
Historic Preservation Design Review 
May 24, 2012 

 
HP-12-17, 213 N. Main St. – Church of the Holy Comforter (City)   
 
I.  THE REQUEST 
 
Applicant: Edward P. Monroe, III 

 
Status of the Applicant: Project Designer/Architect 

 
Request: Historic Preservation Design Review approval to construct a 

new covered entrance to the main structure, remove and 
replace existing playground equipment, remove existing trees 
and install new landscaping, install fencing, remove existing 
paved driveway and construct a covered play shelter and 
outdoor cooking area. 
 

Location: 213 N. Main St. 
 

Present Use/Zoning: Church of the Holy Comforter/CBD 
 

Tax Map Reference: 249-09-01-001 and 249-09-01-006 
 

Adjacent Property Land Use and Zoning: North – E. Calhoun St. /GC 
South – Parking lot & County Annex/CBD  
East –    N. Harvin St./GC 
West –  N. Main St./CBD 

  
 
II.   BACKGROUND 
 
The applicant is requesting design review 
approval to redesign the existing playground area 
and community outdoor space associated with 
Church of the Holy Comforter in the areas 
shown in the graphic to the right.   
 
Historic Context 
The Church of the Holy Comforter was not 
profiled in the 1985 or 2010 Sumter Historic 
Resources Surveys, however; historic context for 
the congregation and site has been provided by 
the text titled, The Church of the Holy Comforter 
Sumter, South Carolina 1857 – 2007.  
 
The Church of the Holy Comforter Congregation was chartered December 21, 1857. The original 
congregation was located at the corner of S. Main, E. Bartlette, and S. Harvin Streets until May of 1905, 
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when the sanctuary was moved to its current location. The historic church that was placed on the 
property in 1905 was removed in the 1950s to make way for construction of Walker Hall and the 
Education Building in 1958.  The  current sanctuary, shown in the photograph below, dates to 
approximately 1908. In 1998, the adjacent National Bank of South Carolina building and property was 
acquired and converted into the current Parish Life Center, completing the Holy Comforter Complex as 
it stands today. 
 

 
 
While the Church of the Holy Comforter Congregation dates back to the late 1850s, and has stood at its 
current location since 1905, the church facilities are outside of the National Register Historic District. 
Although the property is outside of the Register district, it is still within the City of Sumter Downtown 
Historic District overlay, as such, any proposed exterior changes or additions must be reviewed by the 
Committee.  
  
The Request 
The following photographs show the areas to be effected by the proposed changes and additions. 
  

 
Pictured Above: view of the existing playground looking south towards the County Administration Annex 
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Pictured Above: Looking west towards Harvin St. 
 

 
 

Pictured Above: Looking north towards E. Calhoun St. – the rear of the 1958 Education building classroom entrance is seen at the center of 
the photograph. 

 

 
 

Pictured Above: Looking east towards Harvin St. – the driveway shown center right of this picture is to be removed to make space for a 
covered play area/pavilion and outdoor cooking shelter. 
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Pictured Above & below: Looking northwest towards the intersection of Main & Calhoun Streets – the trees shown in this picture are 
proposed for removal/mitigation. 

 

 
 

  
 

Pictured Above: Looking east toward Harvin St. – the entrance way shown above on the 1958 Education building is proposed to have a 
covered entrance way constructed to provide a covered landing area to access the playground. 

 
 
The applicant has submitted plans titled, “A New Playground for the Church of the Holy Comforter 
Sumter, South Carolina,” prepared by Monroe Architecture, dated 2 May 2012, Sheets A1 of 6 through 
A6 of 6 detailing the proposed site changes and additions. A set of plans has been attached to this report. 
 



 
 

 5 

Design review is required prior to undertaking the proposed additions and changes. 
 
The Design Review Guidelines Manual states: 
 

#3) LANDSCAPING SHOULD COMPLIMENT RATHER THAN DETRACT FROM BUILDINGS 
 
Recommended 
 
a. Trees of limited height and dimensions should be considered for the downtown area. Historic 
commercial areas such as downtown Sumter often had numerous shade trees to shelter pedestrians. With the 
coming of the automobile many of these trees were removed to make way for parking. The introduction of 
new trees into the downtown area is appropriate as long as the trees selected are of limited height and 
dimension. When mature, trees should not overly mask buildings and make signs and details difficult to 
observe. Trees should be spaces at least 30 feet from each other and have planting beds of at least nine square 
feet. 
 
b. Low plants and shrubs at sidewalks are appropriate. The introduction of low hedges or planters with 
flowers or other decorative plants is appropriate. These may be desired as part of an overall streetscape 
program by the city or added on an individual basis by property owners. 

 
#7) RETAIN ORIGINAL ENTRANCES 
 

Normally required 
 
a. Original doors and transoms over doors shall not be removed or replaced unless extensive 
deterioration is demonstrated. 
 

#15) HISTORIC COLORS AND TEXTURES SHOULD BE MAINTAINED 
 
Normally Required 
 
a. Masonry walls that have not been previously painted should not be painted unless there are 
significant contrasts in the brick and mortar. 
b. Stucco or drivit surfaces to downtown buildings should not be added. 
 
Recommended 
 
c. Colors should be selected to compliment the dominant existing colors… 

 
#28) NEW CONSTRUCTION SHOULD BE CONTEMPORARY IN DESIGN AND HISTORIC 
REPRODUCTIONS SHOULD NOT BE BUILT 
 

Normally Required 
 
a. New construction in the commercial area should be of its period. Historic reproductions should be 
avoided. 
 
When looking at new construction, compatibility of new buildings within historic commercial areas poses a 
particular challenge for designers. Historic commercial areas often have similar setbacks, similar storefront 
and upper façade alignment, and certain rhythms to the streetscape. These built-in parameters assist in 
defining new construction but they also result in restricting building design to appear as reproductions of 
historic buildings as opposed to an appearance of present day construction. Successful new construction, in 
historic commercial areas, is clearly of its period but avoids direct imitation of historic designs such as 
reproducing window lintels or elaborate sheet metal cornices. Direct reproductions may cause observers to 
confuse the old with the new.  
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#36) ADDITIONS MAY BE ADDED AT REAR FACADES 
 

Normally Required 
 
a. Rear facades are appropriate locations for additions to commercial buildings. Additions should clearly 
be contemporary in design and not historic reproductions or mimic the original building. 
b. Rear additions should be simple in design and not be constructed as the primary entrance to a 
building. 
 
Rear facades are appropriate locations for additions to existing buildings. Most rear facades are not visible 
from the major street elevations and face rear alleys or parking areas. Rear additions should be stepped lower 
than the roofline of the original building. This would aid in clearly defining the original building versus the 
new addition. Acceptable materials for rear additions include brick, concrete, and combinations of metal and 
glass. 

 
#38) MATERIALS FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION SHOULD BE COMPATIBLE WITH EXISTING 
MATERIALS 
 

Normally Required 
 
a. Brick is the preferred building material for downtown Sumter. Buildings with exterior surfaces of 
glass and metal, wood, vinyl, or stucco should not be constructed. 
b. Masonry materials should be compatible in size, profile, and detailing with historic materials. 
 
New construction materials should match existing materials in color, texture, and dimensions. 

 
#39) MAINTAIN ORIGINAL LANDSCAPE FEATURES 
 

Recommendations 
 
a. Existing trees shall be protected and retained wherever possible. This is especially important due to the 
loss of trees from Hurricane Hugo in 1989. The planting of new trees to replace those lost is encouraged. 

 
#43) THE ADDITION OF HISTORIC FENCE DESIGN AND MATERIALS IS APPROPRIATE 

 
Normally Required 
a. Other allowable fence materials are open weave brick designs or cast iron. 
b. Wooden plank fences, solid wall brick fences, and chain link fences and other metal designs should 
not be installed at the sidewalk or property line on primary facades.  
c. Fence heights not exceeding 3’ on the property line on primary facades and 6; on the property lines of 
secondary and rear facades are encouraged. 
Wooden split rail fences are not historic designs for urban areas of the late 19th century and are not 
appropriate. 
 

Overall, the proposed designs shown in the attached plans respect the above referenced Guidelines. 
Although the new covered play area/outdoor kitchen as well as the proposed entryway cover are 
proposed to be constructed using white stucco with red standing seam metal roofing, these selected 
materials are in keeping with the 2004 Parish Life Center building on the Holy Comforter Campus. The 
proposal also shows the removal of four existing trees. Attached to this report is a health assessment of 
the three larger trees as well as an additional letter submitted by the applicant showing mitigation for the 
proposed removal. Given the condition of the existing trees and potential negative impacts from site 
redevelopment, the removal of the trees with an appropriate replanting plan with species more suited to 
the environment may be a better option. 
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In addition to the proposed new structures, there are plans for two stages of fencing. The first fencing, as 
shown on Page A6 of 6 in the attached plans, is planned to be a traditional 4 ft. tall white wooden picket 
fence as detailed on the plans. Future construction plans involve replacing the picket fence with a 6 ft. 
tall combination stucco/simulated wrought iron fencing that would surround the play area and 
Congregational Outdoor space.   
 
In addition to Guidelines reference above from in the Design Review Guidelines Manual, additional 
guidance is offered in Article 1, Section 1.m.2 of the City of Sumter – Zoning & Development Standards 
Ordinance. 
 

1.m.2. The design standards to be used by the Design Review Board in reviewing an application for a 
Certificate of Appropriateness may take into consideration the following: 
 

a. Height – the height of any alteration or construction should be compatible with the style and 
character of the proposed or modified structure or building and with the surrounding buildings and 
structures; 

b. Proportions of windows and doors – the proportions and relationships between doors and windows 
should be compatible with the architectural style and character of building and surrounding 
buildings;  

c. The relationship of a building or structure to the open space between it and adjoining building or 
structure should be compatible; 

d. Roof Shape – the design of the roof should be compatible with the architectural character and 
appearance of the landmark and of surrounding structures and landscapes; 

e. Landscaping – landscaping should be compatible with the architectural character and appearance of 
the landmark and surrounding structures; 

f. Scale – the scale of the building or structure after alteration, construction, or partial demolition should 
be compatible with the its (sic) architectural style and character and with surrounding buildings and 
structures; 

g. Architectural Details – architectural details including materials, colors, and textures should be treated 
so as to make a building and/or structure compatible with its original architectural style and 
character and to preserve and enhance the architectural style of the … Downtown Historic District. 

 
Overall, the submitted plans comply with the requirements outlined in Guidelines as well as Section 
1.m.2 of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
III. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff has reviewed this request in accordance with the design guidelines.  Staff recommends approval of 
this request. 
 
IV. DRAFT MOTIONS 
 
I move that the Sumter Historic Preservation Design Review Committee approve HP-12-17, in 
accordance with the materials, photographs, and construction details submitted and referenced in the 
Staff Report based on compliance with Design Review Guidelines #3, 7, 15, 28, 36, 38, 39, 43 and 
Section 1.m.2 of the City of Sumter – Zoning & Development Standards Ordinance. 
 
I move that the Sumter Historic Preservation Design Review Committee deny HP-12-17. 
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I move that the Sumter Historic Preservation Design Review Committee enter an alternative motion. 
 
V. HISTORIC PRESERVATION DESIGN REVIEW – MAY 24, 2012 
 
The Sumter Historic Preservation Design Review Committee at its meeting on Thursday, May 24, 2012, 
voted to approve this request in accordance with the materials, photographs, and construction details 
submitted and referenced in the Staff Report based on compliance with Design Review Guidelines #3, 7, 
15, 28, 36, 38, 39, 43 and Section 1.m.2 of the City of Sumter – Zoning & Development Standards 
Ordinance. 
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