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Teller County Board of Review  
February 7, 2007 

Minutes 
 
Vice Chairman Dave Dernbach called the meeting to order at 2:03.  Those answering roll call 
were: 
 
John Collins     Staff:  Chris Brandt 
Bert West      Allan Chamberlin 
Jared Bishoff  Lynda Morgan 
Arthur Weaver      
Dave Dernbach, Vice Chairman 
 
       
Dave Dernbach appointed alternate members John Collins, Jared Bischof and Bert West as 
voting members for today’s meeting. 
 
Dave Dernbach stated that the Board of Review meetings are public and anyone wishing to 
speak must first address the Chairman. 
 

Review and Approve Minutes 
From the January 3, 2007 Meeting 

 
Bert West move to approve the minutes of the January 3, 2007 meeting as presented. John 
Collins seconded.  Arthur Weaver abstained.  Four yes votes.  Motion carries. 
 

Contractor Licenses 
Gerald H. Phipps, Inc. 

Robert B. Bustos 
Reactivation of License 1055 A 

Mr. Bustos present.  Mr. Bustos indicated that Gerald H. Phipps, Inc. has been awarded the 
contract for the remodel of the Courthouse in Cripple Creek and the Building Department of 
Cripple Creek requires that their company hold a current license in Teller County.  Mr. Bustos 
stated that the license with the County lapsed as the company moved and missed the cut off 
for renewal of the license. Chris Brandt indicated that everything was in order with the State. 
Board discussion and review of documents submitted by Gerald H. Phipps, Inc. included the 
following: 
 
Description of Operations on the Insurance Certificate needs to be completed. 
 
Dave Dernbach opened this matter up for public comment.  No public comment.  Close public 
comment. 
 
Arthur Weaver moved to reactive Gerald H. Phipps, Inc.s Class A License #1055A upon 
receipt of an Insurance Certificate with a completed Description of Operations.  Bert West 
seconded.  All yes. 

 
VARIANCES 

Andre Grenier – Permit 06-0496 
Variance request to Headroom on new stairway at 3011 Teller County Road 1 
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Allan Chamberlin presented the staff report including the following: 
   
Home was originally built without interior stairway to the basement 
The new owner has pulled a permit to construct an interior stairway to the basement. 
During an inspection by Teller County Building Department Inspector Mark Landsittel, it was 
discovered that the stairway is lacking 1 ½” in headroom height creating a code violation.  
The inspector measured from the plane of nosing vertically at point ceiling meets stair tread.  
The main issue concerns a main support beam.  
Staff recommendation is to deny the variance due to the potential for serious injury and that 
there are perhaps other options available to become code compliant. 
 
Mr. Grenier and Ray Bernhardt of Hooray! Home Improvement, General Contractor were 
present.  Mr. Bernhardt reviewed photographs provided to the Board for a clear and definitive 
overview of the details pertaining to the situation, which included the following: 
 
 Bottom landing of the stairway was originally a bathroom 
 Several pictures showed the header and the current 2X 6 support to the beam. 
 Landing is 36” X 36”  

Only a 2-foot ceiling area at the bottom landing is in violation resulting from the 
placement of a header 
Mr. Bernhardt stated he designed the layout off of the original building plans 
 

Building Inspector Mark Landsittel arrived to the meeting at 2:32 p.m. 
 
 Options were discussed on raising the ceiling height at the landing area 
 Marriage of both original and new construction components were reviewed 
 
Upon review and discussion the most viable solution in addressing the code violation is to 
reduce the header and T.J.I.’s by a licensed engineer’s design.  Variance should only be 
considered as a last resort. 
 
There is no public present at this time for comment. 
 
Bert West moved to continue this agenda item to the March 7, 2007 meeting to give the 
owner and contractor time to speak with an engineer to further determine options for 
resolving the matter and become code compliant.  John Collins seconded.  All yes. 
  

BOARD DISCUSSION 
 

A. Discussion on Article II, Section 107.b concerning Actions – License 
Revocation, Reduction or Suspension of Contractor Licensing regarding 
penalties and procedures 

 
 
Items discussed regarding this code were as follows: 
 
Protocol and time limits of the actual hearing of the complaint 
Complaints heard before the Board should address Building Code violations as described in 
Section 107.b only. 
The Board cannot take action on civil matters. 
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The Board Chairman has the prerogative to set time limits on presentations 
Chris Brandt noted public statements could be limited but placing time limits on the petitioner 
or contractor presentations causes some concerns. 
During a hearing the Chairman should try to keep all discussions focused on the code issues 
at hand. 
Al Chamberlin suggested other possible actions be added to this section: 
Discussion concerning several different levels of letters or reprimand or sanction from the 
Board, which would be placed in a contractor’s file when a complaint is filed against a 
contractor which does not reach a level supporting suspension or more serious sanctions. 
When a contractor comes before the Board with several suspensions already on file, shall the 
Board be able to impose a sanction against  the license because of several complaints on 
file. 
Be definitive in the terms when requesting a continuance of a hearing (i.e. specific period of 
time or number of projects, etc.) and at that time determine action to be taken if any. 
Chris Brandt commented that whatever action is taken the Board should endeavor to be 
consistent. 
Rewording and intent of item number one of 107.b – Action was discussed. 
 
The Board asked staff to bring forward suggested changes at an upcoming meeting. 
 
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 3:28 p.m. 
 
 
 
  

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 


