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MINUTES

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION MEETING
August 24, 2022
4:00 p.m.

CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS
313 Court Street, The Dalles, Oregon 97058
Via Zoom / Livestream via City Website

PRESIDING: Forust Ercole, Vice Chair

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Bev Eagy, Eric Gleason, J. Scott Stephenson (arrived at
4:46 p.m.)

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT:  Robert McNary

OTHERS PRESENT: Museum Commission Representative Julie Reynolds
OTHERS ABSENT: City Councilor Scott Randall

STAFF PRESENT: Assistant Planner Kaitlyn Cook, Secretary Paula Webb
CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by Vice Chair Ercole at 4:00 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Vice Chair Ercole led the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was moved by Eagy and seconded by Gleason to approve the agenda as presented. The motion
carried 3/0; Eagy, Ercole and Gleason voting in favor, none opposed, McNary and Stephenson
absent.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It was moved by Gleason and seconded by Eagy to approve the minutes of May 25, 2022 as
written. The motion carried 3/0; Eagy, Ercole and Gleason voting in favor, none opposed,
McNary and Stephenson absent.
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PUBLIC COMMENT

None.

PUBLIC HEARING
HLC Application 207-22. Lindsey Giamei, 116 E. Second Street

Request: Approval to replace five original deteriorating windows on rear of building, and
replace deteriorating rear door.

Vice Chair Ercole read the rules of a public hearing. He then asked if any Commissioner had ex
parte contact, conflict of interest or bias, which would prevent an impartial decision. Vice Chair
Ercole stated he was contacted by a neighbor, but would make an impartial decision.
Commissioner Gleason was also contacted by a neighbor, but stated he would make an impartial
decision. Vice Chair Ercole opened the public hearing at 4:06 p.m.

Assistant Planner Cook provided the staff report and presentation, Attachment 1.
Lindsey and Tom Giamei, 1707 Lincoln Way, The Dalles

Mr. Giamei stated the original plan was to encase the windows in wood, but the cost was
$5,000 — $7,000 more for wood windows. Mrs. Giamei said the building was extensively
remodeled in the 1960s; no original features remain on the front fagade. The alley facade is the
only remaining historic feature. She added many vinyl windows are located in the downtown
area. Mrs. Giamei said the back fagade does not provide any value to pedestrians.

Commissioner Gleason asked if the Applicants had a cost estimate for window restoration. Mrs.
Giamei replied their biggest concern was the deterioration of the wood and future functionality
of the windows.

Commissioner Gleason commended the Giamei’s for undertaking this project. He said
oftentimes, the alleys provide the best representation of the buildings prior to remodeling. With
the addition of the mural [in progress on the adjacent structure], what was hidden in the alley
becomes more prominent.

Commissioner Eagy asked if the Applicants had explored additional funding for the project.
Mrs. Giamei replied there may be Urban Renewal funding available.

Commissioner Eagy stated the approval of vinyl windows could set a precedent headed in the
wrong direction for a historic town.

Commissioner Gleason added even with limited skill, the least expensive option is restoration.
Windows are the visual eyes of a building; they are distinctive. Efforts should be made to keep
the original windows. Oftentimes, original windows with old growth wood are the best. With
care, the windows will last another 100 years. Vinyl has a shorter lifespan; new wood windows
would not be the same quality. There are many reasons to encourage retention of original
windows. Recent studies have shown an original wood window, properly weather-stripped and
restored, is nearly as energy efficient as modern options.

Vice Chair Ercole closed public hearing at 4:32 p.m.
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Commission discussion covered the inclusion of new murals in the Walking Tour, and the
preference for wood windows (new or restored) over vinyl windows.

It was moved by Gleason and seconded by Eagy to approve HLC 207-22, with staff’s
recommendation of four conditions of approval. The motion carried 3/0; Eagy, Ercole, and
Gleason, voting in favor, none opposed, McNary and Stephenson absent.

No additional attendees joined the meeting. The rules of a public hearing were not read.
The public hearing opened at 4:37 p.m.

HLC Application 208-22, Kyra Austin, 201 W. Fourth Street
Request: Approval to replace existing windows, replace or repair window trim, and update
exterior stucco.

Assistant Planner Cook provided the staff report and presentation, Attachment 2.
Commissioner Stephenson joined the meeting at 4:46 p.m.

Commissioner Gleason noted the property had casement windows in the front, and asked if they
would be replaced with casement windows. Planner Cook replied they would be replaced with
double-hung windows.

Commissioner Gleason then asked how the Applicant demonstrated deterioration of the
windows. Gleason visited the property and thought other than needing new glazing, putty and
paint, the windows looked good. Planner Cook said deterioration was demonstrated in the
application. Cook suggested the Commission ask the Applicant for further information.

Greg Austin, 201 W. Fourth Street, The Dalles

Mr. Austin said there are 34 windows and four (4) doors in the property, presenting a significant
cost to replace them. Mr. Austin is considering two bathroom windows: one upstairs and one in
the basement. The basement window, four to six inches above grade, accumulates water and
leads to deterioration. The casement windows at the front of the house are behind storm
windows.

Kyra Austin, 201 W. Fourth Street, The Dalles

Ms. Austin said the casement windows would not be replaced at this time, but would eventually
be replaced as casement windows.

Commissioner Eagy asked if the prairie style windows consisted of separate panes of glass.
Ms. Austin replied yes.

Commissioner Gleason noted those are “fantastic” windows in a great house, located in a great
neighborhood. He added the house has irreplaceable character defining features. Replacement
windows would not be of the same quality as the originals.

Ms. Austin said she thought it most cost effective to restore the upper windows, but the basement
windows should be replaced due to deterioration. The basement will be remodeled for living
space with an additional egress window.
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Aubrey Harley, 201 W. Fourth Street, The Dalles

Mr. Harley referred to Commissioner Gleason’s statement that restored windows are energy
efficient. He asked if restoration involved just changing out the glass or repairing the glazing.
Commissioner Gleason replied just repairing the glazing and ensuring a good seal. New
weather-stripping will increase efficiency. Indoor storm windows are also an option.

Commissioner Eagy noted gilded glass is highly prized and expensive to find. Commissioner
Gleason added there are window restoration classes available.

Vice Chair Ercole closed the public hearing at 5:04 p.m.
Commission discussion included additional conditions of approval for the application.

It was moved by Gleason and seconded by Eagy to approve HL.C 208-22, with two additional
conditions of approval: 1) original windows shall be retained and repaired on the first floor; and
2) if basement windows are found too deteriorated for repair, they shall be replaced with wood
windows. The motion carried 4/0; Eagy, Ercole, Gleason and Stephenson voting in favor, none
opposed, McNary absent.

Commission consensus directed staff to determine the amount of deterioration on the basement
windows.

RESOLUTION
HLC Resolution 194-22. Lindsey Giamei, 116 E. Second Street

It was moved by Gleason and seconded by Eagy to approve Resolution HLC 194-22, approving
Application HLC 207-22 with four conditions of approval. The motion carried 4/0; Eagy,
Ercole, and Gleason voting in favor, none opposed, Stephenson abstained, McNary absent.

HLC Resolution 195-22, Kyra Austin, 201 W. Fourth Street

It was moved by Gleason and seconded by Eagy to approve Resolution HLC 195-22, approving
Application HLC 208-22 with four amended conditions of approval. The motion carried 4/0;
Eagy, Ercole, Gleason and Stephenson voting in favor, none opposed, McNary absent.

DISCUSSION ITEM
Vice Chair Ercole thanked staff for including the map of Walldogs murals in downtown.

Museum Representative Reynolds stated Crystal Davis Ross is the new Lead Docent at the Fort
Dalles Museum.

Commissioner Gleason stated that as part of the Walldogs mural event, the Wasco County
Historical Society drafted him to drive his 1918 Stanley steam car. Demonstrations and rides
will be available at the Rorick House on Friday and Saturday.

STAFF COMMENTS
The next Historic Landmarks Commission meeting is scheduled for September 28, 2022.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Vice Chair Ercole thanked the Commission and staff for joining him in his role as Chair.

ADJOURNMENT

Being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:15 p.m.

Meeting conducted in a room in compliance with ADA standards.

Submitted by/
Paula Webb, Secretary
Community Development Department

SIGNED:
Robert McNary, Chair

ATTEST: Danla (bt

Paula Webb, Secretary
Community Development Department

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Public Hearing

%
c2HLC Application #207-22
3 Applicant: Lindsey Giamei
3 Address: 116 E. Second Street
4 Classification: Non Contributing
4 Historic District: Commercial Historic District
Proposal:
The Applicant is requesting approval to replace five
existing windows and door on the rear of the building.
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Vicinity Map
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Existing Conditions

Proposed Windows
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Option A- Wood encased
Windows

2 Wood encased window

o Also known as wood
composite

Option B- Wood Windows

ez Full Wood Window
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Option C- vinyl Window

aa Sliding vinyl window

Option D- Original Window

@ Wood windows
@ Original to the building
i Lead paint
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Attachment 1

Proposed door
3

Rear door would be
black, split door.

Staff Findings

3

A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be
placed in a new use that required minimal change to the
defining characteristic of the building and its site and
environment.

R FINDING A1: The Applicant is not proposing a
Change of Use with this application. There are
no plans for modifications that would alter a
defining characteristic of the building other than
the rear windows. Criterion does not apply.
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Staff Findings

€21

The historic character of o property shall be retained and preserved. The
removal of liistoric materials or alterations of features and spaces that
characterizea property shall be avoided.

i FINDING A2: The Applicantis proposing to replace five
windowson the rear of the building facing the alley. The
Applicant stated replacement of the windows is necessary to
meet egress requirements for this building,. Staff was unable to
confirm egress standards that cannot be met with the existing
wood windows, Wood windows are considered a defining
characteristic of the structure. Installation of vinvl or composite
wood windows, different material than the original wood
windows, would be an alteration inconsistent with the
characterof the building. New or original wood windows
would retain the historic character of :ﬁe property. The
criterion does not apply to the dooras it is not original to the
building. The new or original wood windows meet the
criterion with conditions.

Staff Findings

%

Each property shall be recogurized as a physical record of its tine, place,

and wse. Changes that create a false sense of historical development,

suclhas adding conjectirl featuresor architectural elements from other

buildings, shall not be wndertaken.

a2 FINDING A3: This property is recognized as a physical
record of its time. Window replacements and a new door will
not create a false sense of historical development. Criterion
met.

Most properties change over tinte; those clunges that lave acquired
listoric significance in their own right shall be refainedand preserved.

2 FINDING A4: No such changes are proposed with this
application. Criterion met.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Staff Findings

A

it Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques

or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a property
shall be preserved.

2 FINDING A5: The wood windows would be

cat

it

considered a distinctive feature to the building face.
Replicating or preserving the original wood
windows would meet this standard as it would
preserve a characteristic feature. The proposed vinyl
windows would not comply with this standard as it
would not dispay the same craftsmanship as the
wood windows. Original or new wood windows
meet this criterion.

Staff Findings

(%
Deteriarated listoric features slall be repaived rather than replaced. Where the
severtiy af deteriorafion required replacement of a distinctive femture, the new
feture shall watch the old in design, color, fexture, and other visnal qualities

i, wihere possible, materials. Replocement af missing femtures shall be

substanitiated by docimeritary, pliysical, or pictorial evidenice,

FINDING A6: The applicant is proposing to replace these windows to
meet egress requirernents, Statt has not confirmed egress standards
tor these windows, The applicant has demonstrated that it is possible
to replicate the original wood window material by either reinstalling
the original windows or installing new wood windows. The proposed
wood window would match the original wood windows. The vinyl
windows will not match the original windows as they are made of a
different material, sliding, and have a vertical split rather than a
horizontal split as shown in the original windows. The composite
wood windows will not match the original windows as they are not
considered to be wood windows by SHPO standards. The proposed
composite window is a blend of wood and other materials which
woild not match the original material and texture. New or the
original wood windows meet this criterion.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Staff Findings
3

Chemical or phiysical treatments, such as sandblasting that canse

damage to historic materials shall not be used. The surface

clenning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the

gentlest menns possible.

¢ FINDING A7: The applicant is not proposing any
chemical or physical treatments. An ﬂlrme cleanings
will be required to meet the standards set forth by the
Secretary of Interior. Criterion met with conditions.

Significant archneological resources affected by a project shall be
protected and preserved. If such resonrces mst be disturbed,
witigation mensires shall be nundertaken.

¢ FINDING A8: No excavation or ground disturbance is
indicated in this application. Criterion does not apply.

Staff Findings
4

Newp additions, exlerior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy histeric
materiols fhat claracterize the praperty, The neww work shall be differertinted from #He
ald and shall be conpatible aith Hie massing, size, scale, and arclatectiral fentures fo
protect tie historic integrity of the properby and its environment,
c2 FINDING A%: Exterior alterabons bo the historic struckire will be required
o follow the historic design guidelines tor the Comumercial Historic District.
The proposed windows and door shall be compatible with size and scale.
Vinyl or wood composite windows will remove features that characterize
the building. MNew wood windows, or the original windows, are compatible
with the architectural teatures of the building as they match what was
gresent on the building. The existing door is not original and has no
efining characterietice; a new door will not destroy historic materials or
characteristics. New or original wood windows would meet this criterion
with conditions.
New ndditions and adiecent or relofed new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manreer that, if ressoped i Hie future, e essen r%fhrru and integrity of e histeric
properiy and its enoirerent wonld be unimpaired. )
c2 FINDING A10: The essential form and integrity of the structire will be
protected with the window and door replacement. The modifications are
lanned to be installed to ensure that the essential form and integrity of the
istoric property will be unimpaired. Criterion met,

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Staff Findings

(A
o2 THE DALLES MUNICIPAL CODE - TITLE11.12.095-
HISTORIC RESOURCES - CODE RELATING TO DESIGN
GUIDELINES FOR THE DALLES COMMERCIAL HISTORIC
DISTRICT AND TREVITTS ADDITION.

it Malerials

ca For building renovations, original materials should be restored
wiherever possible.

e’ When materials need fo be ru}uirmﬁ_ for restoration they should be
canpatible in quality, color, texture, finishand dimension fo the
original mnterials (see Subsection D, Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for Relabilitation). '

& New constriction should use materinls compatible with the historic
Ineildingsin r}rmhty, color, texture, finislhand dimension. Predominmt
materials of the contmercial historic district ave:

e’ The use of wood for windowws is recommended,

Staff Findings

(%

¢ FINDING B1: The Applicant is not proposing, renovations
that would alter the existing brick on the subject building.
The Applicant has suggested multiple options for window
replacement. Wood windows are recommended in the
Historic Commercial District. Whenever possible, original
materials should be restored rather than replaced. Of the
options the applicant presented, new wood windows or
reinstalling the original windows would comply with the
standard above, as it maintains the historic character of the
building. While restoring the original wood windows
would be the best option, the Applicant has demonstrated
hazardous material is present, and the windows do not
meet egress standards. As mentioned in Finding A6, vinyl
windows do not mimic the original windows.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Commission Alternatives

3

1. Staff recommendation (Motion): Move to approve
the application HLC #207-22 with the conditions of

approval based on findings of fact detailed in the
staff report.

2. Move to approve application HLC #207-22 with
modified conditions of aptpmval, based on findings
of fact detailed in the staff report.

3. Move to deny application HLC #207-22.

Proposed Conditions of
Approval
-

A
CONCLUSIONS: Given the four options the applicant has offered. new wood windows or

reinstalling the criginal wood windows meets the standards of the Secretary of the Interior and
The Dralles Municipal Cade, Title 11-12 Histone Resources with the fallowing conditions:

FProposed Conditions of Approval:

L. Orginal wimdows must be reinstalled or reploced with wood windows. Work shall be
completed in substantial conformance 10 the proposal as submitted and reviewed.

(W]

Final paint colors on the windows shall be approved by the Historic Landmarks |
Commmpssnen Secrelary,

3. I amy archeclogical resources ar matenials are discoversd during excavanon, the
applicants shall stop excavation and have the site professiopally evaluated prior 1o
contimuing work.

4. Chemical or phiysical ireatments, such as sandblsting that case damage to historic
materials, shall nol be used, The surface cleaning of the strecture, i apprepriate. shall be
undderizken vsing the gentlest menns possible

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION



MINUTES

Historic Landmarks Commission Meeting

August 24, 2022

Page 17 of 26 Attachment 2

Public Hearing

3
HLC Application #208-22
3 Applicant: Kyra Austin
3 Address: 201 West 4™ Street
3 Classification: Secondary Contributing
g Historic District: Trevitt's Addition
Proposal:
The applicant is requesting approval to replace
existing windows, replace or repair window trim,
and repaint exterior stucco.

Vicinity Map
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Existing Conditions
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Existing Conditions
3

Proposed Windows
3

Anderzan Windows & Doors - 400 Sarjes
'! T '!'t-. '!"' L TAr Rig e T

- This type of window would go in the
throughout the basernent. This window
matches the existing prairie grid style that is
throughout the house.

- Rigid winyl =xterior helps protect against water
damags

= Rich natural pine or prefinished White
intariors
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Proposed Windows
3

r = | 1 Andersen 'Windows & Doors - 200 Serles Glding
Windew

- This type of windaw would only go in the

upper floor bathrooms. This window closely
reglicates the existing windows, along with

? existing prairie grid style throughout the house.

- Low-maintenance fibarglazs exterior

- Unfinished pine or prefinished white interior

Proposed Windows
3

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Proposed Windows
3

- This type of window would be an the upper floor
for the majority of all the windows throughout the
house. This window Closely replicates the existing
windows, slong with the existing prairie grid style.

= - = Natural wood sash interiors in pine, maple, oak or
prefinished White, protected by Fibres® composite
exterior

- Hedps replicate the look of traditional architecture

Staff Findings
3

A PI'ﬂf_?EI'[l‘I.r shail be wsed for its lnstoric peorpoese o be placed e new wse thet requived

ronimal clwnge fo e defining cluracteristic of e building and 1ts site and eneironment.

ot FINDING Al: The Applicant is not proposing a Cha:tg; of Use with this
application and the structure shall remaim a duplex. Criterion not applicable,

Thee Iustoric cheracter of o property shall be retomed and preserved. The remowsal of lustoric

maderials or alterations of features and spaces Tt claeeckerize o praperty sinll be avoddid.

it FINDING AZ: The applicant explained replacement is necessary to preserve
the building, increase energy efficiency for residents, and remove lead based
paint. Re}alasz the first floor windows with double hung wood windows will
not alter teatures that characterize the building. The applicant will replicate

Attachment 2

similar features present on the building such as exterior and interior wood trim,

wood pane, and praitie grid window design. The applicant i= proposing the
bazement windoivs be replaced with white viny] windows; two first foor
bathroom windows be white ﬁberglass. The installation of vinyl and fiberglass
would be an alteration to the Exish.nE wood window teatures inconsistent with
the character of the property. Criterion not met.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Staff Findings

A

Encti property shiell be recogiiized s a pliysionl record of its dive, plice, and use, Clirtges
that crente a false sense of lustorion] development, such as eddimg congectral fertieres o
architectiral elements from other bualdmgs, shall not be underfaken.

i FINDING A3: This property is recopnized as a physical record of its Hme,

The applicant has demonstrated they intend to match the original red and
white window trim. They also propose to repaint the building to match the
original white paint on the existing stucco. The window replacements will
not create a false sense of historic development.  Criterion met.

Most properties change over tone those clhanges that furoe acguored fistorte sigmifionmee
ot Haewe o gl stall be retaomed and preseroed.

i FINDING A4 Mo such changes are proposed with this application,

A

A

Criterion met.

Staff Findings

%

Distinctive features, finishes, and construction technigues or exanples
af craftsmanship that clharacterizeq property shall be preserved.
FINDING A5: The windows would be considered a distinctive
feature to the building face. The applicant has demonstrated in
their application they intend to replace the first floor windows
with similar wood windows and matching trim to closely
match the existing windows. As mentioned in Finding A2, the
applicantis requesting the bathroom and basement windows
be replaced with fiberglass and vinyl. Since the windows are
considered a distinctive feature to this historic building and
described in the property’s historic landmark description, this
alteration would not match the craftsmanship present on the
building, Criterionnot met.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Staff Findings
3

e Deterrovmted fstoric fomtres shall be repaired ratler than replaced, Where fhe severibyef
deternormiion requimed replacement of m distichoe fortare, the new feature shill nrafch the old
in design, colo, texture, and ot ziisemlurluth’tius: and, where possible, waterials. ] .
Replacement of nrissmg feafures sholl be substonfrafied Iy documentory, physacel, or packorel

erdierice.
i FINDING Af: Thi= proposal seeks to replace the tirst floor, basement, and bathroom
windows on this duplex, The Applicant explained replacement is ne P o

reserve the building, increase energy efficiency for residents, and remove lead
paint. Al windows will feature red and white trim to match the existing trim.
All proposed windows feahire a distinctive prairie grid style present on the building,
The window trim design shall ensure the window trim replicates the exdsting trim
and is historically appropriate for the landmark.

t  The applicant found double hung wood replacement windows to closely match the
windows present on ﬂlesubjacl‘prrfgﬁrt}'wiﬂl the prairie grid detail and white wood
trim. A= mentioned in previous finadi 1gs, the Applicanti= proposing installation af
vinyl and fiberglass windows, Since the Applicanthas demonstrated the windows
need to be replaced due to deterioration, the replacementwindows shall match the
existing features present on the property. Fiberglass and vinyl window replacements
dutnal'malach the existing matenal of basementand bathroom windows, Criterion
not met.

Staff Findings
3

Chemical or phiysical treatments, suclt as sandblasting that cause

damage to historic materials shall not be used. The surface

cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the

gentlest menns possible.

¢ FINDING A7: The applicant is not proposing any
chemical or physical treatments. An pﬂmne%i cleanings
will be re:qmreér to meet the standards set forth by the
Secretary of Interior. Criterion can be met with
conditions.

Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be

protected and preserved. If such resotirces miust e disturbed,

wmitigation mensires shall be undertaken.

2 FINDING A8: No excavation or ground disturbance is
indicated in this application. Criterion does not apply.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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Staff Findings
3

Newp additions, exlerior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy histeric

materiols that cleracterize the property, The new werk shall be differertinted from Hie

old wred shall be compabible woith Hie massing, size, scale, and arclhutectural fentures fo

protect Hie historic integrity of the property and its environment,

ez FINDING A9: Exterior alteratons to the historic structure will be required
o fallosw the historic design puidelines for the Trevitt's AddiHon Natonal
Historic District, The proposed windows shall be compatible with size and
scale. Wood windows are compatible with the architectural features of the
building. However, replacing the existing wood windows with vinyl or
tiberglass will remove teatures that characterize the building, Criterion not
met,

Wew additions and adiacent or related new constriction shall be wnderfoken in such a
manneer that, if resvoved in Hie future, the essential form and indegrity of He historic
properiy and its enoiromient would be i paired.

o4 FINDING Al(: The essential form and integrity of the structure will be
protected with the window and door replacement. The moditications are
Ejlarmed tor installation toensure the essential form and integrity of the

istoric property will be unimpaired. Criterion met,

Staff Findings

(4
WINDOWS AND DOORS

Windoies and doors serve in giving character to the American
house. They provide proportion and scale to the elevation. In
Trevitt's Addition windows are predominantly double-linng sash.
Gidelines.

e When dealing with historic windows and doors it is best to
repair before repfac{n%’:w Subsection 1D, Secretary of the
Interior's Standards for Relabilitation).,

e’ Replacement of the original windows and doors is not
recommended. However, when replacement is necessary the
material, size, proportion, scale, and detail of the original shonld
be mnkched in order to preserve the listoric indegrity.

¢ New construction should wse double-lting, one over one, or two
over two windows with simple fat trim.

e The use of vinyl windows is not recommended.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION
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FINDING B-1: The wood window replacements, designed with similar material, will
be fl:amhmrable in size, pt:%mrliom and scale as the eriginal. Wood window trim shall
match the existing red and white trim shown on the building,

The proposed first floor windows, excluding the bathroom windows,
are double hung wood windows with a simple flat trim. The wood
windows shall match the existing windows and preserve the character
of the building. The Applicant stated in their application window
replacement is necessary to prevent further degradation as described in
Finding A2. The wood window replacements will preserve the
character of this duplex. The two proposed fiberglass windows in the
bathroom do not match the material of the existing windows.

The Applicant is proposing that vinyl windows be utilized in the
basement. This material is not recommended, therefore, installation of
vinyl windows would not be considered to preserve the character of this
duplex, Criterion not met.

Staff Findings

(A
LOCOLOR

. Trevift's Addition las a varied range of building colors which contributes to
the liveliness of the nerghborhood. New paint should maintain an overall image
of variety, without providing a strict palette, allowing for fexibility and

freedom, which created the current appenrance of the sieighborliood.

b Guidelines,

ea Research and replication of original paint colors is reconineitded.
i Asa rule it is recovmended that Hhiree colors be used:

i darkest=-teindow sash

ca wediun-building

e lightest-trim, detnil

e In choosing a colov schene for a Tovse, consult He local Tardioare stores
wlrich furwe Iisforic paind palettes for suggesied styles.

e I genteral earth tones are reconnmeirded.
ca Lighter colars used for sialler Tiomes Trelp fo give thent niore preseice.

e Honses should use varying color paletfes in an effort fo retain the sense of
variety in the neighborhood,
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n.T."ct'iJ_i ‘s Addidton ?.?1_1 ﬂ_un.'imflru r_ni"hu."ﬁ'l'in_g codovs wikich rm!rilnrl‘cﬂn .'i'ac' hpeliness |:|r'rJ|_|:' nfig]l[lnr]lqu_nf.

Newwr gariead shi bl rioeivebaitt an overall Riage of ol Tty s B e pronidiig a sFric galette, allmoig fe fexibiling

e freedom, witich creted e anrect cppenrance of the neighborhood.

Ir.Greidelmes.

ot Resemrchand replicndion of origingl paimd colos s revomimetidid,

ot Asa el if is recommmorded Harf feree colors be used:

o parkest-wmiion st

ot medinmn-Iildmg

ot lightesi-brie, dednil

ot I choosing ¢ omlorschesme fa fesiss, consulf Hae foval ferdsiare shores wliiol it i sforme pom b paletes i
sugaested shyles.

o In gerigralairEh fovies are eomimided,

o Lighderardens wsed S sandler hovwes Tl b gfe Haet moss presece

ot Houses stoudd wse marymg colpr palettes qﬁhl! fo refein Hee sense r.li"?.lnrifljlr e the ur.‘ig]l[mrllwri.

FINDING B-2: The_t:u:pﬂsed aint palette for the new windows will match the

existing red and white color scheme on the house, The applicant is prﬁwm to

repaint the duplex white, matching the existing color of the I:luj.l-r“I!inE.C e palette will

be required to meet the design guidelines det above. The Applicant is required

to notify the Landmarks Secretary of the final color chedee if it is different from the

existing window colors for the historic home, Criterion can be met with conditions,

Commission Alternatives
(A

1. Staff recommendation (Motion): Move to deny

application HLC #208-22 based on findings of fact
detailed in the staff report

2. Move to approve application HLC #208-22 with
modified conditions of approval, based on findings
of fact detailed in the staff report
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