
 
 

Minutes of the Hammond Historic District Commission 
June 20th, 2018 11:00 AM 

Hammond City Council Chamber- 312 East Charles 
 
● Meeting called to order by Chairman, Mr. Ryan Faulk, at 11:00 am.  

 
● Verification of meeting notice given by Administrative Director, Ms. Leah Solomon. 

 
●  Roll call taken:  

o Present:  Ryan Faulk, Jessica Shirey, Howard Nichols, Shauna Seals, Susan Seale, and 
Marguerite Walter, and Jen White 

o Absent:  N/A 
 

● Motion to approve the minutes from May 16th, 2018 by Mr. Nichols.  Second by Mrs. White.  
o Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan Seale (Y), 

Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   
o Motion Approved 7-0 
 

● Motion to approve the minutes from May 23rd, 2018 by Mr. Nichols.  Second by Mrs. Seals.  
o Vote:  Ryan Faulk (A), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan Seale (Y), 

Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   
o Motion Approved 6-0 
 

● Motion to approve the minutes from June 8th, 2018 by Mr. Nichols.  Second by Mrs. Walter.  
o Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan Seale (Y), 

Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (A), Jen White (Y)   
o Motion Approved 6-0 

 
● Elections:  

● Chairman 
o Motion to nominate Ryan Faulk for Chairman by Mr. Nichols.  Second by Mrs. 

Seale.   
o Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan Seale (Y), 

Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   
o Motion Approved 7-0 

● Vice-Chairman 
o Motion to nominate Jessica Shirey for Vice-Chairman by Mr. Nichols.  Second 

by Mrs. Seals.    
o Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan Seale (Y), 

Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   
o Motion Approved 7-0 



 
● Old Business:  

● 226 N. Cate (The Buzz) – Unapplied for Changes Review 
o Application presented by Joey Schillace, renovation project manager for 226 N. Cate. 
o This application is for retroactive approval of exterior changes – specifically lighting, 

fencing, and a window enclosure.  Mr. Schillace explains that with a deadline to open, he made 
certain decisions for work without approval.  He states that he utilized historic examples in downtown 
to keep in line with other buildings and presents the Commissioners photographs of these examples.  
Mrs. Shirey points out that the fence is also installed to the adjacent building, which had no prior 
attachment.  Mr. Schillace explains that the fence installer was instructed to use existing holes where 
possible.  Mr. Faulk asks about the lighting change to which Mr. Schillace responds that electric 
could not be returned to the previous lighting locations so he looked to other examples in the district.  
The lights chosen are mirrored to the Seale & Ross building.  Mr. Faulk asks about the bricked-in 
window.  Mr. Schillace responds that the opening, previously enclosed with plywood, was a custom 
window and therefore installation was cost prohibitive. 

o Motion to approve the application as presented by Mr. Faulk.  Second by Mrs. Seals 
▪ Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan 

Seale (Y), Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   
▪ Motion Approved 7-0 
 

● New Business:  
● 118 N. Cate (Pita Pit) – Primary Signage 

o Application presented by Trevor Davidge from Arms Signs 
o This application pertains to a pedestrian sign and a primary, neon sign. 

o Motion to approve the application as presented by Mrs. Shirey.  Second by Mr. 
Faulk. 

▪ Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan 
Seale (Y), Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   

▪ Motion Approved 7-0 
 

● 118 N. Cate (Pita Pit) – Window Signage, Paint, Awning 
o Application presented by Trevor Davidge from Arms Signs 
o This application is for vinyl window signage, paint under the awning, and a new awning.  

Mrs. Shirey confirms that the location of the paint is the trim and the plywood section under the 
awning – the sections that are currently brown.  The awning will be on the existing frame with new 
fabric, which will be red.  Mrs. White asks if the window signage is in compliance with the 20% 
coverage.  Ms. Solomon confirms that it is at 12% as proposed.  Mr. Faulk expresses concern about 
sign elements as the ordinance states no more than 50% of a sign can advertise the products sold.  
Mr. Faulk would like to pass along the recommendation that the large pita decal be moved out of the 
center of the window, down to the sill or to the corner. 

o Motion to approve the application as presented upon administrative confirmation 
of paint location only on plywood transom area and trim by Mr. Faulk, along with the 
recommendation that the pita decal be moved as stated above.  Second by Mrs. Shirey. 

▪ Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan 
Seale (Y), Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   

▪ Motion Approved 7-0 
 



● Motion to amend the agenda to include an awning application for 110 N. Cate (Courtyard Café) by Mr. 
Faulk.  Second by Mr. Nichols 

▪ Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan 
Seale (Y), Marguerite Walter (Y), Shauna Seals (Y), Jen White (Y)   

▪ Motion Approved 7-0 
 

● 300 N. Cate (prev. Guy’s Grocery) – Addition/Exterior Renovations 
o Application presented by Jeffrey Smith of Holly/Smith Architects with Robert Smith 

(property owner) and Nick Clesi (Holly/Smith Architects) 
o Mr. Faulk recuses himself from the discussion. 
o Mr. Smith presents his design for a 2-story rooftop addition to the Guy’s Grocery 

building.  The bottom floor will be commercial/office flex space and the rooftop addition would be 
townhouse-type apartments – about 7,500 sq. ft.  While the building is not technically facing the 
historic district and therefore does not need to come before the Commission, Mr. Smith wanted to still 
present the design as the building is important to the district and is a contributing element in the 
National Register Historic District.  The renovation will create a mostly new building, as Mr. Smith 
explains, because their intention is to just keep the façade.  There is about a 3 ft. setback from the 
parapet wall in certain places, but not all.  Mrs. Seale expresses approval for the design.  Mrs. White 
asks about the history of the building before Guy’s Grocery – has it always been a single-use building 
or was it ever sectioned up?  Mr. Nichols explains that it did once have multiple tenants.  Mrs. Seals 
states that the unique part of the building is that it’s triangular and that Guy’s Grocery served a 
significant portion of the community.  This building, along with a few other projects that recently 
came before the Commission, could have worked together to find mutually beneficial solutions, Mrs. 
Seals continues.  Mrs. White mentions that all character-defining features left within this proposal 
should be maintained as much as possible.  Mr. Nichols comments that he appreciates the design.  
This is a serious attempt to maintain an historical structure and repurpose it for a modern idiom, 
however, as Mrs. Shirey read the previous working session, it is in opposition to the historic district 
guidelines.  Mr. Nichols continues that the building is not in the historic district though, so the project 
is free to proceed as planned.  Ms. Solomon suggest the Commission deliver a formal 
recommendation for the project.  Mrs. Shirey restates a note from the previous week’s working 
session that the project as proposed breaks guidelines for additions, but not for new construction.  
Mrs. Seals recommends the applicants consider that any part of the building demolished is lost 
forever, so the applicants might find it helpful to review the demolition guidelines.  She offers that the 
Commission is there to help with the preservation of the building’s history.  Mr. Nichols notes that 
area of downtown is very significant - the railroad depot, the Morrison House, and the Episcopal 
Church are important elements in the community.  The proposed project relates to the buildings to 
the East of it, but doesn’t relate to this significant trio.  Mrs. White asks if the applicant considered 
applying for historic tax credits, because if so then an informal inquiry yielded that a rooftop addition 
on any building less than four stories is not considered appropriate.  She goes on to state that even if 
tax credits are not a part of this development process, the state preservation office stance on it is 
something to consider.  Mr. Smith responds that the client was looking to maximize buildable area.  
Ms. Solomon requests to make a statement from a preservation professional’s perspective.  She states 
that the project as proposed is essentially demolishing the structure.  The National Register District 
nomination characterizes the area for its “predominant flatness” and this proposal is in opposition to 
that.  Ms. Solomon offers a copy of the Secretary of the Interior's standards for rehabilitation article 
on rooftop additions to provide more information.  If this project required a decision from the 
Commission, that decision would be based on that information.   



▪ No motion necessary. 
 

● 110 N. Cate (Courtyard Cafe) – Awning 
o Application presented by John Wong 
o Mr. Wong is applying for an awning with a metal pole support.  It will be about a foot 

above the neighboring flat awning.  Mrs. White states that this proposal is similar to a previous 
application with a thirteen foot long awning, which was an issue brought up at the meeting in which 
the previous application was reviewed.  Mr. Wong shows historic photos where other buildings have 
awnings with metal support poles that extend out to the edge of the curb.  Mr. Faulk asks for 
examples of scale with 110 N. Cate and the buildings surrounding it.  As far as going out to the street 
edge, Mr. Faulk clarifies that it’s a much shorter sidewalk for those other buildings.  Mrs. Shirey 
repeats concerns about the inappropriate scale with the surrounding portions of the district.  The 
original approval was a compromise at half the length of awning in this application.  Mr. Faulk 
references the guidelines for awnings and canopies, item four on page twenty-six.  Mrs. Shirey asks if 
a retractable awning is feasible.  Mr. Faulk states that the previous approval was for an eight foot 
awning.  Mrs. White specifies that the last motion was to approve an 8 foot long awning at the 
outermost edge, black fabric, with a variance to install it higher than the guidelines technically allow 
- in line with the lower white brick course - and supported to the building via frame.  Mrs. Shirey asks 
C.C. Gaiennie, the City Building Inspector, what precedent there is for poles supporting an awning in 
the building code.  Mr. Gaiennie offers the example of the Prokop building in downtown, but 
otherwise is not immediately familiar with the requirements for that beyond that nothing should 
obstruct the pedestrian right of way.  Mrs. Shirey asks for more information from Mr. Wong - the 
materials, how it will be attached to the building, etc.  Mr. Wong would like the architectural feature 
of the pole for the awning specifically.  Mrs. Seals leaves the meeting at this time.  Mrs. Shirey again 
requests more information about materials and installation for the post support.  This information 
can be provided by the installer.  Mrs. White specifies that the materials, size, attachment, and color 
should be included for the Commission to formally consider. 

o Motion to table the application until more information is provided by Mrs. Walter.  
Second by Mrs. Shirey. 

▪ Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan 
Seale (Y), Marguerite Walter (Y), Jen White (Y)   

▪ Motion Approved 6-0 
 
● Updates From Director 

o Oak Street Plaza gutter repair notification sent 
o Banner review of the district found no property out of compliance 
o Budget update - printer ink 
o Next fiscal year should see more programming with the budget 

 
● Public Input 

o Melanie Ricketts - Guy’s Grocery Store history and a call for more research 
 
● Motion to adjourn by Mrs. Walter.  Second by Mr. Faulk.   

o Vote:  Ryan Faulk (Y), Jessica Shirey (Y), Howard Nichols (Y), Susan Seale (Y), 
Marguerite Walter (Y), Jen White (Y).  

o Motion Approved 6-0 
 


