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HISTORIC DISTRICT REVIEW COMMISSION  
Meeting Agenda  
August 5, 2025 

5:30 pm Council Chambers 
 
Roll Call 

Paemon Aramjoo, Linda Armstrong, John Carr, Kathy Chelton, Vern Drottz, Aimee 
Gray, Matt Grundy, Brett Rinker, Katie Schmidt  

 
I. Call to Order  

 
II. Approval of Meeting Summary from the July 1, 2025 HDRC meeting  

 
III. Current Business 

 
 State Historic Preservation Office Presentation – Certified Local Government 

(CLG) 5 year review report and presentation. 
 

 HDRC Case # 25-011D 118 N. Prairie Street Public Hearing for new construction 
of a single-family home, Dougherty Historic District  

 
 HDRC Case #25-013J Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for 

converting a garage into an apartment at 27 S. Jewell Street, Jewell Historic 
District. 

 
 HDRC Comment on the City Hall Police expansion adjacent to the historic district 

 
 
IV. Other Business 

 
Administrative Approvals: 

o 116 Dorsey Like in kind repairs to the concrete front steps and walkway 
   

Miscellaneous matters from the Commission: 
 
Miscellaneous matters from Staff:  

 
 

V. Adjournment 



LIBERTY HISTORIC DISTRICT REVIEW COMMISSION 
Meeting Summary 

July 1, 2025 
5:30 pm 

City Council Chambers 
 

Roll Call: Paemon Aramjoo, Linda Armstrong, John Carr, Kathy Chelton, Vern Drottz, Aimee 
Gray, Matt Grundy, Brett Rinker, Katie Schmidt 
  
Present: Linda Armstrong, John Carr, Kathy Chelton, Vern Drottz, Aimee Gray, Brett Rinker, 
Katie Schmidt 
 
Absent: Paemon Aramjoo, Matt Grundy 
 
Applicants:  Jeff Overton, owner of 38 S Terrace; Mike Bedinger, owner of 232 W Franklin; 
David Pence, owner of 25 S Main; Henry Klover, architect for Water Street Lofts, and Matthew 
Iway, representative from Star Development, 1-11 N Water 
 
Staff Present: Katherine Sharp, Director Planning & Development; Jeanine Thill, Community 
Development Manager  
 
Commissioner Gray, who was chairing the meeting, called the meeting to order at 5:28 p.m. 
 
Approval of Meeting Summary June 17, 2025 meeting: A motion to approve the meeting 
summary, as presented, was made by Commissioner Rinker. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Chelton. The motion passed 5-0-2.  Commissioners Carr and Gray abstained.  
 
Current Business 
 
HDRC Case #25-002PH Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for new garage 
doors at 38 S. Terrace, Prospect Heights Historic District. 
 

● Ms. Thill read the staff report and recommended approval of the application as 
submitted. 

● Commissioner Gray asked if the applicant had comments. 
● Jeff Overton, owner of 38 S Terrace, said the doors will swing open and will be 

constructed with a similar board size to the existing on both doors.  They will put trim 
along the garage to match the trim on the windows. 

● Commissioner Gray asked if the Commission had questions for the applicant.  
● Commissioner Carr asked why the east door was changed.   
● Mr. Overton said it failed.  
● Commissioner Carr asked if the other door is still operable.  
● Mr. Overton said that he is concerned about the old hardware working.  
● Commissioner Carr said consistency is important and that the out-swinging carriage 

doors are appropriate.   
● Mr. Overton said he is going to try to track down tongue and groove.   
● Commissioner Rinker asked about the trim.  
● Mr. Overton said he will trim the garage out like the window trim.  

 
A motion was made by Commissioner Rinker to approve the application as amended with the 
addition of the trim around the garage to match the window because it meets the UDO and 
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Design Guidelines. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Armstrong.  The motion 
passed 7-0-0. 
 
HDRC Case #25-008D Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for a chain link 
fence in the rear side yard of 232 W. Franklin, Dougherty Historic District.  
 

● Ms. Thill read the staff report and recommended approval of the application as 
submitted. 

● Commissioner Carr commented that although the chain link is not recommended in the 
guidelines, the guidelines didn’t address the 1950’s homes at the time.  He feels that a 
chain link is appropriate and typical for that era.   

● Commissioner Gray agreed and pointed out that it is consistent with the rest of the yard.  
● Commissioner Rinker said the rest of the chain link is in good repair and has been well 

maintained. 
● Commissioner Armstrong said that within the context of the house being mid-century, it 

is an appropriate way to interpret the guidelines to allow the chain link fence to continue 
at this location. She said the HDRC guidelines need to be updated to reflect the mid-
century homes as well.  

 
A motion was made by Commissioner Armstrong to approve the application as presented 
because it conforms to the context of the design principles.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Carr.  The motion passed 7-0-0. 
 
HDRC Case #25-009D Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness for a 6 ft. privacy 
fence on the rear lot line of 131 N. Morse, Dougherty Historic District.  
 

● Ms. Thill read the staff report and recommended approval of the application as 
submitted. 

● Commissioner Carr said a photo of existing conditions was left out of the packet by 
mistake and asked about the proposed materials.   

● Julie Day, homeowner, said it will be cedar to match the existing.   
● Commissioner Carr said the objectionable view can be subjective but since this lot is not 

maintained, he agrees that it is objectionable.  
● Commissioner Armstrong said that she feels the shadow box style of fence is a more 

aesthetically pleasing style than a flat board privacy fence. 
● Commissioner Rinker said there is a unique situation with the unmaintained lot.  He said 

that the lot is clearly not maintained and therefore it is an objectionable view.   
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Carr to approve the application as presented and the 
materials will be cedar because it meets the design guidelines.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Chelton.  The motion passed 7-0-0. 
 
Request for Comment on Sign Variance for 24/26 S. Main  
 

● Ms. Sharp presented the proposal to allow a 14 square foot blade sign at 24 S Main.  
She said this sign variance will be heard by the Board of Zoning Adjustments in July.    

 
● David Pence, the architect and owner of the property, said the sign that they are 

proposing is 8 feet.tall.  The existing light fixtures are almost 4  feet tall, so he believes 
this sign will be an appropriate scale for the building. The Metropolitan is the original 
name of the building when it was a hotel, so they would like to have a sign paying 
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homage, but because the name is so long they need a bigger sign or the letters would 
be too small to read.  

● Commissioner Carr said he likes the sign painted on the alley wall as well. He said the 
blade sign is an awesome sign and it doesn’t seem obtrusive.  He believes the 
applicant’s narrative explained why it is needed. 

● Commissioner Chelton asked for clarification on what would be allowed.  
● Ms. Sharp said our sign code allows a few options, including a wall sign, a freestanding 

sign, a façade sign, a projecting sign, and an awning sign.  Our projecting signs are 
more pedestrian scale.  The max is 6 square feet, and so they are asking for a variance 
to allow it to be larger. 

● Commissioner Armstrong said she likes that they are using the entire name of the 
building and appreciates how the sign relates to the history of the building.  She likes 
how the blade sign breaks up the large massing of the building. Her preference is the 
large sign that is being proposed by the applicant. 

● Commissioner Chelton said that this type of blade sign came into favor in the 1930’s. 
● Commissioner Gray feels the sign size is appropriate. 
● Commissioner Rinker said the bricks are soft so painting the brick for a painted wall sign 

may not be the best idea.   
● Mr. Pence said the intent of the image of the painted wall sign was just for reference, to 

show how big the wall sign is allowed to be and that it is not what they are proposing.  
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Armstrong in favor of the application for a blade sign 
variance because the sign is in harmony with the lines of the building and is appropriate to the 
scale of the building and conveys the history of the building. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Rinker.  The motion passed 7-0-0. 
 

 
Request for Comment on Sign Variance for Water Street lofts 
 

● Ms. Sharp presented the variance request to the Commission. She said this sign was 
shown on the elevations that came before HDRC previously. She said this will go to the 
Planning & Zoning Commission on July 8th, so staff is asking for HDRC’s comment on 
the variance request.  She said the sign is proposed as 20 square feet and it will be 
illuminated because there is a restaurant. She said final design will come forward to 
HDRC once a tenant has been identified, but this variance would permitthe larger sign 
size and internal illumination 

● Commissioner Rinker commented that internally lit signs are not appropriate on the 
Historic Square.  He said he feels because there will be residents living in the building, it 
is not appropriate.   

● Commissioner Gray said there was an internally lit sign on the Square long ago and this 
location had a large projecting sign. There are old pictures that show the sign shadows.  

● Mr. Klover, the architect for the Water Street Lofts, said the point of an illuminated sign is 
to have character and interest.  He said they would be interested in what the original 
sign looked like. He said the one shown is just a placeholder for the variance, the actual 
sign will have character and interest.  The final design has yet to be determined.   

 
● Commissioner Armstrong asked if the vertical blade sign is on the SW corner of the 

building, and does that mean there wouldn’t be horizontal signage.  
● Mr. Klover said a wall sign will be put up if the blade sign isn’t approved.  
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● Commissioner Armstrong said it is appropriate to have a blade sign at the corner. It feels 
like a more elegant solution to signage. She said she felt a defining sign for that corner 
would look nice.  

● Commissioner Carr said he feels it is appropriate and the placement is fine.   
● Commissioner Gray said there may be a limitation to foot candles if internally-lit signs 

are allowed.   
● Mr. Klover agreed and said that more detail will be determined when the sign company 

does the final design. They want it to be appropriate for the historic district. He said that 
LEDs are dimmable so it could be adjusted if it was found to be problematic. 

 
A motion was made by Commissioner Armstrong in favor of the variance request in its general 
details and would like to see specific illumination specifications when the future tenant brings 
forward the design for the Certificate of Appropriateness. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Rinker.  The motion passed 7-0-0. 
 
 
Other Business 

 
Administrative approvals since the June 17, 2025 meeting: 

● 253 W. Kansas   Removal of non-historic deck materials, like in kind repairs and 
replacement as needed. 

● 232 W. Franklin   Like in kind repairs to the barn and drainage 
● 103 N. Water   Like in kind sidewalk replacement and drain repairs 
● 103 N. Water   Like in kind repairs to 51 windows 

 
Miscellaneous matters from the Commission: 
 

● Commissioner Chelton asked if commissioners could see the workshop where the 
windows are being repaired for 103 N. Water.  

● Staff will ask if this is a possibility.  
● Commissioner Carr asked about the shadow box fence and if it is a good solution.  
● Ms. Sharp said that style of a fence is considered a privacy fence and it can be allowed if 

there is an objectionable view.  
● Ms. Sharp reminded the commission that code amendments can be made if necessary. 
● Commissioner Rinker said it is important for good documentation of an objectionable 

view.   It should be looked at on a case-by-case basis.  
● Commissioner Armstrong commented that we are using a 40-year old document (our 

Design Guidelines) which references if a home is contributing or not.  There are homes 
in the historic district that may now be considered contributing, such as mid-century 
homes that might be contributing and we are calling it non-contributing.   

● Ms. Sharp said that because our surveys are old, we may want to look into updating our 
surveys.  

● Commissioner Rinker commented that there may be language of things that are 
appropriate for mid-century homes but not for other homes.  

● Updating the historic surveys is something we can ask SHPO about when they are here 
in August.  
 

Miscellaneous matters from Staff: None 
 

The meeting adjourned at 6:33 pm. 
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Historic District Review Commission 
 
HDRC Case No. 25-011D 

Staff: Jeanine Thill, Community Development Manager 

HDRC Meeting Date: August 5, 2025 

 
GENERAL INFORMATION 

 
Application:     Certificate of Appropriateness for new construction of a 975 square foot 

single family home on a vacant lot at 118 N. Prairie Street 

Applicant:     Fielding & Darla Stanton, owners. Vern Drottz, Architect 

Location:     118 N. Prairie 

District:      Dougherty Historic District 

File Date:     June 26, 2025  

Legal Postings:   July 10, 2025 Notice Mailed to property owners within 185ft  

        July 15, 2025 Public Hearing Sign posted on site 

        July 17, 2025 Public Hearing Notice published in newspaper 

             
 
SPECIFIC INFORMATION 

 
SITE HISTORY 
A vacant lot at 118 N. Prairie Street was created via a lot split in 2008. The lot meets all requirements 
for size in the RNC district. 
 
PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION 
The applicant proposes to construct a 975 square foot single family house with an attached garage.  
The home is a one and a half story home with front-facing gables, extension of the front porch, and 
an attached garage on the North/ alley elevation.  

Details and Materials: 
 Siding: James Hardie® Smooth Siding or Smart lap with 6” lap exposure.  
 Gable ends will have Hardie or LP Smartside shakes 
 Porch Post: Cedar porch column with synthetic stone base. See Exhibit D 
 Windows: Pella Impervia® fiberglass windows, See details on drawings, Exhibit E 
 Doors: Front door: Therma-Tru® Shaker Entry Door 32:x80” Fiberglass Craftsman. Rear 

Entry Door Therma-Tru® Entry Door 36”x80” Fiberglass.  See Exhibit: E 
 Garage Doors: Aluminum garage door on the alley side of the home 
 Trim: LP Smart side. See all trim details on drawings, Exhibit E 
 Facia: LP Smart Facia 1x8 
 Cedar brackets. See details on drawings, Exhibit D 
 Roof Pitch 7/12 
 Roofing: Composite Roofing  

The City of  
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 Gutters and downspouts: 6” K Style with down spouts 
 
 
ANALYSIS  

Unified Development Ordinance (“UDO”) - The Unified Development Ordinance outlines 
design principles that have been adopted for all historic districts and landmarks in the City of 
Liberty. 

 
Design Guidelines (“DG”) - Design Guidelines were established to give the HDRC general 
guidance in making subjective preservation choices in accordance with accepted best 
practices and the Secretary of the Interior standards for historic preservation. 
 
DG: Sec. 30-72. District HP, design principles. Staff Analysis 
1. New buildings and additions to existing buildings: New buildings 

should not duplicate older styles of architecture, but must be 
compatible with the architecture of the district.  Scale, placement on 
lots and street setback must conform to the scale, placement and 
setback of adjacent structures, especially in the context of rows of 
buildings and streetscapes.  Styles of architecture will be controlled 
only to ensure that their exterior design, materials, and color are in 
harmony with neighboring structures. 

 

The proposed home will 
complement the scale, set back 
and existing styles of architecture 
in the neighborhood. The exterior 
design, materials and colors are 
in harmony with neighboring 
structures.  

UDO Design Principles 30-50.3:  
1. New construction shall maintain the visual style and character of the 

surrounding neighborhood and 
 2. New construction and additions shall complement the setbacks, 

building scale, parking building and garage orientation of the 
neighborhood. 

The proposed home maintains the 
visual style and character of the 
neighborhood and complements 
the setbacks, building scale and 
garage orientation of the 
neighborhood. 

  
Per the Design Guidelines new construction shall consider the 
following guidelines: 
 

 

New construction within a historic district shall be held to the same 
principles of quality design and appropriateness that are required of all 
structures and properties within a designated historic district.  
New construction should not emulate a historic building, but should 
reflect the contributing elements and character of the streetscape, 
neighborhood, and historic district.  The intent of these guidelines is not 
to limit creativity but to encourage compatible design and construction. 
Sites for new construction shall be placed in the context of the 
streetscape of character of the district. 
 

New construction is not expected 
to emulate a historic building. The 
new building respects the 
character of the streetscape and 
the historic district. 

o Orientation:  New buildings shall face the public street. Front 
entrances shall be oriented to the street and relate to the 
existing pattern of scale, mass, orientation, and size within the 
streetscape and block. 

 

The front porch is oriented to 
Prairie Street. 
 
The scale, mass, and size appear 
to relate to the existing patterns 
within the streetscape and block.  

o Placement:  The location and spacing of new buildings on a lot 
shall be consistent with existing patterns in the block. The width 
of new buildings should respect the pattern within the 
streetscape. Setbacks for all yards around new buildings should 

The location on the lot is 
consistent with existing patterns 
in the block. 
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conform to the existing uniform pattern of the streetscape. 
Where a pattern does not exist or is not feasible, the standard 
setbacks for the zoning district shall prevail.   
 

o Porches:  Where front porches are characteristic of houses 
within the streetscape, new front porches shall be of compatible 
size, shape and proportion and shall maintain the pattern 
already established within the neighborhood.  

The requirements for setbacks 
have been met.  
 
 
The front porch is compatible 
size, shape and proportion to 
those within the neighborhood.  

o Fenestration:  Windows and doors on new construction shall 
have proportions and patterns similar to the historic patterns 
within the streetscape and block. Ranking and window pattern 
and profile of existing structures within the streetscape shall be 
respected. 

 

The window and door placement 
are appropriate. The proportions 
and patterns are similar to the 
historic patterns within the 
neighborhood. 

o Building scale: New buildings shall be constructed with an 
overall height similar to existing buildings within the streetscape.  
In addition, the floor-to-floor height, number of stories, and first 
floor elevation shall also be similar to existing buildings within 
the streetscape. Vertical and horizontal proportions shall also be 
maintained. 

 

The building scale of the 
proposed building is similar to 
those surrounding in the 
Dougherty district.  
The height of the proposed 
building is a similar height as the 
existing smaller homes in the 
district. The proposed design is 
one and a half stories and has 
both vertical and horizontal 
proportions that are appropriate. 
   

o Roof form:  Where a dominant roof form exists within the 
streetscape and district, new construction shall be compatible in 
form, pitch and shape. 

 

There are a variety of roof forms 
in the district. The proposed roof 
is compatible to those on 
surrounding buildings. 

o Architectural details:  Architectural details on new construction 
shall be compatible in terms of design and scale with details 
found within the streetscape and district. 

The architectural details are 
compatible in terms of design and 
scale with details found within the 
district.  

o Materials: Materials used in new construction shall be 
consistent in finish, texture, scale, and color to materials 
historically used within the streetscape and district.  Wood, brick, 
and stone are acceptable materials for the primary façade of a 
new building.  Stucco may be allowed where structures within 
the streetscape also feature stucco.  Aluminum, vinyl, and 
artificial masonry shall not be allowed. 

 

The materials are consistent in 
finish, texture, scale and color to 
materials used within the district.  

 
 
PREVIOUS CASES / ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

 
Applications for Certificates of Appropriateness for new construction of primary structures within the 
historic districts must be approved by the City Council following a public hearing. 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 
The application meets the standards for review and guidelines; therefore staff recommends approval 
of HDRC case #25-011D. 
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ATTACHMENTS 

 
1. Exhibit A: Vicinity Map 
2. Exhibit B: No Inventory Data Sheet 
3. Exhibit C: Site Plan 
4. Exhibit D: Drawings & Elevations 
5. Exhibit E: Door & Window Schedules 
 
Existing Conditions: 118 N Prairie: 
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EXHIBIT A:
VICINITY MAP

Text



Exhibit C 
Site Plan   



Exhibit D
Drawings 
6 Pages

Prairie Street / East Elevation



West Elevation 



North Elevation 



West Elevation 







Exhibit E
Doors & Windows
8 Pages



























Historic District Review Commission 
The City of

HDRC Case No. 25-013J
Staff: Jeanine Thill, Community Development Manager 
HDRC Meeting Date:  August 5, 2025

GENERAL INFORMATION

Application:     Certificate of Appropriateness for garage alterations

Applicant:     Jenn Jeffries

Location:     27 S. Jewell Street

District:      Jewell Historic District

NRHP Status/category: Contributing

File Date:     June 3, 2025

SPECIFIC INFORMATION

SITE HISTORY
This typical four-square type house was built around 1907. It features some Prairie style elements, such as the 
hipped roof, wide overhanging eaves, 5-over-1 double hung windows, and the contrasting wood trim between 
the first and second story. The front porch is constructed of large stone blocks, which support Doric columns 
and a truncated hipped porch roof. A gabled two car garage sits at the rear. The house was owned by William 
Jewell College for many years until it was sold last fall. It has since been returned to a single family residence.

PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION & MATERIALS
The applicant is proposing to convert the existing garage into an apartment. They will maintain the appearance 
of a garage by keeping the existing garage door openings on the West Elevation, but are proposing faux doors 
using smart siding, with transom windows. The existing siding on the garage will remain. Where replacement is 
necessary, 1x6 pine tongue and groove will be used to match the existing.  There are two entry doors on the 
south elevation and one window on the east elevation. See links and details below and in the drawings, Exhibit 
D & Materials in Exhibit E.

• Transom windows  https://shop.shedwindowsandmore.com/transom-window-white-24-x-12-
double-pane-standard-glass-clear/

• Garage door    https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-
Panel-OC-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-8-in-Application-as-7-16-in-x-4-ft-x-8-ft-
42135/100043403

• Garage door trim 1.50in  https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-SmartSide-Cedar-
Texture-Trim-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-Application-as-4-4-in-x-2-in-x-8-ft-
41570/203930653

• Front Side Door  https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-
Rail-Arch-2-Panel-RightHand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-
Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-RH/301803887

• Back Side Door   https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-
Rail-Arch-2-Panel-Left-Hand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-
Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-LH/301803886
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https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-Panel-OC-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-8-in-Application-as-7-16-in-x-4-ft-x-8-ft-42135/100043403
https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-Panel-OC-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-8-in-Application-as-7-16-in-x-4-ft-x-8-ft-42135/100043403
https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-Trim-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-Application-as-4-4-in-x-2-in-x-8-ft-41570/203930653
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https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-Trim-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-Application-as-4-4-in-x-2-in-x-8-ft-41570/203930653
https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-RightHand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-RH/301803887
https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-RightHand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-RH/301803887
https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-RightHand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-RH/301803887
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https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-Left-Hand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-LH/301803886
https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-Left-Hand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-LH/301803886


• Siding   https://www.homedepot.com/p/1-in-x-8-in-x-12-ft-Premium-WP4-116-Board-Primed-
507034/335501871

ANALYSIS

Unified Development Ordinance (“UDO”) - The Unified Development Ordinance outlines design 
principles that have been adopted for all historic districts and landmarks in the City of Liberty.

Design Guidelines (“DG”) - Design Guidelines were established to give the HDRC general guidance in 
making subjective preservation choices in accordance with accepted best practices and the Secretary 
of the Interior standards for historic preservation.

DG: Sec. 30-72. District HP, design principles. Staff Analysis
7. Doors and windows: Original doors and windows shall not be

replaced unless there is substantial evidence that they are no 
longer serviceable or cannot be restored.  Restoration of original 
entryways that may have been covered, altered, or removed 
over time is encouraged.  Replacement doors and windows that 
imitate an earlier inappropriate style are discouraged.  In 
general, existing openings shall not be covered or relocated.  If 
additional entryways or service doors become necessary, they 
shall be located and designed in a sensitive manner.  If it is 
necessary to expand original openings, it shall be accomplished 
in a manner that respects and complements the surrounding 
building elements, materials, and colors.

The new faux garage doors do
not significantly change the 
appearance of the garage and 
are appropriate.
The entry doors are wood and
are appropriate.

PREVIOUS CASES / ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The application meets the standards for review and guidelines; therefore, staff recommends approval 
of HDRC case #25-013J.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Exhibit A: Vicinity Map
2. Exhibit B: Inventory Data Sheet
3. Exhibit C: Materials & Existing Conditions
4. Exhibit D: Drawings

2
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Exhibit E: Materials & Existing Conditions

• Transom windows  https://shop.shedwindowsandmore.com/transom-window-
white-24-x-12-double-pane-standard-glass-clear/

• Faux Garage door    https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-
SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-Panel-OC-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-8-in-
Application-as-7-16-in-x-4-ft-x-8-ft-42135/100043403

• Garage door trim 1.50in  https://www.homedepot.com/p/LP-SmartSide-LP-
SmartSide-Cedar-Texture-Trim-Engineered-Treated-Wood-Siding-Application-
as-4-4-in-x-2-in-x-8-ft-41570/203930653
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• Front Side Door  https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-
Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-RightHand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-
Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-RH/301803887

• Back Side Door   https://www.homedepot.com/p/Krosswood-Doors-36-in-x-80-in-
Rustic-Top-Rail-Arch-2-Panel-Left-Hand-Inswing-Unfinished-Knotty-Alder-V-
Grooved-Wood-Prehung-Front-Door-PHED-KA-002V-30-68-134-LH/301803886
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• Siding   https://www.homedepot.com/p/1-in-x-8-in-x-12-ft-Premium-WP4-116-
Board-Primed-507034/335501871
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Existing Conditions:
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Existing Siding

The existing siding on the garage will remain (see right image). Where replacement is necessary, 1x6 
pine tongue and groove will be used to match the existing.
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Historic District Review Commission 
From: Katherine Sharp, Planning & Development Director 
Date: August 5, 2025 
Subject: City Hall Expansion- Police Station 
 
 
The Planning & Zoning Commission will be reviewing the Final Development Plan for the Police Station 
expansion at City Hall (PZ Case 25-48FDP) at their upcoming meeting on September 9, 2025. 
 
The proposed expansion entails several key changes to the existing City Hall at 101 E Kansas St. This 
includes the addition of a new Police Station entrance on the east side of the building, which will extend 
up to the current parking lot. Furthermore, Missouri Street will be vacated on the northern portion of the 
block to facilitate the creation of a new courtyard area. The primary materials selected for this expansion 
are brick and insulated glass. Attached are exhibits showcasing the design, materials, and site plan. 
 
While the building is not in a historic district, the Historic Downtown Review Commission is asked to 
provide comments on this addition due to the project's direct adjacency to the Liberty Square Historic 
District.  
 
This memorandum is provided for your information. 
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CAST STONE
- 3 5/8”
- HEARTLAND STONE
- COLOR: HA103

GLASS TYPE 1
- 1” INSULATED GLASS
- VIRACON
- COLOR: VRE26-38 (BLUE)

METAL PANEL
- ALUCOBOND
- COLOR: GREY MICA II

MULLION
- KAWNEER
- COLOR: CLEAR
- FINISH: ANODIZED

GLASS TYPE 2
- 1” INSULATED GLASS
- VIRACON
- COLOR: VNE1-63 (CLEAR)

MASONRY
- 3 5/8”
- CLOUD CERAMICS
- COLOR: DOVE GREY VELOUR

MASONRY
- 3 5/8”
- ENDICOTT
- COLOR: IRONSPOT #46 VELOUR

LIBERTY POLICE DEPARTMENTLIBERTY POLICE DEPARTMENT HDRCHDRC
AUGUST 5, 2025AUGUST 5, 2025



EXTERIOR ELEVATION MATERIALS

CAST STONE -
HEARTLAND
HA103

BRK 1 (MASONRY) -
ENDICOTT
MEDIUM IRONSPOT #46
VELOUR

BRK 2 (MASONRY) -
CLOUD CERAMICS
DOVE GRAY
VELOUR

METAL PANEL -
ALUCOBOND
GREY MICA II

EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS HDRC

3/64" = 1'-0"
EAST ELEVATION

3/64" = 1'-0"
NORTH ELEVATION

3/64" = 1'-0"
SOUTH ELEVATION

3/64" = 1'-0"
WEST ELEVATION
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