
Town of Williston 
Historic and Architectural Advisory Committee 

Minutes 
May 19, 2020 at 5:30 PM 

Zoom Meeting ID 929-737-500 | www.zoom.us/join or 1-646-558-8656 
 
Members present: Doug Goulette (chair), Karen Fragnoli-Munn, Jim Thornton; Absent: Brian Forrest, Emily 
Morton, John Marcotte; Public: Tim Gordon; Staff: Emily Heymann  
 
The meeting came to order at 5:36 PM.  

Design Review – none  
 
Referrals from the Zoning Administrator – none  
 
Certificates of Appropriateness  

• AP Unassigned/ HP 20-02 Tim Morgan requests an administrative permit and Certificate of 
Appropriateness to replace the roof at 7604 Williston Road in the Additional Review Area 
of the Village Zoning District.  

Representing the application: Tim Morgan, property owner  

Emily Heymann gave an overview of the proposal and the bylaw requirements. The HAAC asked 
for clarification of the various roofs and materials. Emily pulled up the google satellite imagery 
which depicts the main roof, porch roof, back addition, and accessory garage. The HAAC agreed 
on the following recommendations:  

• The standing seam roof shall match the existing standing seam roof on porch to the 
maximum extent possible  

• Match colors as best as possible  

This item will be reviewed by the DRB on May 26, 2020.  

Notices from Other Municipalities and Agencies - none 

Revising Chapter 42  

• Memo Re: Modern Additions/Accessory Structures 
• YR Article: Modern Additions to Older Houses (some photos are linked in the other 

document, but this article has many more interesting examples) 

The members present reviewed the memo. They went through each of the 15 examples 
and provided feedback:  
 
1. The scale and lack of pitched roof was of concern. The greenhouse look would be 

acceptable if it was smaller is height and bulk than the original brick structure.  
2. This one was favorable because it looks like a barn, a structure usually larger than a 

house, and the enclosed 2-story breezeway is a link between the 2 structures.  
3. This roofline was not favorable.  
4. Brian appreciated the color contrast, others did not. This style was not relatable to 

the village. It looks like it is raised up due to flooding.  
5. This is a good example of what not to do in the village. The modern structure 

completely overpowers the historic. Avoid new buildings wrapped around old ones. 

http://www.zoom.us/join
https://www.town.williston.vt.us/vertical/Sites/%7BF506B13C-605B-4878-8062-87E5927E49F0%7D/uploads/HP_20-02_CoA_Application.pdf
https://www.town.williston.vt.us/vertical/sites/%7BF506B13C-605B-4878-8062-87E5927E49F0%7D/uploads/Modern_Additions_to_Historic_Structures.pdf
http://www.yr-architecture.com/modern-house-additions/


Work with the existing fabric, even if that means the new addition will be smaller in 
height and massing.  

6. We weren’t sure if this is the front or the back of the house. If it is front, the modern 
addition obstructs the view if the other (seemingly historic because it uses stone 
siding as well) structure. The stark contrast between old and new was unfavorable to 
the general group. The new addition should have a nod to the original with massing 
or materials.  

7. This conversation was fitting after the review of HP 20-02 roof replacement. 
Projects should be required to document how the proposed roofline will protect the 
original structure from water damage. An addition should not create a complex 
roofline that will be hard to keep watertight or place. Simple rooflines and joinery 
that direct water sway from the siding and foundation are required.  

8. The general feedback was the same as the May 5th meeting. The connecting addition 
between the original pitched roof structure and modern flat roof addition is generally 
agreeable, but the large flat roof box is overwhelming.  

9. The consensus was the same as the May 5th meeting. It is hard to tell where the 
original ends and beginning ends (could be between the glass and single story stone 
addition). The group brought up the large, single pane window on the 2-story 
original façade. While the window blends in, it does not match the 6 over 6 pattern.  

10. This is an interesting concept to expand “up” for properties with limited options to 
expand out. Maybe this could be acceptable outside the 2 review areas in the VZD, 
but not in the historic core.  

11. The HAAC discussed this concept at length. It could be feasible for structures 
deemed non-contributing within of the 2 historic areas. The larger windows and 
more prominent entryway give the modern design more connection to the street.  

12. The “widows watch” look was unfavorable, even though context clues point to this 
as a rear addition.  

13. This one could work if the roof angle was shallower and not so tall. The link 
between two halves is favorable.  

14. This is a radical example, bordering on physical feasibility and unfavorable.  
15. This was favorable, especially because the new additional matched the angles of the 

original with new materials, and it is located to the rear.  

Othee 

• A LOCAL LEADER’S TOOLKIT: A STRONG TOWNS RESPONSE TO THE 
PANDEMIC 
 
Emily Heymann gave a brief overview but this item was not discussed.  

Adjournment – The meeting adjourned at 6:53 PM.  

https://www.facebook.com/strongtowns/videos/2302331433407663/
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