proposed window modifications 
meet the Preservation Guidelines and are compatible with the Southridge District.  
 
Commission Action:  
Consideration of approval, rejection, amendment, and/or postponement of amendments 
to Certificates of Appropriateness 24-08 and 25-04 for the property located at 1320 
Oklahoma Avenue for the following: d) modifications to the windows. 
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Requesting the following amendments to the
previously approved COA HD 26-06, 25-04.

1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway

2- Exterior materials

3- Change proposed garage door design

4-Modify proposed exterior window openings and placement

2026.06.01
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway
walkway

+ MORE CURB APPEAL

+ KEEP BELOW REQ' IMPERVIOUS %

+ OPTIONS

1
60

Item 3.



F
LO

W
E

R
 B

E
D

PROPERTY LINE

75' - 0"

P
R

O
P

E
R

T
Y

 L
IN

E
55

' -
 0

"
ALLEY

O
K

L
A

H
O

M
A

 A
V

E

1320 OKLAHOMA AVE, 
NORMAN OK 73071

NUMBER OF STORIES: 2

N
E

W
 W

O
O

D
 F

E
N

C
E

 

CONCRETE 

DRIVEWAY 

SETBACK

SETBACK

P
R

O
P

E
R

T
Y

 L
IN

E

PROPERTY LINE

13' - 0"

FLOWER 

BED

25' - 0"

COVERED 

PATIO 

COVERED 

ENTRY

6' WOOD FENCE 

CONDENSER UNITS

DRAIN

DRAIN

DRAIN

DRAIN

D
R

A
IN

DRAIN

DRAIN

R
E

T
A

IN
IN

G
 W

A
LL

OUTDOOR 

DINING

OUTDOOR LIVING

CONCRETE

PATIO

0' - 8"

25' BUILDING SETBACK

CONCRETE 

SIDEWALK

R
 5

' - 0
"

R
 5

' -
 0

"

5' TURN 

RADIUS

5' TURN 

RADIUS
1' 

- 1
0"

BBQ 

AREA

6' FENCE
PROPERTY LINE

18
' -

 0
"

28
' -

 0
"

5
0'

 T
O

T
A

L 
R

.O
.W

R
IG

H
T

 O
F

 W
A

Y

5'
 -

 0
"

5'
 -

 0
"

45
' -

 0
"

34' - 4"

15' - 0"

SETBACK

SETBACK
E

A
S

T
 S

ID
E

W
E

S
T

 S
ID

E

SOUTH SIDE

NORTH SIDE

PER HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION CERTIFICATE OF 

APPROPRIATENESS APPROVED APRIL 7, 2025, THE F.F. ELEVATION HAS 

BEEN APPROVED TO BE 6" ABOVE PREVIOUS F.F. ELEVATION

GRAVEL

MAILBOX

RETAINING WALL

45' - 0"

GATE

5' - 0"

GATE

4' - 0 1/2"

PAVERS

3' 
- 0

"

3' - 0"

28
' - 

6"
22

' - 
6"

4' 
- 0

"

10' - 0"

12' - 6"

27' - 6"

TURF

GRASS

GRASS

LA
N

D
S

C
A

P
IN

G

4' - 0" 1' - 0" 4' - 0" 1' - 0"

11
' - 

7 
1/

2"
4' 

- 4
"

10' - 0"

2' 
- 4

"

4' - 0"

4' - 0" 4' - 0" 2' 
- 0

"
6' 

- 8
 1

/2
"

3' 
- 0

"

31' - 6"

35' - 0"

5' 
- 0

"

S
LI

D
IN

G
 D

O
O

R
 

MAIN 

ENTRY

PAVERS

3' TALL WHITE 

PICKET FENCE

46' - 6"

29
' - 

0"

24' - 0"

PICKET FENCE 

DOOR

GENERAL INFO

ADDRESS: 1320 OKLAHOMA AVE. NORMAN, OK 73071

BLDG TYPE: RESIDENTIAL SINGLE FAMILY HOME

BEDROOM COUNT: 5

BATHROOM COUNT:  5

AREAS

LOT SIZE......................................4,125.00 SF

FOOTPRINT:................................1,551.00 SF

GROSS AREA:.............................3,111.00 SF

CONDITIONED AREA:.................2,423.00 SF

SIDEWALK:....................................121.03 SF

DRIVEWAY:....................................450.00 SF

PATIO:............................................339.64 SF

RET. WALL.......................................66.22 SF

CONDENSER PADS.........................18.00 SF

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS SF:............2,545.89 SF

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS %.................61.72% (MAX. 65%)

STRUCTURAL

FOOTING: 18" WIDE  x 24" DEEP WITH 4 #5 REBAR

FRAMING: EXTERIOR WALL 6" WOOD STUD

EXTERIOR: BRICK, STONE AND WOOD ACCENTS

FINISHED FLOOR: 6" ABOVE PREVIOUS F.F.

TRACT DESCRIPTION

THE NORTH 55 FEET OF LOTS TWENTY-TWO (22), TWENTY-

THREE (23), AND TWENTY-FOUR (24), IN BLOCK ONE (1), OF 

SOUTHRIDGE ADDITION, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, 

OKLAHOMA, ACCORDING TO THE RECORDED PLAT THEREOF.

HISTORICAL DISTRICT:

REQUESTING THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENTS TO THE 

PREVIOUSLY APPROVED COA 24-08 AND 25-04: 

THE F.F. ELEVATION HAS BEEN APPROVED TO BE 6" ABOVE 

PREVIOUS F.F. ELEVATION

OTHER:

STRUCTURES: NO STRUCTURES ON SITE

TREES: NO TREES ON SITE

FLOOD: LOT NOT IN FLOOD AREA - SEE A106

Scale: As indicated 3/12/2026 3:52:18 PM

A100
SITE PLAN

W.W. HOUSE
1320 Oklahoma Av. Norman OK 73071

1 : 80
1

SITE PLAN NORTH

 SITE PLAN

OPTIONS
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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PREVIOUS

1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway

OPTION A
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1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway

OPTION B
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OPTION BOPTION A

1- Upgraded proposed front entryway walkway

71

Item 3.



2-  Upgrade exterior materials

+ ADD BRICK

+  ADD STONE

+ KEEP SIDING

2
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2-Upgrade exterior materials
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2-Upgrade exterior materials
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2-Upgrade exterior materials

75

Item 3.



2-Upgrade exterior materials
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SIDING

STONE

BRICK

STONE
DETAILS

BRICK
DETAILING

78

Item 3.



2-Upgrade exterior materials

King Size Brick are 9 5/8 ″ L x 2 5/8 ″ H x 2 3/4

Brick upgrade from Siding

UPGRADE MOST OF FACADE
FROM SIDING TO BRICK
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2-Upgrade exterior materials

+ Entry portal from wood to stone
+ Add wood base as shown

STONE
UPGRADE FROM SIDING TO STONE

WAINSCOTING
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+OKLAHOMA SANDSTONE
+SIENNA BROWN TUMBLED
+ DRYSTACKED

LENGTH: 4”-19”  |  HEIGHT: 1.5”-6” |
WEIGHT: 7 LBS. | THICKNESS: 2"-4"

2-Upgrade exterior materials
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2-Upgrade exterior materials

STONE 
HEADERSADD STONE HEADERS TO

MAIN FACADE
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2-Upgrade exterior materials

KEEP LP SIDING ON
GABLE ENDS
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2-Upgrade exterior materials

84

Item 3.



3-Change proposed garage door design
+ KEEP WOOD DOOR

+ SAME SIZE

+ ADD GLAZING ON TOP ROW

3
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3-Change proposed garage door design

Door information:  Two single doors 

- Company: Garage Doors Precision Services
- Type:  Wood Raised Panel 
- Overlay trim: 1/2" Raised Composite Trim
- Construction: Metal structure 
- Glass: Top Row - 3 bay
- Door Size (each): 8" wide x 7' tall
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4- Modify proposed exterior window
openings and placement

+ ADDED 1 WINDOW

+ UPDATE LOCATION OF 1 WINDOW

+ KEEP SAME WINDOWS TYPE AS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED 

4
87

Item 3.



ASPHALT 

SHINGLES

GLASS SLIDING DOOR

TRIM AND FASCIA 

SOFFIT

BRICK

26
' - 

9 
1/

2"

5' 
- 0

"
2' 

- 0
"

4' - 0"
6' 

- 4
"

1' 
- 8

"

7' 
- 1

1"

10' - 0"

3' - 0" 3' - 0"

COVERED PATIO 

STRUCTURE

2' - 10"

4' 
- 7

"

2' - 10"

5' 
- 2

"
2' 

- 1
0"

2' - 10" 2' - 10"

3' 
- 2

"
4"

 / 
1'

-0
"

DOWNSPOUT

3' - 0" 3' - 0"

5' 
- 0

"

WEST ELEVATION - NEW

WEST ELEVATION - OLD

NEW WINDOW

NEW SIZE
AND

LOCATION

88

Item 3.



GENERAL INFO

ADDRESS: 1320 OKLAHOMA AVE. NORMAN, OK 73071

BLDG TYPE: RESIDENTIAL SINGLE FAMILY HOME

BEDROOM COUNT: 5

BATHROOM COUNT:  5

AREAS

LOT SIZE......................................4,125.00 SF

FOOTPRINT:................................1,551.00 SF

GROSS AREA:.............................3,111.00 SF

CONDITIONED AREA:.................2,423.00 SF

SIDEWALK:....................................110.25 SF

DRIVEWAY:....................................450.00 SF

PATIO:............................................339.64 SF

RET. WALL.......................................66.22 SF

CONDENSER PADS.........................18.00 SF

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS SF:............2,535.11 SF

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS %.................61.46% (MAX. 65%)

STRUCTURAL

FOOTING: 18" WIDE  x 24" DEEP WITH 4 #5 REBAR

FRAMING: EXTERIOR WALL 6" WOOD STUD

EXTERIOR: BRICK, STONE AND WOOD ACCENTS

FINISHED FLOOR: 6" ABOVE PREVIOUS F.F.

TRACT DESCRIPTION

THE NORTH 55 FEET OF LOTS TWENTY-TWO (22), TWENTY-

THREE (23), AND TWENTY-FOUR (24), IN BLOCK ONE (1), OF 

SOUTHRIDGE ADDITION, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, 

OKLAHOMA, ACCORDING TO THE RECORDED PLAT THEREOF.

HISTORICAL DISTRICT:

REQUESTING THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENTS TO THE 

PREVIOUSLY APPROVED COA 24-08 AND 25-04: 

THE F.F. ELEVATION HAS BEEN APPROVED TO BE 6" ABOVE 

PREVIOUS F.F. ELEVATION

OTHER:

STRUCTURES: NO STRUCTURES ON SITE

TREES: NO TREES ON SITE

FLOOD: LOT NOT IN FLOOD AREA - SEE A106
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: June 1, 2026 

REQUESTER: Tyler Burns, Power Oklahoma  

PRESENTER: Anais Starr, Planner II/Historic Preservation Officer 

ITEM TITLE: (HD 26-11) CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE AMENDMENT OF A 
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST FOR THE 
PROPERTY LOCATED 467 COLLEGE AVENUE FOR THE FOLLOWING 
MODIFICATION: A) REMOVAL OF EXTERIOR DOOR AND 
REPLACEMENT WITH WOOD SIDING.  

  

Background  
Historical Information  
1988 Chautauqua Historic District Nomination Survey Information: 
467 College Ave., Circa1916. Bungalow/Craftsman. This contributing, one-story, wood-sided 
single dwelling has an asphalt-covered, gabled roof and a poured concrete foundation. The 
wood windows are nine-over-one hung. The wrap-around entry porch has a side-gable roof 
supported by wood column on brick piers. Decorative details include bracketed eaves and 
wood and brick piers. The garage behind and to the north side of the house has been 
converted into an apartment. Staff notes that the house currently shows no evidence of a 
separate apartment. 
 
Sanborn Insurance Map Information  
This structure appears on the 1918, 1925, and 1944 Sanborn Insurance Maps without any 
additions. A garage structure along the north property line is shown on the 1925 and 1944 
Sanborn Insurance Maps. This indicates that the current configuration with the garage 
incorporated into the principal structure occurred after 1944. The subsequent addition to the 
rear garage area also happened after 1944. 
 
Previous Actions 
July 7, 2025 – A Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) was issued for a) removal of a non-
original rear addition; b) installation of a covered patio to the rear of the structure; c) 
construction of a detached accessory dwelling unit except for the windows and doors.  
 
August 4, 2025 – A Certificate of Appropriateness was issued for a) replacement of the entry 
doors on the principal structure; b) installation of doors on the accessory dwelling unit; c) 
installation of the windows on the accessory dwelling unit. 
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Page 2 of 3 

January 5, 2026 – A Certificate of Appropriateness was issued for the amendment of an 
approved COA for the relocation of the ADU. 
 
Overall Project Description 
Renovations on the principal structure are nearing completion, but the property owners have 
several work items to complete, including the removal of the second entrance, installation of a 
Tesla charger panel, and painting the exterior of the structure. The property owners propose to 
remove the non-original second entrance located on the north side of the house and replace 
the opening with original wood siding from the house. This requires review by the Historic 
District Commission. The applicants plan to install a Tesla charger panel on the rear wall of the 
house. This is considered mechanical equipment and does not require review as long as it is 
located in an inconspicuous location. The applicant plans to paint the house once renovations 
are complete. Per the Preservation Guidelines, paint color does not require review. 
 
REQUEST 
a) Removal of exterior door and replacement with wood siding. 
Project Description:  
The applicant received approval on August 5, 2025, to replace the entry doors on the principal 
structure.  The applicant is now returning to the Historic District Commission with an 
amendment to remove the front-facing secondary door on the north side and use the original 
wood siding to cover the removed door opening. There are no other proposed alterations to 
the previously approved ADU. 
 
Reference - Historic District Ordinance 
36-535.a.2(g): To safeguard the heritage of the City by preserving and regulating historic 
district structures in such a way that maintains or restores their historic integrity while allowing 
modern-day uses and conveniences for their residents. 
 
36-535.c: Changes to rear elevations do require a COA; however, the rear elevation of a 
historic structure is considered a secondary elevation and is therefore regulated to a lower 
standard to allow flexibility for additions or other modern-day appurtenances. 
 
Preservation Guidelines 
2.7 Guidelines.  
A review by the Historic District Commission will use the following criteria for the issuance of a 
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA):  
.8 Location and Setbacks of Secondary Structures. New secondary structures are to 
maintain traditional locations and setbacks seen in the neighborhood. Locations are to be in 
the rear yard, with limited or no visibility from the front right-of-way, unless there historical 
indications of a different location. Corner lots are considered to have two front elevations.  
 
Considerations/Issues: 
The Guidelines call for the preservation of original openings on historic structures. This 
secondary door was most likely installed during a previous renovation before the establishment 
of College Avenue as part of the Chautauqua Historic District. Since the door is not original to 
the house, its removal will not have an impact on the historic structure. The proposal to utilize 
original wood siding to cover the opening meets the Guidelines for materials. 
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The Commission will need to determine if the requested amendment of the COA to remove a 
secondary door opening and replace it with wood siding meets the Guidelines and is 
compatible with the historic principal structure and the district. 
 
Commission Action: (HD 25-11) Consideration of approval, rejection, amendment, and/or 
postponement of the amendment of a Certificate of Appropriateness request for the property 
located at 467 College Avenue for the following modification: A) removal of exterior door and 
replacement with wood siding. 
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