Tewksbury Township Historic Preservation Commission

Meeting Minutes

April 26, 2010

The meeting of the Tewksbury Township Historic Preservation Commission was called to order at 7:30 pm in the Mountainville Meeting Hall by Chairman Scheier.  The members of the Commission present were Michael Scheier, Cyril Beveridge, Janet Clark, Rosemary Hartten., Karen Moriarty, Mary Elizabeth Young and Ruth Melchiorre.  Randy Benson, the Secretary, and Dennis Bertland, the Historic Consultant, were also in attendance.  Based on the members present, a quorum was established.  

OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT

Chairman Scheier read the opening statement that the Commission meeting being held that evening was in compliance with the Open Public Meetings Act of the State of New Jersey, and indicated where notices for that meeting were posted.

Minutes 

The minutes of March 22, 2010 were approved with corrections.  Block was misspelled in the last sentence on page one.  On page two in the first sentence under Miscellaneous,    JCP’L should be JCP&L.  On page two on line seven change the word “stated” to the word “questioned”.  On line seven add the word “could” after “Council”.  On line eight add the word “only” between “could” and “plant”. Change the question mark to a period at the end of line eight.   At the beginning of line ten, change the word “to” to “on”.  On line twenty change the sentence to read “Mr. Holt requested the Commission prepare a statement to be read at the Tewksbury Township Committee public hearing on March 3, 2010.   A motion was made by Commissioner Clark seconded by Commissioner Young to approve the minutes with the corrections.  The following Commissioners voted in favor of the motion:  Commissioner Scheier, Commissioner Beveridge, Commissioner Clark and Commission Hartten, Commissioner Moriarty, Commissioner Young and Commissioner Melchiorre.  
Claims
The following claims were submitted for payment:

Dennis Bertland Associates – Invoice #10-70-1.3 for attendance at the JCP&L substation public hearing at the direction of the Commission.                                              $180.00

Dennis Bertland Associates – Invoice #10-70-1.4 for review of applications and attendance at the 3/22/10 Commission meeting.                                                  $180.00

On a motion made by Commissioner Clark seconded by Commissioner Beveridge, the claims were approved as submitted.  The following Commissioners voted in favor of the motion: Commissioner Scheier, Commissioner Beveridge, Commissioner Clark, Commissioner Hartten, Commissioner Moriarty, Commissioner Young and Commissioner Melchiorre.

Resolutions

Applications 

Application 10-03  Hilary Prouty 

                               Block 39, Lot 5 – 11 Church Street, Oldwick

Hilary Prouty was present and sworn in.  Ms. Prouty had come before the Commission in 2009 informally for an addition she wanted to put on her home and would need a variance for.  At that time she had preliminary architectural plans for the addition so the Commission could comment on the proposed addition.  The Commission informally approved of the addition with the exception of the windows and shutters.  The Commission wanted to have the windows on the front of the addition be two over two glass to match the existing house and the shutters should be louvered; not the panel shutters as proposed.  Ms. Prouty had revised plans to show the louvered shutters and the windows with two over two glass.  Dennis Bertland questioned the entry way and what the roofing material was on the entry way.  Ms. Prouty said the material was copper.  Commissioner Beveridge questioned the rear roof on the entry way and the bump out on the rear of the addition.  Ms. Prouty said they were also copper.  Commissioner Beveridge said the shutters on the windows should be half the width of the window and not as shown on the plan.   Ms. Prouty said the shutters would be half the width.  Commissioner Clark asked if there would be columns by the front door or the half moon window over the front door.  Ms. Prouty said they would not be done and will be removed from the plan.  Dennis Bertland asked if the trim on the eaves of the addition will match the existing house and Ms. Prouty said they will be.  A motion was made by Commissioner Beveridge, seconded by Commissioner Clark to approve the application with conditions that there will be no columns on the front of the house and no window over the front door.  The following Commissioners voted in favor of the motion with the conditions:  Commissioner Scheier, Commissioner Beveridge, Commissioner Clark, Commissioner Hartten, Commissioner Moriarty, Commissioner Young and Commissioner Melchiorre.

Appl. 10-04  Maylen Pierce and Andrew Popp

                     Block 41, Lot 2 - 17 Williams Street, Oldwick

Andrew Popp was present and sworn in.  Mr. Popp stated they are proposing to enclose a portion of the back porch on the house so that it can become a laundry room so the washer and dryer could be moved out of the kitchen.  Mr. Popp had provided photographs with the application that showed the porch as it is currently.  Commissioner Beveridge asked if the porch will have cedar siding to match the existing siding and Mr. Popp replied yes.  Commissioner Scheier asked if there would be heating and footings for the reconstruction because they may be required to bring the footing up to meet building code.  Mr. Popp said there will be heat and if he is required to raise the footing he will.  Dennis Bertland asked about the possibility of using six over six windows instead of the proposed eight over eight windows shown on the plan.  Commissioner Scheier agreed that six over six windows would be more appropriate.  Mr. Popp said there will be a six over six window on the one side and he would change the rear windows to be six over six windows also.  He said the outside side wall will be blank.  Commissioner Clark asked if they will be reusing the back door and moving it out.  Mr. Popp said the door would be reused.  A motion was made by Commissioner Clark, seconded by Commissioner Young to approve the application with two conditions.  The exterior walls and trim will match the existing house and the windows on the rear of the porch will be six over six instead of the proposed eight over eight.  The following Commissioners voted in favor of the motion with the conditions: Commissioner Scheier, Commissioner Beveridge, Commissioner Clark, Commissioner Hartten, Commissioner Moriarty, Commissioner Young and Commissioner Melchiorre.

Appl. 10-05  Stephen and Sandra Roth

                     Block 38, Lot 9 - 12 King Street, Oldwick

Steve Roth was present and sworn in.  Mr. Roth stated there was a silver maple tree on the property of the Oldwick General Store that was diseased and dying.  Portions of the tree have broken off and Mr. Roth is concerned one of the large branches may break and hit a person, the store building or the house next door.  Mr. Roth had Charles Hildebrant of Hildebrant Nurseries inspected the tree and Mr. Hildebrant recommended it be removed because it has had severe storm damage and is the last quarter of its productive life.  Mr. Roth said he will be planting two new trees along the parking lot to replace the tree that needs to be removed.  One tree will be an oak and one will be a maple.  The Commission discussed whether there was something in writing from Hildebrant Nurseries stating the condition of the tree.  Mr. Roth said he would supply a letter.  A motion was made by Commissioner Clark, seconded by Commissioner Young to approve the application.  The following Commissioners voted in favor of the application: Commissioner Scheier, Commissioner Beveridge, Commissioner Clark, Commissioner Hartten, Commissioner Moriarty, Commissioner Young and Commissioner Mechiorre.

Appl. 10-06  Thomas and Kristen Blauvelt

                     Block 39, Lot 8 - 21 Church Street, Oldwick

Thomas and Kristen Blauvelt were present and sworn in.  Mr. Blauvelt said the front porch on their home which they recently purchase, was in bad need of repair.  The roof of the porch will stay but the rest of the porch needs to be replaced including the cinder block footings.  The applicant stated the columns and cement block pedestals have been patched with Plaster of Paris numerous times.  The applicant had provided drawing of the proposed porch changes.  They would like to remove the pedestals and columns and use new columns that go from ceiling to floor.  The new columns would be round or, if the Commission did not find them appropriate, the applicant would be open to suggestions.  The balusters and railings would also be replaced with the new style balusters shown on the plans.  Dennis Bertland questioned the condition of the existing balusters.  Mr. Blauvelt stated the bottom of many balusters are rotted.  Dennis Bertland stated there are methods of consolidating deteriorated wood to salvage rather replacing the piece.  Mr. Blauvelt said he would rather have all new balusters made to match the existing style so all of the rotted wood will be replaced rather then covered up.  The Commission felt that making new balusters to match the existing ones would be acceptable.  Dennis Bertland said that changing the type of the pillars to have the columns go floor to ceiling would still be in keeping with the character of the house.  The reason there are many porches with the pillars up to basically railing height in the area is because there was a local company that made and sold the pillars and they are throughout Hunterdon County.  Dennis Bertland also noted they did not show anything to enclose the openings beneath the porch.  He said the lattice work that was originally under the porch before it was dismantled should be duplicated because it is appropriate with the character of the porch.  When asked about the material for the footings of the new porch the Blauvelt’s said they prefer them to be brick but would consider other options.  Mrs. Blauvelt had a sample of the brick.  It is called Robinson Brick.  The Commission had no issue with the brick but stated the mortar should be the same value as the brick. Commissioner Beveridge said the front steps will probably need a hand rail and did the applicant know where they are attached to the pillars?  The Blauvelt’s did not but were told by their contractor it could be done.  Commissioner Scheier agreed.  A motion was made by Commissioner Beveridge, seconded by Commissioner Clark to approve the application with the following conditions:

1. The balusters will remain or be replaced to Commissioner Scheier’s approval.

2. Lattice work will be placed between the piers under the porch.

3. No lattice will be placed on the side porch upper section above the floor.

4. Mortar will be the same value as the brick.

5. The columns will be eight inch wooden round columns

The following Commissioners voted in favor of the motion with the conditions:  Commissioner Scheier, Commissioner Beveridge, Commissioner Clark, Commissioner Hartten, Commissioner Moriarty, Commissioner Young and Commissioner Melchiorre.
Correspondence

Public Participation

Miscellaneous

There being no further business to come before the Commission, a motion was made by Commissioner Clark and seconded by Commissioner Hartten to adjourn the meeting.  A voice vote was taken and all of the Commission members present voted in favor of adjournment.  The meeting was adjourned at 8:45 pm.

Respectfully submitted

Randall Benson 

Secretary, Historic Preservation Commission
PAGE  
1

