
MADISON CITY 

HISTORIC DISTRICT BOARD OF REVIEW 

There will be a regularly scheduled meeting of the Historic District Board of Review on Monday, October 25, 2021 at 

5:30 p.m. in City Hall, 101 W. Main Street, Madison, IN 47250 to consider: 

 

New Applications: 

1. Dale Wells – C. of A. to build an attic addition to house 1 room, ½ bath, 4 wood doors (1 front, 3 rear), using 

wood, asphalt shingles, wood/aluminum clad windows, 8 exterior lights, Hardie board siding. 

Location: 1037 W. Main St.    Zoned: Medium-Density Residential (R-8) 

 

2. Gary Liter – C. of A. to: demolish non-historic shed at alley and build 34’x40’ garage with cement floor, tin 

siding, 10’ overhead door, exterior security lighting, 4 vinyl 2’x3’ windows on each 40’ side; building height 10’. 

Location: 412 East St.     Zoned: Specialty District (SD) 

 

3. Kristi Nichols / Patrick Lynch – C. of A. to: extend existing room by 3’ on north/east corner of home using same 

materials as existing; tear off existing deck & replace with larger deck 22’x25’ with gable roof using same 

materials as current deck. 

Location: 820 Fillmore St.    Zoned: Historic District Residential (HDR) 

 

4. Chris & Gina Lynn – C. of A. to: demolish two rear chimneys. 

Location: 214-16 W. Second St.   Zoned: Historic District Residential (HDR) 

 

Extended Application: 

 

5. Melissa & Todd Miller – C. of A. to: demo current structure & rebuild to the exact footprint; add on to existing 

floor plan either at the rear of home or as a camelback.  

Location: 718 W. Third St.    Zoned: Historic District Residential (HDR) 

 

 

 

For the purpose of hearing those who are for or against said applications, a public hearing will be held on Monday, 

October 25 at 5:30 p.m. in City Hall, 101 W. Main Street, Madison, IN  47250. 
This agenda is in DRAFT FORM.  Open Door Law does not prohibit the public agency from changing or adding to its agenda 

during the meeting. 

As per Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, anyone requiring an auxiliary aid or service for affective communication, should 

contact the Madison City Plan Commission at 812-265-8324 as soon as possible, but no later than 48 hours before the scheduled 

meeting. 

BY ORDER OF THE HISTORIC DISTRICT BOARD OF REVIEW 

Brooke Peach, Historic Preservationist 

 

REVISED 10/6/2021 
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PROJECT BRIEF 

 

Historic District Board of Review Application for Certificate 

of Appropriateness at 718 W. Third St. to: rebuild with the 

exact footprint using appropriate materials; build an 

addition to the rear of the home (either a camel back or 

one-level addition). 

 

Application Date: September 7, 2021  

HDBR Meeting Date:  October 25, 2021 

 

Project Description: 

 Certificate of Appropriateness application to 

rebuild with the exact footprint using appropriate materials and build an addition to 

the rear of the home (either a camel back or one-level addition). 

 

Current Zoning:     Project Location:  

 Historic District Residential (HDR)  718 W. Third St.   

   

    

 

Applicant:      Owner: 

 Melissa & Todd Miller    Same 

 118 E. Main St. 

 Madison, IN 47250 

 

 

Supporting Documents: 

 COA application 

 Photo of property 

 Architectural drawings of proposed new construction & addition 

 Copy of HDBR meeting public sign 

 NHL survey sheet #132 

 Physical Condition Report 

 GIS map 

 

 

Date c. 1890 

Style Shotgun 

Evaluation Contributing 

Survey Notes  
 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 
 

Alterations:  

Replacement doors w/ multilight windows; modern metal shed porch roof & metal 

scrolled column supports 

 

Historical Information/Misc. Important Information: 

N/A 

 

Prior COA Approvals: 

11/28/2011 - C. of A. to remove portion of collapsed rear addition; create covered 
porch; install new panel fiberglass door; repair wood windows; paint and install Mon-
Ray storms; replace front door with fiberglass door or salvaged wood panel door; 
install full view storm door. 
10/05/2021 – unsafe structure declaration to demolish the building 
 

 

 

 

Site Visit Report: 

See Physical Conditions Report 

 

HDBR Guidelines: 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – New Construction-Infill Buildings – 

pg. 69-71 

Where historic buildings have been lost or where there are vacant lots, new 

construction is encouraged to add to the streetscape and promote economic 

development. Infill construction in Madison's residential areas should be compatible 

with adjacent buildings in scale, height, materials, orientation, shape, placement, and 

rhythm and proportion of openings. Contemporary designs are encouraged but 

replicas of historic designs may also be acceptable.  

1. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of height. 

2. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of 

materials. 

3. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of set 

back. 

4. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of scale 

and proportions. 

5. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of roof 

form. 

6. New construction should be oriented toward the major street. 

Alterations, Historical Information, & Prior Approvals: 

Staff Recommendations, Guidelines, Standards, & Ordinances 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 

7. New garages should be built at the rear of a dwelling or set well back on side 

elevations. 

 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – New Construction-Additions p. 68 

In planning additions the best approach is to site additions where they will not be 

visible from the street, or where they will have the least effect on the building's overall 

form and plan. The rear of buildings is the best locations for the addition of rooms, 

wings, porches, or decks. Enlarging a property through adding additional stories is not 

appropriate except at rear roof lines which are not readily visible. 

1. Additions to historic homes should be located at the rear of buildings, not on 

the front or sides of buildings where they are readily visible from the street. 

2. Additions should be secondary (smaller and simpler) than the original building 

in scale, design, and placement. 

3. Additions should be of a compatible design in keeping with the original 

building's design, roof shape, materials, color, and location of window, door, 

and cornice heights. 

4. Additions should not imitate an earlier historic style or architectural period. For 

example, a Victorian-era Queen Anne style rear porch addition would not be 

appropriate for a Colonial Revival house. 

 

Conformance with Guidelines, Ordinance & Standards: 

The project is in conformance with Infill Guidelines 1-7 because the proposed rebuild 

will retain the same footprint, design, and comparable materials; is in conformance 

with Addition Guidelines 1-4 because the proposed addition will be located in the rear 

and is of an appropriate size/massing for the primary structure and surrounding 

neighboring structures; is in conformance with the Demolition Guidelines because the 

aluminum siding and modern porch alterations do not contribute to the historic 

district and the lack of maintenance was not a result of actions of the current owner; 

and is in conformance to SIS standards for Restoration 9.   

 

Ordinance: 

151.34 Visual Compatibility Factors 

(J)   Scale of a building.  The size of a building, the building mass of a building in 

relation to open spaces, the windows, door openings, porches, and balconies shall be 

visually compatible with the buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually 

related. 

 

Secretary of the Interior Standards: 

Standards for Restoration 

6. Deteriorated features from the restoration period will be repaired rather than 

replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a 

distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture, 

and, where possible, materials. 

 



Historic District Board of Review 
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City of Madison, IN 

 
 
Preservation Brief: 

N/A 

 

Think GIS Map 
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PROJECT BRIEF 

 

Historic District Board of Review Application for 

Certificate of Appropriateness at 1037 W. Main St. 

to: build an attic addition to house 1 room, ½ bath, 4 

wood doors (1 front, 3 rear), using wood, asphalt 

shingles, wood/aluminum clad wood windows, 8 

exterior lights, Hardie board siding. 

 

Application Date: September 21, 2021  

HDBR Meeting Date:   October 25, 2021 

 

Project Description: 

 Certificate of Appropriateness application to build an attic addition to house 1 

room, ½ bath, 4 wood doors (1 front, 3 rear), using wood, asphalt shingles, 

wood/aluminum clad wood windows, 8 exterior lights, Hardie board siding.  

 

Current Zoning:     Project Location: 

 Residential Medium-Density (R-8)  1037 W. Main St.    

   

 

Applicant:      Owner: 

 Dale Wells      SAME 

 1037 W. Main St. 

 Madison, IN 47250   

 

 

Supporting Documents: 

 COA application 

 Photo of property & addition 

 Proposed addition drawing 

 Site plan 

 NHL survey sheet #285 

 GIS map 

Date c. 1850 

Style Italianate 

Evaluation Contributing 

Survey Notes  
 

Alterations, Historical Information, & Prior Approvals: 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 
 

Alterations:  

Addition, doors, windows, and skylights already built/installed. 

 

Historical Information/Misc. Important Information: 

N/A 

 

Prior COA Approvals: 

 N/A 

 
 

 

 

Site Visit Report: 

N/A 

 

HDBR Guidelines: 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – New Construction-Additions p. 68 

In planning additions the best approach is to site additions where they will not be 

visible from the street, or where they will have the least effect on the building's overall 

form and plan. The rear of buildings is the best locations for the addition of rooms, 

wings, porches, or decks. Enlarging a property through adding additional stories is not 

appropriate except at rear roof lines which are not readily visible. 

1. Additions to historic homes should be located at the rear of buildings, not on 

the front or sides of buildings where they are readily visible from the street. 

2. Additions should be secondary (smaller and simpler) than the original building 

in scale, design, and placement. 

3. Additions should be of a compatible design in keeping with the original 

building's design, roof shape, materials, color, and location of window, door, 

and cornice heights. 

4. Additions should not imitate an earlier historic style or architectural period. For 

example, a Victorian-era Queen Anne style rear porch addition would not be 

appropriate for a Colonial Revival house. 

5. The recommended approach is for additions to reflect characteristics of the 

current period in design but compatible with the original building. 

6. To avoid extensive removal, damage, or loss of historic materials, additions 

should keep the exterior walls of the original building as intact as possible and 

use existing door and window openings for connecting the addition to the 

building. 

 

Conformance with Guidelines, Ordinance & Standards: 

The project is not in conformance to New Construction – Additions Guidelines 1, 3, 

and 6 and not in conformance to local ordinance 151.34 because the addition does 

not conform to A, G, H, and J.  

Guidelines, Standards, & Ordinances 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 
 

Ordinance: 

§ 151.34 

Within the primary area, new construction and existing buildings and structures and 
appurtenances thereof which are moved, reconstructed, materially altered, or repaired 
shall be visually compatible with buildings, squares, and places to which they are 
visually related generally in terms of the following factors: 

   (A)   Height.  The height of proposed buildings shall be visually compatible with 
adjacent buildings. 

   (B)   Proportion of building's front facade.  The relationship of the width of building 
to the height of the front elevation shall be visually compatible to buildings, squares, 
and places to which it is visually related. 

   (C)   Proportion of openings within the facility.  The relationship of the width of the 
windows to height of windows in a building shall be visually compatible with 
buildings, squares, and places to which the building is visually related. 

   (D)   Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades.  The relationship of solids to voids in 
the front facade of a building shall be visually compatible with buildings, squares, and 
places to which it is visually related. 

   (E)   Rhythm of spacing of buildings on streets.  The relationship of the building to 
open space between it and adjoining buildings shall be visually compatible to the 
buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually related. 

   (F)   Rhythm of entrance or porch projection.  The relationship of entrances and 
porch projections to sidewalks of buildings, squares, and places shall be visually 
compatible to the buildings to which it is visually related. 

   (G)   Relationship of materials, and texture.  The relationship of materials, and 
texture of the facade of a building shall be visually compatible with the predominant 
materials used in the buildings to which it is visually related. 

   (H)   Roof shapes.  The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the 
buildings to which it is visually related. 

   (I)   Walls of continuity.  Appurtenances of a building such as walls, wrought iron, 
fences, evergreen landscape masses, and building facades, shall, if necessary, form 
cohesive walls of enclosure along a street, to insure visual compatibility of the building 
to the buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually related. 

   (J)   Scale of a building.  The size of a building, the building mass of a building in 
relation to open spaces, the windows, door openings, porches, and balconies shall be 
visually compatible with the buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually 
related. 

 

 

 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 
 

Secretary of the Interior Standards: 

SOI Standards for Rehabilitation 

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that 

requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its 

site and environment. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not 
destroy historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be 
differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, 
scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property 
and its environment. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in 
such a manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 
the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

 

Conformance with SOI Standards: 

The project is in conformance to SOI Standards for Rehabilitation 1, 9-10. 

 

Preservation Brief: 

#14 – New Exterior Additions to Historic Buildings: Preservation Concerns 

 

Think GIS Map 
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PROJECT BRIEF 

 

Historic District Board of Review Application for 

Certificate of Appropriateness at 124 East St. to: 

demolish non-historic shed at alley & build 34’x40’ 

garage with cement floor, tin siding, 10’ overhead 

door, exterior security lighting, 4 vinyl 2’x3’ windows 

on each side; building height 10’. 

 

Application Date: September 30, 2021  

HDBR Meeting Date:  October 25, 2021 

 

Project Description: 

 Certificate of Appropriateness application to demolish non-historic shed at alley 

& build 34’x40’ garage with cement floor, tin siding, 10’ overhead door, exterior 

security lighting, 4 vinyl 2’x3’ windows on each side; building height 10’. 

 

Current Zoning:     Project Location: 

 Specialty District (SD)    412 East St.     

    

 

Applicant:      Owner: 

 Gary Liter      Same 

 220 Sunrise Dr. 

 Madison, IN 47250 

 

 

Supporting Documents: 

 COA application 

 Photo of property 

 Drawing of garage plans 

 Site plan 

 Copy of HDBR meeting public sign 

 NHL survey sheet #1938 

 GIS map 

 

Date c. 1840 

Style Federal 

Evaluation Contributing 

Survey Notes Modern frame shed in rear yard 
 

Alterations, Historical Information, & Prior Approvals: 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 
 

 

Alterations:  

Wavy-edged asbestos siding 

 

Historical Information/Misc. Important Information: 

N/A 

 

Prior COA Approvals: 

N/A 

 

 

 

 

HDBR Guidelines: 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – New Construction-Infill Buildings – 

pg. 69-71 

Where historic buildings have been lost or where there are vacant lots, new 

construction is encouraged to add to the streetscape and promote economic 

development. Infill construction in Madison's residential areas should be compatible 

with adjacent buildings in scale, height, materials, orientation, shape, placement, and 

rhythm and proportion of openings. Contemporary designs are encouraged but 

replicas of historic designs may also be acceptable.  

1. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of height. 

2. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of 

materials. 

3. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of set 

back. 

4. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of scale 

and proportions. 

5. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent buildings in terms of roof 

form. 

6. New construction should be oriented toward the major street. 

7. New garages should be built at the rear of a dwelling or set well back on side 

elevations. 

 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – Demolition p. 80 

The buildings that contribute to the historic residential character of the historic 

district neighborhoods are irreplaceable physical evidence of Madison’s past. The loss 

of any historic building affects not only the individual building, but the surrounding 

landscape. 

1. Demolition may be appropriate if the building does not contribute to the 

historic character of the district. 

Staff Recommendations, Guidelines, Standards, & Ordinances 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 

2. Applicants for demolition should explore possibilities for selling or reusing 

historic buildings, preferably onsite but also in other locations, as alternatives 

to demolition. Applicants should consider mothballing the building, which 

involves developing a strategy for halting deterioration, protecting from 

vandalism, and stabilizing the building structurally until such time that proper 

rehabilitation or restoration may commence. 

3. Demolition may be appropriate if the denial of the demolition will result in a 

demonstrable economic hardship on the owner. Moving a building from its 

historic location will be approved only if all other alternatives for preservation 

have been explored. 

4. Demolition by neglect occurs when a building is allowed to deteriorate through 

lack of maintenance. It is a self-imposed hardship that will not be considered a 

mitigating circumstance when determining economic hardship. 

 

Conformance with Guidelines, Ordinance & Standards: 

The project is in conformance with Infill Guidelines 1-5, & 7 because the proposed 

garage will be in conformance to others along the alley in terms of size, shape, design, 

massing, and appropriate materials with the exception of the vinyl windows; is in 

conformance with Demolition Guideline 1 because the existing shed is does not 

contribute to the historic character of the neighborhood and is not itself historic. This 

project is in conformance with the ordinance because the proposed materials are 

compatible with the predominant materials used in the construction of modern and 

historic garages and the size, massing, scale, etc. is appropriate to the primary home 

structure and neighboring garage structures.  

 

Ordinance: 

§151.34 Visual Compatibility Factors 

Within the primary area, new construction and existing buildings and structures and 
appurtenances thereof which are moved, reconstructed, materially altered, or repaired 
shall be visually compatible with buildings, squares, and places to which they are 
visually related generally in terms of the following factors: 

   (A)   Height.  The height of proposed buildings shall be visually compatible with 
adjacent buildings. 

   (B)   Proportion of building's front facade.  The relationship of the width of building 
to the height of the front elevation shall be visually compatible to buildings, squares, 
and places to which it is visually related. 

   (C)   Proportion of openings within the facility.  The relationship of the width of the 
windows to height of windows in a building shall be visually compatible with 
buildings, squares, and places to which the building is visually related. 

   (D)   Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades.  The relationship of solids to voids in 
the front facade of a building shall be visually compatible with buildings, squares, and 
places to which it is visually related. 



Historic District Board of Review 
Office of Historic Preservation 
City of Madison, IN 

 
 
   (E)   Rhythm of spacing of buildings on streets.  The relationship of the building to 
open space between it and adjoining buildings shall be visually compatible to the 
buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually related. 

   (F)   Rhythm of entrance or porch projection.  The relationship of entrances and 
porch projections to sidewalks of buildings, squares, and places shall be visually 
compatible to the buildings to which it is visually related. 

   (G)   Relationship of materials, and texture.  The relationship of materials, and 
texture of the facade of a building shall be visually compatible with the predominant 
materials used in the buildings to which it is visually related. 

   (H)   Roof shapes.  The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the 
buildings to which it is visually related. 

   (I)   Walls of continuity.  Appurtenances of a building such as walls, wrought iron, 
fences, evergreen landscape masses, and building facades, shall, if necessary, form 
cohesive walls of enclosure along a street, to insure visual compatibility of the building 
to the buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually related. 

   (J)   Scale of a building.  The size of a building, the building mass of a building in 
relation to open spaces, the windows, door openings, porches, and balconies shall be 
visually compatible with the buildings, squares, and places to which it is visually 
related. 

Secretary of the Interior Standards: 

Standards for Rehabilitation 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires 

minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces and spatial 

relationships. 

 

This project is in conformance with SIS Standards for Rehabilitation 1 because it will 

maintain the historic and current use of the space and functionality while also 

allowing for the needs of modern families to be met with a more functional garage 

space. 

 

Preservation Brief: 

N/A 
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Think GIS Map 
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PROJECT BRIEF 

 

Historic District Board of Review Application for 

Certificate of Appropriateness at 820 Fillmore St. to: 

extend the existing room by 3’ on north/east corner of 

home using same materials as existing; tear off 

existing deck & replace with larger deck 22’x25’with 

gable roof using same materials as current. 

 

Application Date: October 1, 2021  

HDBR Meeting Date:  October 25, 2021 

 

Project Description: 

 Certificate of Appropriateness application to extend the existing room by 3’ on 

north/east corner of home using same materials as existing; tear off existing deck & 

replace with larger deck 22’x25’with gable roof using same materials as current. 

 

 

Current Zoning:     Project Location:  

 Historic District Residential (HDR)  820 Fillmore St.   

   

    

 

Applicant:      Owner: 

 Kristi Nichols/Patrick Lynch   Same 

 215 E. Main St., Ste. 2000 

 Madison, IN 47250 

 

 

Supporting Documents: 

 COA application 

 Photo of property & inspiration ideas 

 Architectural drawings of proposed addition & deck 

 Copy of HDBR meeting public sign 

 NHL survey sheet #1838 

 GIS map 

 

 

Date c. 1990 

Style Modern Movement 

Evaluation Non-Contributing 

Survey Notes  
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Alterations:  

N/A 

 

Historical Information/Misc. Important Information: 

N/A 

 

Prior COA Approvals: 

N/A 

 

 

 

HDBR Guidelines: 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – New Construction-Additions p. 68 

In planning additions the best approach is to site additions where they will not be 

visible from the street, or where they will have the least effect on the building's overall 

form and plan. The rear of buildings is the best locations for the addition of rooms, 

wings, porches, or decks. Enlarging a property through adding additional stories is not 

appropriate except at rear roof lines which are not readily visible. 

1. Additions to historic homes should be located at the rear of buildings, not on 

the front or sides of buildings where they are readily visible from the street. 

2. Additions should be secondary (smaller and simpler) than the original building 

in scale, design, and placement. 

3. Additions should be of a compatible design in keeping with the original 

building's design, roof shape, materials, color, and location of window, door, 

and cornice heights. 

4. Additions should not imitate an earlier historic style or architectural period. For 

example, a Victorian-era Queen Anne style rear porch addition would not be 

appropriate for a Colonial Revival house. 

5. The recommended approach is for additions to reflect characteristics of the 

current period in design but compatible with the original building. 

6. To avoid extensive removal, damage, or loss of historic materials, additions 

should keep the exterior walls of the original building as intact as possible and 

use existing door and window openings for connecting the addition to the 

building. 

 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – Decks p. 64 

Porches are preferred to decks but decks are acceptable at the rear facade. Decks on 

the sides of buildings are also acceptable if they are not readily visible from the street. 

Alterations, Historical Information, & Prior Approvals: 

Staff Recommendations, Guidelines, Standards, & Ordinances 
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1. Decks should be located at the rear of buildings. If built on the side of a 

building the deck should be screened from street view with fencing and/or 

appropriate native evergreen plants and shrubs. 

2. Wood decks should be of simple design with square, wood, balusters 2” wide 

and spaced no more than 3” apart. 

3. Decks should be stained or painted to match or blend with the colors of the 

building. 

 

Conformance with Guidelines, Ordinance & Standards: 

The project is in conformance with Additions Guidelines 1-6 because the proposed 

addition will have a minimal visual impact, utilizes existing materials, is of compatible 

design, and reflects the current trends in design and construction; is in conformance 

with Decks Guidelines 1-3 because the proposed deck will be located in the same spot 

as the existing deck and will be constructed of conforming materials.   

 

Ordinance: 

151.34 Visual Compatibility Factors 

(G)   Relationship of materials, and texture.  The relationship of materials, and texture 
of the facade of a building shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials 
used in the buildings to which it is visually related. 

Secretary of the Interior Standards: 

Standards for Rehabilitation 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy  

historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the  

property. The new work will be differentiated from the old and will be 

compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and 

massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment. 

10.  New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in  

such a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 

the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

 

Preservation Brief: 

N/A 
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Think GIS Map 
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PROJECT BRIEF 

 

Historic District Board of Review Application for 

Certificate of Appropriateness at 214-16 W. Second St. 

to: demolish two rear chimneys. 

 

Application Date: October 6, 2021  

HDBR Meeting Date:  October 25, 2021 

 

Project Description: 

 Certificate of Appropriateness application to 

demolish two rear chimneys. 

 

 

Current Zoning:     Project Location:  

 Historic District Residential (HDR)  214-16 W. Second St.  

    

    

 

Applicant:      Owner: 

 Chris & Gina Lynn     Same 

 214-16 W. Second St. 

 Madison, IN 47250 

 

 

Supporting Documents: 

 COA application 

 Photo of chimneys 

 Copy of HDBR meeting public sign 

 NHL survey sheet #945 

 GIS map 

 

 

Date c. 1870 

Style Italianate 

Evaluation Contributing 

Survey Notes  
 

 

 

Alterations, Historical Information, & Prior Approvals: 



Historic District Board of Review 
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Alterations:  

Easternmost chimney has already been demolished. Westernmost chimney has 

partially collapsed years ago (photos from 2013 show the chimney collapsed).  

 

Historical Information/Misc. Important Information: 

Former duplex currently being rehabilitated into a single-family home 

 

Prior COA Approvals: 

Replace western front door with window; build garage; build architectural surround 

around eastern front door; replace eastern side door with the former western front 

door. 

 

 

 

 

HDBR Guidelines: 

Madison Residential Design Review Guidelines – Chimneys p. 38 

Chimneys often feature decorative brickwork or designs that contribute to a building's 

architectural character. Chimneys should be maintained and preserved in accordance 

with the brick and mortar guidelines. 

1. Chimneys should not be removed or altered if original or architecturally 

significant. 

2. Chimneys should be re-pointed and cleaned according to masonry guidelines to 

match original materials, colors, shape, and brick pattern. 

3. If a chimney becomes unstable or has already collapsed, rebuild to match 

original design. 

4. Chimney caps should be of clay, slate, metal, or stone. 

5. Chimneys should not be covered with stucco or other veneers. 

 

Conformance with Guidelines, Ordinance & Standards: 

The project is not in conformance with Chimneys Guidelines 1-5 because the 

proposed demolition will mean the removal to two significant chimneys from the rear 

alley-view façade and neither will be rebuilt. 

 

Ordinance: 

151.34 Visual Compatibility Factors 

(H)   Roof shapes.  The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the 
buildings to which it is visually related. 

Secretary of the Interior Standards: 

Standards for Rehabilitation 

2.  The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal 

of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces and spatial 

relationships that characterize a property will be avoided. 

Staff Recommendations, Guidelines, Standards, & Ordinances 
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Preservation Brief: 

N/A 

 

Think GIS Map 
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