
Teller County Board of Review 
January 4, 2006 

Minutes 
Chairman Bert West called the meeting to order at 2:06.  Those answering roll 
call were: 
 
Jim Heenan     Staff:  Chris Brandt 
Dave Dernbach    Allan Chamberlin 
Sonny Strobl     Lynda Morgan 
Bert West  
 
Bert West stated that the Board of Review meetings are public and anyone 
wishing to speak must first address the Chairman. 

 
APPROVE POSTING & PUBLICATION SITE FOR  

BOARD OF REVIEW PUBLIC NOTICES 
 

Bert West moved to approve the following 2006 Board of Review postings and 
publication sites: the Building Department at 540 Manor Court, the Northeast 
Teller Fire Department at 1010 Evergreen Heights Drive, and in a local 
newspaper.  Sonny Strobl seconded. 
 

Chairman & Vice Chairman Elections 
 

Bert West moved to nominate Sonny Strobl as Chairman of the Board of Review 
for 2006.  Dave Dernbach seconded.   All yes. The nomination carried. 
Bert West moved to appoint Sonny Strobl as Chairman of the Board of Review 
for 2006.  Dave Dernbach seconded.  All yes.  Mr. Strobl was elected Chairman. 
 
 
Dave Dernbach moved to nominate Jim Heenan as Vice Chairman of the Board 
of Review for 2006.  Bert West seconded. All yes. The nomination carried. 
Bert West moved to appoint Jim Heenan as Vice Chairman of the Board of 
Review for 2006.  Dave Dernbach seconded.  All yes.  Mr. Heenan was elected 
Vice-Chairman. 
 

Review and Approve 
2006 Meeting Date Schedule 

 
Dave Dernbach moved to approve the 2006 Meeting Date Schedule using the 
dates of July 12, 2006 and September 13, 2006 for those month’s dates.  Bert 
West seconded.  All yes. 
 

Review and Approve Minutes from 
The December 7, 2005 Meeting 
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Bert West moved to approve the December 7, 2005 minutes as presented.  Dave 
Dernbach seconded.  3 yes, Jim Heenan abstained.  Motion carries. 
 

Contractor Licenses 
 

Continued item: 
Pat Godsell 

Class C 
 

Mr. Godsell present.  Mr. Godsell gave a brief overview of his work history and 
building experience, which included the following: 
 

• Started in the industry in rural Wyoming digging footers by 
hand, also did drywall and roofs. 

• Built to FHA Standards 
• 1976 started his business doing mostly remodeling with 

some  new construction. 
• Has held a Class C equivalent License in El Paso for 10 

years. 
 
Mr. Godsell stated that the intent for the License is to do a remodeling job for a 
previous client who has recently moved to Teller County.  Mr. Godsell does not 
anticipate a lot of work in Teller County. 
 
Mr. Godsell presented one more Letter of Reference to the Board for 
consideration along with pictures of past work he has completed. 
 
Sonny Strobl went over the terms of a “Conditional” License.  What Class 
License, C or C-1, would be most appropriate for the type of work Mr. Godsell 
would be performing was discussed. 
 
Sonny Strobl opened the matter up to public comment.  No public comment.  
Close public comment. 
 
Bert West moved to grant Pat Godsell as examinee, a conditional 2 project Class 
C License upon receipt of a Insurance Certificate with a completed Description of 
Operations.  Dave Dernbach seconded.  All yes. 
 

Mike Wells Construction Co. #2113C 
Mike Wells  

Upgrade to Class B 
Lynda Morgan informed the Board that Mr. Wells was out of town and requested 
that this agenda item be continued to the February 1, 2006 meeting. 
 
Sonny Strobl moved to continue this agenda item to the February 1, 2006 
meeting.  Dave Dernbach seconded.  All yes. 
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Complaint Against Contractor 
 

Mastercraft Roofing 
Jon Davenport 
License 3105D 

Permit OS05-0285 – 771B Columbine Village 
Kathleen Lundman 

 
Mr. Davenport not present.  Sonny Strobl delayed the matter and moved to 
agenda item IV. 
 

Board Discussion 
 

Sonny Strobl brought up for discussion purposes the topic of sensitive 
information requested on the Contractor Application form (i.e. social security 
number and financial information) and the need to protect the information we 
receive and to consider destroying member’s packets after each meeting.  The 
Board requested staff prepare a protocol for handling this type of information. 
 

Complaint Against Contractor 
 

Mastercraft Roofing 
Jon Davenport 
License 3105D 

Permit OS05-0285 – 771B Columbine Village 
Kathleen Lundman 

 
Mr. Davenport present. Petitioner Ms. Lundman also present. 
 
Chris Brandt clarified for everyone present that this complaint is for work 
performed within the city limits of Woodland Park and as Teller County has an 
Intergovernmental Agreement with the City and as the City has no Board of 
Review the complaint will be heard by Teller County’s Board of Review acting as 
the Woodland Park Board of Review.  It was noted that the complaint will be 
heard under the Building Code the City of Woodland Park has in force not Teller 
County’s Building Code. Any action taken today regarding Mastercraft Roofing’s 
License will only be for within the City limits of Woodland Park and will not affect 
any work contracted for or performed in any other areas of Teller County.  
 
Sonny Strobl stated that the procedure for this hearing would be as follows: 
 
  The Building Official will present the Staff Report 
 
  Ms. Lundman will address the Board 
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  Mr. Davenport will address the Board 
 
  Public comment 
 

Ms. Lundman and Mr. Davenport will each be given time for 
rebuttal. 

  
  Board action. 
 
Allan Chamberlin read the staff report into the record, which indicated that 
Mastercraft Roofing did work for Ms. Lundman at 771B Columbine Village 
without pulling the appropriate permits or requesting inspections of the work 
performed.  Mr. Chamberlin recommended that this hearing be a warning to 
Mastercraft Roofing that if similar type complaints are made, action against the 
License up to and including suspension and/or revocation could happen. 
 
Mr. Chamberlin stated that Mr. Davenport had made special arrangements with 
the building inspectors for inspections and when the inspector arrived the job 
wasn’t even half way completed.  Mr. Chamberlin also stated that it is the 
contractor’s responsibility to check the work of their employees and that if work is 
done on week ends, permits still need to be pulled and the work inspected.  It 
was noted that this is the only documented case of no permit being pulled by 
Mastercraft Roofing.  Mr. Chamberlin made reference to the findings made by 
Mark Landsittel, the inspector who did an inspection on the work done at 771B 
Columbine Village on October 6, 2005.  
 
Ms. Lundman gave an overview of what brought her to file the complaint which 
included the following: 
 

• E-mail from a home inspector hired by Ms. Lundman to 
inspect work performed by Mr. Davenport. 

• Roof Mr. Davenport installed was alright for a few months; 
then a few leaks in the loft area near beam were noticed 

• Scratches on skylights 
• Mr. Davenport did come out and check ridge vent and 

indicated he would contact the manufacturer to see if there 
has been any problems with the materials/product 

• A major issue arose last summer with the heavy rains as 
water came in through the gas vent on the roof and ran 
through the walls down into the crawlspace 

• Mr. Davenport came over to check on the moisture problem 
and found a crack around the collar of the roof vent and re-
caulked the area. Upon further inspection of the crawlspace 
Mr. Davenport indicated that some of the moisture could be 
coming from the water heater that appeared to be rather old 
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and that Ms. Lundman might want to consider having it 
checked by a plumber.   

• Ms. Lundman did replace the water heater and there still 
appeared to be leaks but not as bad. Ms. Lundman stated  
she asked Mr. Davenport to help with the cost of the water 
heater and Mr. Davenport’s response was no. 

•  Mr. Davenport indicated Ms. Lundman should find someone 
else to work with regarding the matter. 

• Ms. Lundman hired Air Pro Services who re-caulked the 
collar of the roof vent. 

• Another roofer, Campbell Clarke was called in for a second  
Opinion.  Ms. Lundman provided the Board with their 
findings and again pointed out the Home Inspector’s 
findings. 

• Ms. Lundman stated that three other neighbors had roof 
work done by Mastercraft Roofing and provided pictures of 
the work done in those three units. 

• Ms. Lundman stated and feels she wasn’t dealt with fairly. 
 
Mr. Davenport who is the owner of Mastercraft Roofing responded with the 
following comments: 
 

• Has been in the roofing business in Teller County for 23 
years and  this is his first complaint 

• Mr. Davenport stated he went out to Ms. Lundman’s property 
   on six different occasions per her request 

• Mr. Davenport stated he did re-caulk the vent, checked 
all the inside water pipes and called a plumber to discuss 
issues of the leaks regarding the roof vent caps and the 
leaking in the crawlspace between the water heater and the 
furnace 

• Mr. Davenport stated that the only thing that could be 
causing the leaks would be the roof jacks or the vent collars. 

• Mr. Davenport presented the Board with a hand out of the  
   Manufacturer specifications of the ridge vent installed 

• Mr. Davenport stated he felt the main factor for the moisture 
in the attic was due to condensation and the exhaust fan in 
the bathroom 

• Mr. Davenport asked some questions for clarification of the 
   pictures of the neighbor’s attics 
 
Mr. Chamberlin referred to the Home Inspector’s findings which indicated that the 
leaks were specifically caused by leaks from the roof and not condensation. 
  
At 3:38 p.m. Bert West declared a five-minute recess.  At 3:44 p.m. the meeting 
reconvened. 
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Further comments from Mr. Davenport included: 
 

• Mr. Davenport does not know the experience or background 
of the Home Inspector who produced the report Ms. 
Lundman presented 

• Mr. Davenport stated he stands on his experience for all 
work he performs. 

• Mr. Davenport brought up that when Ms. Lundman’s home 
was built it was under a different code then today’s current 
code which now specifically states how roof ventilation 
should be installed 

 
Bert West opened this matter up for public comment.  No public comment. Close 
public comment. 
 
Ms. Lundman’s rebuttal included the following comments: 
 

• Reviewed billing she received for flashing from 
Campbell/Clarke 

• Made reference to the video showing water still dripping in 
and out of the vent pipe in the basement after the water 
heater had been replaced 

• Ms. Lundman expressed her concern regarding the moisture 
between her walls due to the leaks and the possibility of 
mold being present.  

• Ms. Lundman clarified again where the leaks were and that 
they have been fixed as of September 2005 by Campbell 
Clarke Roofing 

• Ms. Lundman commented on the fact that the Mastercraft 
Roofing work had not been inspected  

 
Board discussion topics and comments included the following items: 
 

• What is the status of the roof and what inspections have 
   been performed 

• Need to determine what work Mr. Davenport performed and 
what work Campbell/Clarke performed 

• It was determined that no permit was pulled or inspection 
   performed on the repair work Campbell/Clarke performed 

• All factors must be considered in determining the nature 
and cause of the leaks 

• Bert West reviewed the type of ridge vent Campbell/Clarke 
referred to in their report regarding the testing of all vents, 
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flashing used when Ms. Lundman’s unit was built being 
aluminum and today other materials are used, and was the 
flashing taken all the way off and replaced 

• Review of pictures presented showing blackened plywood 
indicates signs of condensation and not a leak 

• There is certainly an issue that no permits were pulled and 
no ice and water shield inspection was done and that there 
is no knowledge of what felt was put down 

• There is a concern that there is no knowledge of what work 
was done by Campbell/Clarke especially regarding 
installation 

• Permits need to be pulled in a timely manner by all 
contractors 

• It is hard to take action on just one incident 
 

Bert West moved to take no action against Mastercraft Roofing License #3105D, 
with Jon Davenport as examinee, however he must consider this as a strong 
reprimand and to encourage all future roof permits be pulled and inspected in a 
timely manner and that the Building Department keep watch on the Licensee for 
several months; and that permit OS05-0265 for 771B Columbine Village get all 
the required inspection done in a timely manner.  Sonny Strobl seconded.  Two 
yes votes and two no votes.   Motion fails. 
 
There was further discussion on issues regarding the warranty of Mastercraft, 
and what work was done by Campbell/Clarke.  Inspections need to be 
performed. The ice and water shield portion was done by Mastercraft and the 
flashing and final was done by Campbell/Clarke.  Campbell/Clarke should pull a 
permit and obtain the proper inspection for the work they performed. 
 
Jim Heenan moved to place Mastercraft Roofing License #3150D, with Jon 
Davenport as examinee on six-month probation and if no other similar complaints 
are received during that time reinstate the License.  Dave Dernbach seconded.  
Three yes votes, one no vote.  Motion carries. 
 
The Building Department will pay close attention to the jobs Mastercraft Roofing 
does during the six-month period. 
 
Mr. Davenport was informed of the Appeals process available to him. 
 
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 4:51 p.m. 
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