
Historic Preservation Board
Cristian Gonzalez-Torres, Chairperson

Kathy Kvasnicka Penny Rankin, Vice-Chairperson
Al Mowrer Marlene Stieber

Historic Preservation Board Agenda
Regular Meeting*

Virtual Meeting via GoToMeeting
Thursday, December 3, 2020 – 6:15 P.M.

 (Order & Contents Subject to Change by Action of the Historic Board)

*This meeting will be held virtually only. Please refer to the end of this Agenda for instructions 
on logging into GoToMeeting.

Call to Order – Roll Call  

Approval of Agenda 

Consent Agenda – Consent Agenda items are considered to be routine and will be enacted 
by one motion and vote.  There will be no separate discussion of Consent Agenda items 
unless a member so requests, in which case the item may be removed from the Consent 
Agenda and considered at the end of Discussion Items. 

a. Approval of the Minutes of the October 1, 2020 Meeting
b. Approval of the Minutes of the November 5, 2020 Meeting

Public and Visitor Input – This portion of the Agenda is provided to allow members of the 
audience to present comments to the Board.  The Board may not respond to your comments 
this evening, rather they may take your comments and suggestions under advisement or 
your question may be directed to the appropriate staff member for follow-up. 

Action Items

a. HAM2020-001: Request for Report of Acceptability for a Storage Shed at the 
Seymore and Birdie Rhode House (149 Denver Avenue)

Discussion Items 

a. Residential Interpretive Signage Project
b. Cemetery Walk
c. Scarecrow Contest
d. CLG Annual Report Update & Project Opportunities
e. Monthly Historic Review Quiz

Future Business                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              

a. Next Board Meeting on January 7, 2021

Adjourn
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VIRTUAL MEETING LOG-IN INSTRUCTIONS
Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone. 

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/267829229 

You can also dial in using your phone. 
United States (Toll Free): 1 877 309 2073 

United States: +1 (646) 749-3129 

Access Code: 267-829-229 

New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts: 
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/267829229

If you have issues getting into the virtual meeting, please email PlanningDept@Fortluptonco.gov or 
call (303) 304-4498 for assistance.

Historic Preservation Board Meeting Attendance Information 

The meeting will be held remotely through GoToMeetings. Instructions on virtual meeting 
attendance and conduct will be provided prior to the start of the meeting. 

Virtual Meeting Instructions

To participate remotely, we encourage you to test the phone number and links provided 
above prior to the start of the meeting, as each device requires initial adjustment. It is also 
recommended to log into the meeting early, and if you encounter any issues to call 303-
304-4498 or email PlanningDept@fortluptonco.gov immediately. 

When calling in, please be sure to mute your microphone on your computer, phone or 
tablet. Planning staff and/or the Chairman of the Historic Preservation Board will provide 
instructions on when and how comments can be made by the public virtually. 
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
FORT LUPTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD

October 1, 2020

The Historic Preservation Board of the City of Fort Lupton met in session at the City Complex, 
130 South McKinley Ave., the regular meeting place of the Historic Preservation Board, and 
virtually via GoToMeeting, on Thursday, October 1, 2020. Vice-Chair Penny Rankin called the 
meeting to order at 6:15 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Those present were Members Cristian Gonzalez-Torres, Penny Rankin, Al Mowrer, and Kathy 
Kvasnicka. Member Marlene Stieber arrived after roll call was taken. Also present was City 
Planner II Alyssa Knutson. 

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Ms. Knutson stated that Chair Donna Walker had to resign from the Board. Therefore, a new Chair 
needed to be elected and requested that an item be added to the Action Items stating that. Member 
Mowrer made a motion to approve the agenda with changes, and Member Kvasnicka seconded.

Motion passed unanimously. 

APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA

Member Kvasnicka made a motion to approve the consent agenda as amended and it was seconded 
by Member Mowrer.

Motion passed unanimously. 

PUBLIC AND VISITOR INPUT

It was noted that there were no members of the public either in person or on the online platform 
present to make comments not otherwise related to the agenda; seeing none, the public comment 
portion was closed.
 
ACTION ITEM

Election of a Chair

It was moved to elect Member Cristian Gonzalez-Torres as Chair. 

Motion passed unanimously. 

DISCUSSION ITEMS

Residential Interpretive Signage Project
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
FORT LUPTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD

October 1, 2020

The Board discussed continuing to look into next steps for printing the signage for the project. 

Cemetery Walk

Ms. Knutson went over the list of those that would be participating in the Cemetery Walk with the 
Board members. She stated that Al Mowrer would be Lancaster Lupton/Greeter, Bruce Fitzgerald 
would represent the Postmasters, Jennifer Norby would reenact the Tracy/Decker Families, Bill 
Taylor will represent Felix Doughty, Winbourn(e) would be represented by Zo Stieber, the 
Veterans’ Marker by Cristian Gonzalez-Torres, Twombly would be Ginny White, Frink by 
Marlene, Davis by Lucy Miller, Putnam by Kathy Kvasnicka, and Bessie Mae Boston Coburn by 
Marilyn Bangert.

Ms. Knutson said that there are about eleven volunteers, which is close to the usual amount of 
reenactors. She said people can continue to accept volunteers up to a few days before the event so 
she can update the map. 

Member Rankin asked about safety procedures for COVID. Some discussion on how it would be 
handled on the day of the event was held among the Board. It was mentioned to have the chairs 
available to distance people, or some type of marker to keep people a safe distance. Another idea 
was to have advertising out stating that the Cemetery Walk will be socially distanced, and to have 
a sign at the gate encouraging the mask and social distancing. It was mentioned to maybe not 
mandate masks, but to encourage it. Ms. Knutson stated she may ask the City Attorney if a waiver 
for attendees would be appropriate, and/or limiting the number of people that visit a reenactor at 
one time. She stated she will work to direct people to certain reenactors to limit the amount of 
people at a time. 

Ms. Knutson stated she would like volunteers there 15-30 minutes before the start of the event. 
She added that in past years it didn’t seem people crowd the reenactors, so this event should be 
fairly safe. 

Member Stieber added that she was told that someone for Hause/Dare Families will be at the 
Cemetery Walk.

Ms. Knutson asked if Member Rankin was planning to participate, and she stated that she didn’t 
think she would this year. The group stated that would be fine. 

Ms. Knutson verified that members will be communicating with their volunteer contacts to attend 
on time and other information. 

Scarecrow Contest

Ms. Knutson gave an update that the Scarecrow Contest was moving forward. She added that 
Member Al Mowrer was participating, and there are about 4-5 entries for household participants, 
and about 15 entries for business participants.
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
FORT LUPTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD

October 1, 2020

She stated that business participants will be putting theirs up on the 2 x 4s that are posted on the 
light posts on Denver Avenue in the next few days. She also stated that voting is a little delayed 
so that there is time to take photos for the voting.

Member Mowrer said that next year it may be good to do a Day of the Dead theme during the 
Scarecrow Contest in honor of the Latino/Hispanic community. The Board thought it was a good 
idea for next year. 

Member Stieber stated that 15 entries downtown is great, and Ms. Knutson added the Chamber did 
a good job getting the businesses involved. She added that each year we do it will help to gain 
traction. 

Monthly Historic Review Quiz

Ms. Knutson provided the Board with a packet of materials that included a sample request for 
exterior changes to a historically designated structure. Ms. Knutson asked the Board to take some 
time to review the practice submittal materials. She then askedd Chair Gonzalez-Torres to lead the 
Board through the submittal as though it is a real application, including having each Board member 
provide their thoughts on the application, and then making a determination and vote on whether a 
Report of Acceptability for the application should be approved or not.

The Board discussed the practice application, and at the end Ms. Knutson stated that the Chair and 
the Board did a good job with the practice review. She added that this practice will hopefully help 
when a real application for an exterior change is brought to the Board.  

FUTURE BUSINESS

Next board meeting on Thursday, November 5, 2020 at 6:15 p.m. Member Mowrer stated he would 
not be at that meeting.

The Board agreed that the Cemetery Walk and Scarecrow Contest should be discussed at the next 
meeting.

ADJOURNMENT

Member Penny Rankin made a motion to adjourn the October 1, 2020 meeting at 7:24 p.m. and it 
was seconded by Member Al Mowrer.

Submitted by:  

Alyssa Knutson, Planner II

Approved by Historic Preservation Board
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
FORT LUPTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD

October 1, 2020

Cristian Gonzalez-Torres, Chairperson
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
FORT LUPTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD

November 5, 2020

The Historic Preservation Board of the City of Fort Lupton did not meet on Thursday, November 
5, 2020 due to a lack of a quorum. 

Submitted by: 

Alyssa Knutson, Planner II

Approved by Historic Preservation Board

Cristian Gonzales-Torres, Chairperson
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Historic Preservation Board

130 S. McKinley Avenue              Phone: 303.857.6694
Fort Lupton, CO 80621                     Fax: 303.857.0351

www.fortlupton.org

HAM 2020-001

APPROVE A REQUEST FOR REPORT OF ACCEPTABILITY FOR A STORAGE SHED AT THE 
SEYMORE AND BIRDIE RHODE HOUSE (149 DENVER AVENUE)

   I. Agenda Date: Board Meeting – December 3, 2020

II. Attachments: A. Request for Report of Acceptability for a storage shed at the 
Seymore and Birdie Rhode House Site, including photos of 
shed and General Permit Application

B. Permit Workflow Sheet
C. Application for Designation & Architectural Inventory Form
D. Exhibit A to this HAM: Standards for Rehabilitation & 

Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings Applicable to 
the Proposed Project.

III. Issue/Request:

On May 13, 2008, the Fort Lupton City Council approved the historical designation of the 
Seymore and Birdie Rhode House at 149 Denver Avenue. Exterior work to historically 
designated properties within the City requires prior approval from the Historic Preservation 
Board, as regulated by Article XVII of Chapter 18 to the Municipal Code.

The home was constructed in 1902, and two additional accessory structures have since 
been added. The first is a garage located in the Southwest corner of the property in 1936, 
and a second garage build in 1992 on the Northwest corner of the property. Both are 
currently painted red. 

Salvador Flores, the owner of this historic site has submitted a request for a storage shed 
located in the northwest portion of the property. The proposed work requires a building 
permit. Please see Section VI. Legal / Political Considerations of this document for further 
information on requirements prior to permitting exterior work to historic sites within the City 
of Fort Lupton. 

The proposed shed is metal is a tannish color with a gray roof. It is located directly north 
of the newer garage in the Northwest corner of the property. 

Additional information on this proposed work is attached for your reference.
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VI. Legal / Political Considerations:

Pursuant to Section 18-354 of the Municipal Code, a report of acceptability is required 
prior to work requiring a building permit for the alteration or reconstruction of or addition 
to the exterior of any improvement which constitutes all or part of a historic site. The 
applicant installed the shed without prior approval from the Historic Preservation Board, 
as shown on the attached photos submitted. Therefore, this request is being submitted for 
retroactive approval. The applicant was informed that the installation of the patio lights 
prior to Board approval is a violation of the Code and staff directed the applicant to submit 
this request for review.

The proposed work requires building permits and therefore qualifies for review under the 
following two phase review:

(1) Conceptual review. Conceptual review is an opportunity for applicants to discuss 
requirements, standards and policies that apply to historic sites…Problems can be 
identified and solved prior to final review of the application. After review of the application 
by the Historic Preservation Board, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall furnish the 
applicant with written comments regarding the conceptual review. Conceptual approval of 
any proposed work may be limited to certain portions of the work as deemed appropriate 
by the Board. Conceptual approval does not guarantee final approval of proposed work. 
If upon review of proposed work, the Board determines that conceptual review is not 
necessary given the absence of a significant impact on the historic site…it may be waived 
by the Board and the Board may then proceed to consider the proposed work on final 
review at the same meeting.

If the Board chooses to waive conceptual review and go directly to final review, then:

(2) Final review. If an application or parts thereof are conceptually approved, it shall be 
finally reviewed by the Historic Preservation Board at a subsequent meeting of the Board. 
During final review, the Board shall consider the application or parts thereof that have 
received conceptual approval and any changes made by the applicant since conceptual 
review. 

Pursuant to Section 18-354 of the Municipal Code that addresses work requiring a building 
permit on a historic site: 

(a) Action on an application for a building permit, including any permit for demolition of a 
building, shall be deferred by the Building Inspector except as provided in Section 18-359 
[relating to remedying of dangerous conditions], until the application is accompanied by a 
report of acceptability from the Historic Preservation Board for the proposed work when 
the proposed work involves the following:

(1) Alteration or reconstruction of or addition to the exterior of any improvement which 
constitutes all or part of a historic site;

(2) Demolition or relocation of any improvement or object which constitutes all or part of a 
historic site; or

(3) Construction or erection of or addition to any improvement upon any land included on 
a historic site.  
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The Board should then take into consideration each of the following criteria when 
determining whether to approve the proposal: 

1. The effect of the proposed work upon the general historical and/or architectural 
character of the historical site, landmark or district;

2. The architectural style, arrangement, texture and materials of existing and 
proposed structures and their relation to the structures in the district;

3. The effects of the proposed work in creating, changing or destroying the exterior 
architectural features of the structure upon which such work is to be done;

4. The effect of the proposed work upon the protection, enhancement, perpetuation 
and use of the historic site or district;

5. The Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic 
Buildings (see Exhibit A to this Memorandum for applicable standards); and

6. Such additional criteria, as established by the Historic Preservation Board, which 
it deems to be in the best interests of the City.

VII. Alternatives/Options:

The Board has the following options:

1. Approve the request for a storage shed on the property, or approve with conditions;
2. Do not approve the request for a storage shed on the property;
3. Delay a decision in order to request additional information. 

VIII. Financial Considerations:

None.

IX. Staff Recommendation:

The Board must make a determination if this review requires conceptual and final review, 
or should go directly to final review. Staff believes this proposal could move directly to final 
review, however if there are concerns or questions by the Board, then conceptual review 
should first take place, with final review at the next meeting of the Board. 

The proposed work will have an effect on the architectural character of the landmark. 
Although the location will still be visible from Second Street, the location is not significantly 
impeding the visual of the main elevation of the home, which can be considered viewing 
the home from the corner of Denver Avenue and Second Street.  

The applicant has submitted a proposed shed that is a different architectural style and 
color, and made of different materials from the historic home and accessory structures on 
the site. The surrounding neighborhood has a mix of structural styles, which include other 
single family residences, as well as commercial uses. The Board should make its own 
determination onto how the proposed shed fits with other surrounding structures. 
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If final review is conducted, staff recommends approval of the request with conditions. 
Specifically, staff recommends the shed be painted red to match the other accessory 
structures on the site. Although the material does not conform to the original historic 
residence, it will be able to be removed to allow the property to go back to its historic state. 
The current color of the shed, however is visually distracting from the historic nature of the 
site, and in order to alleviate this staff believes painting the shed to match the other 
accessory structures should be a condition of approval by the Historic Preservation Board.  

Staff recommends that conceptual review be waived and the application move directly to 
final review.  

Staff further recommends approval of the proposed shed, with the condition that the shed 
be painted red to match the other accessory structures on the site. This recommendation 
is based on the fact that the shed will not impact the residence’s physical exterior, and the 
shed can be removed from the premises. 
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EXHIBIT A
STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION & GUIDELINES FOR REHABILITATING 

HISTORIC BUILDINGS APPLICABLE TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION
STANDARD STAFF COMMENT

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. 

The addition of the shed will not change the use of 
the property. The spatial relationships of the site will 
be impacted by the addition of a shed, however the 
shed can be removed and restore the original spatial 
relationship. 

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 the property will be avoided.

The character of the property will be somewhat 
diminished by the addition of the shed, however, the 
shed can be removed and there for the character 
can be easily restored in the future. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a 
physical record of its time, place and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of 
historical development, such as adding 
conjectural features or elements from other 
historic properties, will not be undertaken.

The applicant is proposing a manufactured shed, 
which will be different in style from the Seymore and 
Birdie Rhode House. However, the change is not 
being made directly to the residence, and does not 
create a false sense of historical development since 
it is not visually similar. 

4. Change to a property that have acquired 
historic significance in their own right will be 
retained and preserved.

N/A.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and 
construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property will 
be preserved. 

N/A.

6. Deteriorated historic features 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. Replacement of missing 
features will be substantiated by documentary 
and physical evidence.

N/A.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if 
appropriate, will be undertaken using the 
gentlest means possible. Treatments that 
cause damage to historic materials will not be 
used.

N/A.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and 
preserved in place. If such resources must be 
disturbed, mitigation measures will be 
undertaken.

Unknown. 

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 

Spatial relationships will be affected by the addition 
of a shed. However, the shed is clearly differentiated 
from the historic residence and structures on the site. 
The structure massing is not significant and does not 
overly impact the site. 
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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.

Staff believes that this Standard is met. 

GUIDELINES FOR REHABILIATION FOR
NEW EXTERIOR ADDITIONS TO HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND RELATED NEW 

CONSTRUCTION
RECOMMENDED NOT RECOMMENDED STAFF COMMENT

Adding a new building to a historic site 
or property only if requirements for a 
new or continuing use cannot be 
accommodated within the existing 
structure or structures.

Adding a new building or 
property when the project 
requirements could be 
accommodated within the 
existing structure or structures.

Applicant has stated that 
additional storage is required 
for tools. 

Locating new construction far enough 
away from the historic building, when 
possible, where it will be minimally 
visible and will not negatively affect the 
building’s character, the site, or setting.

Placing new construction too 
close to the historic building so 
that it negatively impacts the 
building’s character, the site, or 
setting.

The location is not located 
too close to the historic 
home. 

Designing new construction on a 
historic site or in a historic setting that 
is compatible but differentiated from the 
historic building or buildings.

Replicating the features of the 
historic building when designing 
a new building, with the result 
that it may be confused as 
historic or original to the site or 
setting.

The style of the proposed 
shed will not be confused for 
the historic or original 
buildings on the site. 

Considering the design for related new 
construction in terms of its relationship 
to the historic building as well as the 
historic district and setting.

The style is different from 
the historic home, but the 
Board should make a 
determination on its 
relationship to the historic 
buildings on the site. 
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GUIDELINES FOR REHABILIATION FOR
NEW EXTERIOR ADDITIONS TO HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND RELATED NEW 

CONSTRUCTION
RECOMMENDED NOT RECOMMENDED STAFF COMMENT

Ensuring the new construction is 
secondary to the historic building and 
does not detract from its significance. 

Adding new construction that 
results in the diminution or loss 
of the historic character of the 
building, including its design, 
materials, location, or setting.

Constructing a new building on a 
historic property or on an 
adjacent site that is much larger 
than the historic building.

Designing new buildings or 
groups of buildings to meet a 
new use that are not compatible 
in scale or design with the 
character of the historic building 
and the site, such as apartments 
on a historic school property that 
are too residential in 
appearance.

The proposed shed will be 
secondary to the historic 
home, and does not 
significantly detract from its 
significance. 

The shed will not be larger 
than the historic buildings on 
the site.

The appearance or the 
proposed shed differs from 
the other structures on the 
property. However, staff 
believes by changing the 
color this will be minimized. 

Using site features or land formations, 
such as trees or sloping terrain, to help 
minimize the new construction and its 
impact on the historic building and 
property.

It is not staff’s 
recommendation to add 
landscaping to minimize the 
view of the shed. 
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City of Fort Lupton Building and Planning Department 

Permit Workflow Sheet 

Planning Technician: ____________Date: ________ 

Address: ______________________Permit Type: __________________ 

Review Notes 

__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________ 

Missing Documents/Items/information 

Digital Documentation (aerial, plats, plot plan etc..) 

� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 

� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 
� ____________________ 

Permit Status: _____     _____ ______

Shannon De Vries Revised 11/19/2020

149 N Denver Ave Shed

 Proposing a 10X13 shed meets zoning requirements
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Fort Lupton Historic Preservation Board 

             
 
 
 

 
 

 
***APPLICATION FOR LOCAL DESIGNATION*** 

 

 

 

 

 

 
PROPERTY UNDER CONSIDERATION FOR LOCAL 

DESINGATION:  

 

149 DENVER AVENUE, FORT LUPTON, CO 80621 

 

OWNER: MARIA FLORES  
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City of Fort Lupton 
Planning and Building 

Department 
 
  

 

 (303) 857-6694 x 125 
Tom Parko, Planning Director  Fax (303) 857-0351 

 

130 S. McKinley Avenue  
Fort Lupton, Colorado 80621 

Email: tparko@fortlupton.org  
http://www.fortlupton.org 

 
 
 

Performance, Integrity, Teamwork, 
Accountability and Service 

March 14, 2008 
 
Maria Flores  
149 Denver Avenue 
Fort Lupton, Colorado 80621 
 
Dear Mrs. Flores: 
 
Thank you for taking the time to meet with me on Monday March 10th to review the primary 
application for local historic designation on your property. The application has been finalized 
and I am preparing a report to the Fort Lupton Historic Preservation Board at this time.  
 
My staff report and the designation application for 149 Denver Avenue will go before the HPB 
on April 3rd at 6:30 P.M. Please make an effort to attend this meeting. I discussed with you on 
March 10th the designation process. Once the HPB accepts the application it must go before the 
Planning and Zoning Commission. If approved by the Planning Commission it will go back 
before the HPB for a public hearing. If the HPB finds that the property is eligible for designation 
they will forward a formal recommendation of approval to the Fort Lupton City Council. The 
City Council has the final authority on this matter.  
 
I will prepare a detailed schedule with dates and times before the formal process begins. Please 
note that according to Municipal Code Section 18-346 you cannot apply for or be issued a 
building permit for alteration, construction, relocation, or demolition of the site, structure or 
object at 149 Denver Avenue while the property is being considered for local designation.  
 
As always, if you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me at the number listed 
above. I can also be reached by email at tparko@fortlupton.org.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom Parko, CFM 
Planning Director  
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	 Call to Order - Roll Call
	 Approval of Agenda 
	a. Approval of the Agenda of the December 3, 2020 Mee
	12-03-20 HPB Agenda


	 Consent Agenda
	a. Approval of the Minutes of the October 1, 2020 Mee
	10-01-20 Minutes

	b. Approval of the Minutes of the November 5, 2020 Me
	11-05-20 Minutes


	 Public Comment
	 Action Item(s)
	a. HAM2020-001: Approve a Request for Report of Accep
	HAM2020-001
	Request for Report of Acceptability
	Permit Workflow Sheet
	Historic Designation Application & Architectural Inventory Form


	 Discussion Items
	a. Residential Interpretive Signage Project
	b. Cemetery Walk
	c. Scarecrow Contest
	d. CLG Annual Report Update &amp; Project Opportuniti
	e. Monthly Historic Review Quiz

	 Future Business
	a. Next Board Meeting on January 7, 2020

	 Adjourn
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