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KALAMAZOO HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION 

AGENDA – March 14, 2009 
5:00pm 

 Kalamazoo City Hall – City Commission Chambers – 2nd floor 
241 W. South St.  Kalamazoo, MI  49007 

 
I.  Call to Order: 
 

II.  Approval of Absences:   
 

III.  Approval of Agenda: 
 

IV.   Public Comment on non-agenda items 
 

V.  Disclaimer 
Chapter 16, Section 22 of the City of Kalamazoo Code of Ordinance states: 
Historical preservation is a public purpose. To serve that purpose, the Historic District Commission is hereby charged with 
the following responsibilities:  
(1) The Kalamazoo Historic District Commission is empowered to regulate Work on the exterior of historic resources and 
non-historic resources in historic districts in the City of Kalamazoo and shall otherwise have all powers invested in Historic 
District Commissions pursuant to the Local Historic Districts Act, MCLA § 399.201 et seq. 1970 PA 169, as amended.  
(2) To regulate Work on resources which, by City ordinance, are historic or non-historic resources located within local 
historic districts, including but not limited to the moving of any structure into or out of, or the building of any structure in, an 
historic district.  

 
The following documents are available in the Community Development Department located at 445 West Michigan in the 
Development Center. These documents will help assist property owners in understanding the responsibilities of owning 
property in a local historic district, MCLA § 399.201 et seq. 1970 PA 169 as Amended 1992 (Michigan Local Historic District 
Act); Code of Ordinances City of Kalamazoo, Michigan (Chapter 16 - Historic District); Secretary of the Interiors Standards 
for Rehabilitation & Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings, 1990; Standards and Guidelines for Kalamazoo Historic 
Districts, and maps of Kalamazoo Local Historic Districts. These documents and maps are also available on the city of 
Kalamazoo website a www.kalamazoocity.org/localhistoricdistricts .  

 
5:05 pm 

A. 133 Prairie     Alison Geist & Gary Gregg 
  Style: Craftsman   Year Built: ca 1915   
  Replace jalousie windows on sun porch with wooden double hung and fixed. 
  (IHV 08-0017    Old Application – Jan. 2008) 
 
NEW  BUSINESS 
5:05 pm   

B. 745 McCourtie    Janie Albright 
  Style: Vernacular Queen Anne Built: ca 1895 
  Attached garage and second floor 
  (IHA 09-0078    New Application) 
 

C. 725 West Vine    Janie Albright 
  Style: Vernacular Queen Anne Built: ca 1885 
  Remove finished non-historic garage at rear. Install two windows on first floor to match 
  second floor rear windows, repair and reside front of house. 
  (IHA 09-0078    New Application) 
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D. 734 Village     Barbara Wilson 
  Style: Vernacular Queen Anne Year Built:  House 1895; Garage 1932 
  Demolish garage.   
  (IHA 09-0101    New Application) 
  

E. 763-773 W. Michigan    Owner: Heinz Scheoeder, Applicant: Darren Bain 
  Style: Tudor Revival   Year Built:  1926 
  Sidewalk café enclosure/fence on Academy Street side.   
  (IHA 09-0113     New Application) 
 

F. 608 Minor Avenue   Owner: Ted Schnelker 
  Style: Vernacular Queen Anne Year Built: House – 1900  
  Garage: original 1 car ca 1925, expanded to two cars – ca 1960 
  Demolish deteriorated garage – note missing framing in interior northwest corner. 
  (IHA 09-0116     New Application) 
 

G. 706 W. Willard    David Hyde 
  Style: Vernacular Queen Anne Built: ca 1890 
  Addition at rear 
  (IHA 09-0124    New Application) 
 

H. 609 Elm     Jean Baraka-Love & Paul Love 
  Style: Craftsman   Built: ca 1926 
  Replace five windows in the southwest second floor (master bedroom) 
  (IHA 09-0127    New Application) 
 

I. 228 W. Vine (224)    Derick Thomas 
  Style: Colonial Revival   Built: ca 1907 
  Remove upper porch, rebuild deteriorated porch 
  (IHA 09-0128    New Application) 
 

J. 151 Prospect    Jeff & Kari Panse 
  Style: Craftsman   Built: ca 1911 
  Repairs to front porch, possibly change handrails, add rail around deck above south sun 
  porch. 
  (IHA 09-0129    New Application) 
 

K. 1408 W. Michigan    LATS/Martis Pone 
  Style: NON-HISTORIC  Built: ca 1940 – NON-HISTORIC 
  Reconfigure front or building to allow a gabled roof. 
  (IHA 09-0134    New Application) 
 

L. 1408 W. Michigan    LATS/Martis Pone 
  Style: NON-HISTORIC  Built: ca 1940 – NON-HISTORIC 
  Sign on east face of non-historic building 
  (IHA 09-0135    New Application) 
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M. 608 West Kalamazoo   Jeff Bertolissi 
  Style: Queen Anne   Built: ca 1895 

a. Rear porch guardrails on NON-HISTORIC porch 
b. Front porch handrails on NON-HISTORIC steps 

  (IHA 09-0137    New Application) 
 

N. 828 West South    Jeff Bertolissi 
  Style: Queen Anne   Built: ca 1875 

 Front porch handrails – leave as currently installed 
  (IHA 09-0138    New Application) 
 

O. 250 East Michigan (Green Top)  Nelson Nave 
  Style: Commercial   Built: ca 1895 

 Restore store front 
  (IHA 09-0139    New Application) 
 

P. 810 Grant     Owner: Joel Rakowski 
     Applicant Scott Higdon, Professional Building & Environmental 
  Style: Vernacular   Built: ca 1875 

 Five new windows 
  (IHA 09-0140    New Application) 
 
 

VI.  Approval of Minutes: March 17, 2009 Item Q  
 

VII.  Administrative Approvals (All work to Standards)  
1. 735 Academy – deck & BF ramp rear (098) 
2. 735 Academy – BF ramp & steps/front (115) 
3. 1324 Academy – repair garage  
4. 530 W. Cedar – rail – fr porch (083) 
5. 710 W. Cedar – light (082) 
6. 415 Davis – handrails (093) 
7. 431 Douglas – rail waiver denied (132) 
8. 528 W. Dutton – porch repairs (131) 
9. 406 Eldred – handrails (094) 
10. 807 Ferris Ct – rail waiver (112) 
11. 518-20 Forest – handrail (089) 
12. 733 Forest – fence (085) 
13. 608 W. Kalamazoo – fire damaged windows 

– 3rd floor (103) 
14. 916 W. Kalamazoo – fence (102) 
15. 706 Locust – rail waiver (079) 
16. 706 Locust – rails (097) 
17. 820 W. Lovell – rails (117) 
18. 837 W. Lovell – rails (120 
19. 931 W. Lovell – rail waiver (091) 
20. 1502 W. Michigan – repair siding (133) 

21. 716 Minor – storm door (122) 
22. 827 W. North – porch repairs (088) 
23. 509 Oak – rail waiver (110) 
24. 718 S. Park – rail waiver (092) 
25. 726 S. Rose – rail waivers (104) 
26. 726 S. Rose – griprails (105) 
27. 724 W. South – garage roof (087) 
28. 828 W. South – rail waiver (099) 
29. 446 Stanwood – rails (090) 
30. 240 Stuart – roof (096) 
31. 428 Stuart – roof (081) 
32. 436 Stuart – bulkhead door (114) 
33. 519 Village – storms (121) 
34. 223 W. Vine – porch & stucco (123) 
35. 430 W. Vine – fence (125) 
36. 430 W. Vine – remove siding (126) 
37. 701 W. Vine – roof (080) 
38. 722 W. Vine – handrails (107) 
39. 722 W. Vine – rail waivers (108) 
40. 821 W. Vine – fence (106) 
41. 709 W. Walnut – rails – rear porch (095) 
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42. 722 S. Westnedge – rail waiver (109) 
43. 914 S. Westnedge – sign & N porch (111) 
44. 114 Wilrad – light (086) 

45. 303 Woodward – roof (118) 
46. 616 Woodward – porch (84)

 

VIII. RENEWALS – ### xxxxxx – work – case # - date of original COA 
 800 W. South – repairs to five bay garage 
  

IX. VIOLATIONS:  See attached violation report Item R  
 
X. DISCUSSION:  
Item S - Rail configuration of 411 Douglas – cited by housing inspector – needs rail around entire 
NON-HISTORIC porch – might a metal rail be acceptable. Conditional – to be removed when 
porch is restored. 
 
XI. Other Business: 

A. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 
B. FYI report Item T 

 

IX. Adjournment 
Question and comments regarding this agenda or the Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 
should be directed to the Historic Preservation Coordinator at 337-8804. 
 

* RETROACTIVE REVIEWS  
In fairness to other applicants who have submitted their projects for review before undertaking work as required by 
Chapter 16 of the city of Kalamazoo Code of Ordinance, and to preserve the integrity of the historic district standards 
for decision-making, the case will be heard as if it had not been constructed, and the review will be based upon the 
project’s merits in relationship to Historic District Standards and Guidelines. Hardship of the applicant's own making 
by proceeding without the necessary approvals will not be a factor in the review and decision.  



APPLICATION for CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS - GENERAL 
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Community Planning & Development Department 
445 W. Michigan Avenue, Suite 101 

Kalamazoo, MI49007 
Phone (269) 337-8804 

Fax (269) 337-8513 
cpd@kalamazoocity.org 

Se instructions on second page. Always apply for and obtain your Certificate of Appropriateness BEFORE purchasing materials 
for ~ ur project. 

- erty Address (33 S'. ~E. - W M ltl LL 
'----= 

APPLICANT: Name -=--_~ 

OWNER: 

_ 

Address _ 

City, State, Zip _ 

Phone Cell _ 

Fax Email _ 

PROPOSED WORK: (Please be as specific as possible including a complete description of the part of the structure 
where work will be S,ione, See examples o~ next age. Use additional sheets to scribe work if neceisary.) 

aW~~~~'k~.Jl~~~~!,~
 
CHECKLIST: ~ JI\AII.I..I.... r4-11.PV1 ~~ ~ J 

. ""{...'t Vl ......-' ~. JMi:lferials list • 
[ ] Drawings 11 x 17 or smaller ( 1 Site with north arrow
 
[ ] Existing building mea~~rements [ ] 0 er ADCL ...... ~
 
[ ] Measurements of addition/change t"c;:JC: 0\ ~ ~ I 

1I.J.p,,/l.fZr
 
~] Please initial to verify at least one working smoke detector in eac s 
item must be initialed for the application to be considered complete. 

IMPORTANT: 

A project is not ready for review by the HOC until the Checklist is complete. Submissions received by the Community 
Planning & Development Department by 5:00pm on the second Tuesday of the month will be considered the following 
Tuesday at the HOC's monthly meeting. Electronic submissions are preferred; hard copy submissions are acceptable. 

Appflcant's Signatu~~ Date, I 'g I oq
Owner's Signature' Date I t I 

Staff use only: Case number ~(~PPlicatiOn comPlete~ 
Administrative Staff review date I I COA issued I I 

HOC Meeting Date l.-{ I h ( I Q CL Approval in Concept I I 
Letter mailed I I 

Final HOG Action Action date I I 

[ 1Approve [ 1Site Visit [ 1Approve with conditions [ 1Denial [ 1Postpone [ JWithdrawn [ 1Notice to proceed 

ITEM A
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MENARDS QUOTE DATE: 03/26/2009 

6800 WEST MAIN STREET 

KALAMAZOO, MI 49009 J~1~~~~ 
Phone: (269) 544-1461
 

Fax: (269) 544-1470
 

Store Number: 3150
 
Store Code: KALA
 

GUEST: TEAM MEMBER: lacey 

ITEMS & SIZES LOCATIONITAG 

Product Dimensions:
 
Rough Opening: S' 4 3/8" x 4' 11 1/2"
 
Frame: S' 3 S/8" x 4' 103/4"
 
Exterior Trim: S' 61/4" x S' 07/16"
 
Sash Opening: 2' 6 7/16" x 4' 8 1/4"
 
Flanker Frame: 2'713/16"x4' 103/4"
 

[[D'[JI]aBltm 
HBiltm 

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE QTY 

JELD·WEN Wood Windows & Patio Doors 1 

Book Code: TWD-Custom Size 
Exterior Finish: Wood Exterior with AuraLast Wood 
Product: Double Hung Windows (Compression Jambliners No Tilt 

Latches) 
Product Line: Tradition Plus - Premium Series 
Product Type: Double Hung Windows 
Sash Type: Standard 
Product Configuration: Twin Unit 
Exterior Color: Natural 
Exterior Trim: WM180 Brickmold 
Interior Finish: Natural 
Jambliner Color: White Jambliners 
Jamb Depth: 49/16" 
Special Feature: Flex Hinge Jambliner,Easy Tilt-No latches 
Grille: Colonial 
Grille Pattern: 3W2H 
Grille Type: 5/8" Flat Grilles Between Glass (GBG) 
Grille Color: Brilliant White 
Glass Type: Low-E 366 with Argon 

High Altitude Glass: None 
Preserve - Protective Film Reduces Clean-up Glass
 

Screen Type: BetterVue Mesh Screen(s)
 
Screen Frame Color: Brilliant White
 
Hardware Type: Cam Lock(s)
 
Hardware Color: Chestnut Bronze
 
Finger Plow: With Finger Plow(s)
 

Base Price: TWD3360-2 $ 
Custom Frame Width $ 
Custom Frame Height $ 
Natural Exterior Finish $ 

(2) Special Size: Colonial Brilliant White 5/8" Flat Grilles $ 
Between Glass (GBG) [3 x 2 / 3 x 2] 

(2) Special Size: Low-E 366 Glass $ 
(2) Special Size: Custom Size Screen(s) $ 

518.61 
144.76 
144.76 

57.36 
6269 

21.79 

24.12 

$ 974.09 $ 

001529 Page Of 2 03126/2009 

974.09 

ITEM A

3 of 8



0002 1 

ITEMS & SIZES LOCATIONlTAG PRODUCT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE QTY TOTAL PRICE 

JELD-WEN Wood Windows & Patio Doors 
,-----------------------, 

Product Dimensions: 
Rough Opening: 8' 5 1/2" x 4' 11 1/2" 
Frame: 8' 4 3/4" x 4' 10 3/4" Book Code: TWD-Custom Size 
Exterior Trim: 8' 7 3/8" x 5' 0 7/16" 

Exterior Finish: Wood Exterior with AuraLast Wood Flanker Frame: 2' 1 3/8" x 4' 10 3/4" 
Product: Double Hung Windows (Compression Jambliners No Tilt Center Frame: 4' 2" x 4' 10 3/4" 
atches) 
Product Line: Tradition Plus - Premium Series 
Product Type: Double Hung Picture with Flankers 
Sash Type: Standard 
Product Configuration: Picture Unit with 25" Flankers 
Exterior Color: Natural 
Exterior Trim: WM180 Brickmold 
Interior Finish: Natural 
Jambliner Color: White Jambliners 
Jamb Depth: 49/16" 
Special Feature: Flex Hinge Jambliner,Easy Tilt-No latches 
Grille: Colonial 
Grille Pattern: 2W2H 
Grille Type: 5/8" Flat Grilles Between Glass (GBG) 
Grille Color: Brilliant White 
Glass Type: Low-E 366 with Argon 

High Altitude Glass: None 
Preserve - Protective Film Reduces Clean-up Glass 

Screen Type: BetterVue Mesh Screen(s) 
Screen Frame Color: Brilliant White 
Hardware Type: Cam Lock(s) 
Hardware Color: Chestnut Bronze 
Finger Plow: With Finger Plow(s) 

Base Price: TWD5364-25 $ 921.65 

Custom Frame Width $ 72.38 

Custom Frame Height $ 217.14 

Natural Exterior Finish $ 74.74 

(1) Special Size: Colonial Brilliant White 5/8" Flat Grilles $ 41.80 

Between Glass (GBG) [4 x 4] 

(1) Special Size: Low-E 366 Glass $ 15.85 

(2) Special Size: Colonial Brilliant White 5/8" Flat Grilles $ 4180 

Between Glass (GBG) [2 x 2 / 2 x 2] 

(2) Special Size: Low-E 366 Glass $ 16.09 

(2) Special Size: Custom Size Screen(s) $ 24.12 

$ 1425.57 $ 1425.57 

TOTAL $ 2399.66 

001529 Page 2 Of 2 03/26/2009 

ITEM A

4 of 8



0001 

MENARDS QUOTE DATE: 03/26/2009 

6800 WEST MAIN STREET 

KAlAMAZOO, MI 49009 J~1!nY~})T~ 
Phone: (269) 544-1461
 

Fax: (269) 544-1470
 

Store Number: 3150
 

Store Code: KAlA
 

GUEST: TEAM MEMBER: lacey 

ITEMS & SIZES LOCATIONITAG 

Product Dimensions:
 
Rough Opening: 5' 4 3/8" x 4' 11 1/2"
 
Frame: 5' 3 5/8" x 4' 10 3/4"
 
Exterior Trim: 5' 61/4" x 5' 0 7/16"
 
Sash Opening: 2' 6 7/16" x 4' 8 1/4"
 
Flanker Frame: 2' 7 13/16" x 4'.10 314"
 

II! 

1i
"·1DID0110 

O-mrO--­
"I:... III~ _ 

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE QlY 
JELD-WEN Wood Windows & Patio Doors 1 

Book Code: TWO-Custom Size 
Exterior Finish: Wood Exterior with AuraLast Wood 
Product: Double Hung Windows (Compression Jambliners No Tilt 
atches) 
Product Line: Tradition Plus - Premium Series 
Product Type: Double Hung Windows 
Sash Type: Standard 
Product Configuration: Twin Unit 
Exterior Color: Natural 
Exterior Trim: WM180 Brickmold 
Interior Finish: Natural 
Jambliner Color: Tan Jambliners 
Jamb Depth: 49/16" 
Special Feature: Flex Hinge Jambliner,Easy Tilt-No latches 
Glass Type: Low-E 366 with Argon 

High Altitude Glass: None 
Preserve - Protective Film Reduces Clean-up Glass 

Screen Type: BetterVue Mesh Screen(s) 
Screen Frame Color: French Vanilla 
Hardware Type: Cam Lock(s) 
Hardware Color: Chestnut Bronze 
Finger Plow: With Finger Plow(s) 

Base Price: TWD3360-2 $ 518.61 

Custom Frame Width $ 144.76 

Custom Frame Height $ 14476 

Natural Exterior Finish $ 57.36 

(2) Special Size: Low-E 366 Glass $ 21.79 

(2) Special Size: Custom Size Screen(s) $ 24.12 

(2) Special Size: Tan Jambliners $ 8.04 

$ 919.44 

TOTAL PRICE . 
--------' 

$ 919.44 

001529 Page Of 2 03/26/2009 
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I ITEMS & SIZES LOCATIONITAG PRODUCT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE QTY TOTAL PRICE 

JELD-WEN Wood Windows & Patio Doors0002 

Product Dimensions:
 
Rough Opening: 8' 5 1/2" x 4' 11 1/2"
 
Frame: 8' 4 3/4" x 4' 10 3/4"
 Book Code: TWO-Custom Size 
EX1erior Trim: 8' 7 3/8" x 5' 0 7/16" Exterior Finish: Wood Exterior with AuraLast Wood 
Flanker Frame: 2' 1 3/8" x 4' 103/4" Product: Double Hung Windows (Compression Jambliners No Tilt 
Center Frame: 4' 2" x 4' 10 3/4" atches) 

Product Line: Tradition Plus - Premium Series 
Product Type: Double Hung Picture with Flankers 
Sash Type: Standard 
Product Configuration: Picture Unit with 25" Flankers 
Exterior Color: Natural 
Exterior Trim: WM180 Brickmold 
Interior Finish: Natural 
Jambliner Color: Tan Jambliners 
Jamb Depth: 49/16" 
Special Feature: Flex Hinge Jambliner,Easy Tilt-No latches 
Glass Type: Low-E 366 with Argon 

0D0 
D n 

1'--

High Altitude Glass: None 
Preserve - Protective Film Reduces Clean-up Glass 

Screen Type: BetterVue Mesh Screen(s) 
Screen Frame Color: French Vanilla 
Hardware Type: Cam Lock(s) 
Hardware Color: Chestnut Bronze 
Finger Plow: With Finger Plow(s) 

$ 921.65 

Custom Frame Width $ 7238 

Custom Frame Height $ 217.14 

Natural Exterior Finish $ 74.74 

Base Price: TWD5364-25 

(1) Special Size: Low-E 366 Glass $ 15.85 

(2) Special Size: Low-E 366 Glass $ 16.09 

(2) Special Size: Custom Size Screen(s) $ 24.12 

(2) Special Size: Tan Jambliners $ 8.04 

$ 1350.01 $ 1350.01 

TOTAL $ 2269.45 

001529 Page 2 Of 2 03126/2009 
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1. 133 Prairie – Jan 16. 2008 ^^^ SE corner 
2. West side of house – sun porch upper left  3. Rear of house – sun porch upper left 

4. West wall of rear and south side– sun porch upper left 

 

ITEM A

7 of 8



ITEM A

8 of 8



Department of Planning and Community Development 

Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 
Development Center - 445 West Michigan 

Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 
Telephone (269) 337-8804 

FAX (269) 337-8513 
ferraros@kalamazoocity.org 

APPliCATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW 
.. (See instructions on reverse side) 

Property Address: 7j5 f1 (to.; . --' Historic District: ~ rye
 
Applicant: _~ :\.- "A'/~~)\~ --'\ Owner: --=-----,-__
 

Mailing Add. \C<()\ G- .,\-.y!Br) (\Or I ~ Mailing add _
 
City State & Zip: i(&klA-M.&Td p 1"V1:).. (-rCfOt City, State Zip ~~__
 
Phone::.2\i) (1, - "2) <5 ~- '-'1 Ci "'S Phone: --:- ~ _
 
F~ F~ 

~-'----------------'---
Email Email'----------------- ­
Proposed Work: iJ: {;...J e.r \ 
Use additional l.­

sheets to describeworl< --------'-----~,J...,."..---~----'---------­
if necessary 

Applicant'~ Signature:-----=::?J/':Y~ Date: -..:)-c-,(y... -L Cj 
Owner's Signature: L~ . Date: _ 
(if different) / 
=======================================~-==================================================:==================== 

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only-

Case Number: =,lJ It oq·- a 10d Date Received: ~3 ~- I:3 -- q _ 
REFERRED TO:
 
COMMISSION r"/1 ADMINISTHATIVE
 
Meeting Date:~ - '1..( - v:-=\ Staff Review Date: --'- _
 
Comments: _ COMMENTS._~ ~ _
 

Suggested Action: [ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit COA issued __~ _ 
[ ] Approve w/Conditions [ ] Deny 

FINAL ACTION 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions ACTION DATE. _ 
[ 1Deny [] Postpone [ ] Withdrawn 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued 
~----~~---~ Notice of Denial with appeals information ~_ 

Notice to Proceed ~ _ 

Histone Preservation Coordinator Date 

IHA 09 0078 HDC 04/21/09 Item B
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DESIGN: OWNER OCCUPIED 

~~IAL: WOOD :/~f.4INGNORTH ELEVATrON PRECISION: 0'-1· 
DEPARTf.4ENT: N/AI------------------------------I REVISION: Rl 

KALAMALOO. MI 49008 

Jsr.AlF'· .1/'6"=I'IOATF', 2/77/09 IDRAWN: SSG 
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I WEST ELEVATION :~~GR~~L:o'::~~DO~~~i~~ 745 MCCOURTIEUNITS: N A KALAMAZOO, MI 49008
 
PRECISION: 0' - I" " .
DEPARTMENT: N/A SCALE: 3/16 =1 IDATE: 6/28/D8 IDRAWN: SSG 

\...·1\.1,\ 1\1.\ 'J"" "II REVISION: R1 I DWG. NO.: 2009-02 IPROJECT: 1116-18
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I SOUTH ELEVATION I :;:'~(::.. ~:::"o;:,:::,::UNITS: N/A 1l 745 MCCQURTI[KALAMAZOO, MI 49008 
PRECISION: 0' I" " ,I.
DEPARTMENIT: N/A SCALE: 3/16 ~1 IDATE: 2/27/09 IDRAWN: SSG 

J..:.), 1 .\ "I \ ']()() '" I REVISION: Rl I DWG. NO.: 2009-03 1PROJECT: 1116-18 
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DESIGN: OWNER OCCUPIED 

MATERIAL: WOOD FRAt.eING

PROPOSED WEST ~~~;~'ON: O'~;~ALBRIGHT RENTALS DEPARTt.eENT: N/A 
~.~L ..\~I;\ZOO, ~IJ I I------------------------------" REVISION: Rl 

KALAMALUU MI 49UU~ 
SCALE: .1116"-"lnATF: 2/;7/09 I DRAWN: 8SG 
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., . Department of 'Planning and Community Development 
:~ }f::r .. ·;~::~:\i:·)~·H)j·;~rY:::: .. . Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Development Center - 445 West Michigan 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 

Telephone (269) 337-8804 
FAX (269) 337-8513 

ferrClros@ka'lamazoocityoorg 

APPUCATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW 
(See instructions on reverse side) 

Property Address: l ~5 l,J \ '1r0­ Historic District: V.::..--':V-lV----"'----­
Owner: ~ ~--~Applicant: \ Cv'\' ----V-\t\Q'iL.Lt T 

Mailing Add. \20\ G\iJU 0(1) ~~Ol. \ Mailing add ~__:::---__::;~-----­

City State & Zip: \(t+ ~-v'J'-G\ -c:-U0 /1,.-\.=1 L.f4~ity, State Zip_~__':c==:;;,."....~..2-'-v_'v_~_r_~~ _..==_

Phone: ----,--__~ _Phone: c2\1{,-:)'6 -'-'\O,30 
Fax: ).,'ylj - .j ~ ,:) - '13 'J ~ Fax: ---'------------------

Email 
----~-------------

Email -,­

Proposed Work: 
Use additional _\:.l..:-l''"-'f.....,/0'''-~__l.,.I('t=f.~--R....I.-.....b?-l::.-~t(,~~>O<'-~~~~~.!--~~~~'-ol-L~~--=:I.>L:--=--4=±=~...:.;....:~~>-I..l­
sheets to describe work -:!:[~-0,LJ~~,\u\H::L-.:---'~~-l--'-~~'=__,~~~:L-.....L.::~~~--,...JlA;?~-:..JJ::.~'--~-2...lL~~­
if necessary ~rL""~:-'---"'-'-'--'-~L>...l::.~===--...,.__I_~!..!::::!.~~.....L\~~~..:.::::.:~---'-..w...><....:.:..l~-~~~4----.l..J~~~ 

~,~~~\l-'L,-~0""\ uO\u r , 

Applicant's Signature: ac~rL~," 2 Date: Cj -I cr-O~ 
Owner's Signature: , Date: _ 
(if different) 
======================;:===============~-================================================================~===== 

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only-

Date Received: Lf- (Li --0 9-----'.......;..1.-"--'-...L.....-=.---l_...:>c.-....L-~~
 

REFERRED TO: 
COMMISSION ADMINISTRATIVE 
Meeting Date: '-\-2.(- d C1 Staff Review Date: ---'­
Comments: COMMENTS _ 

-----------~ 

Case Number: 

Suggested Action: []Approve [ ]Site Visit COA jlssued 
---~-~----­

[ ] Approve w/Conditions [ JDeny 

FINAL ACTION 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions ACTION DATE --' 
[ ] Deny [] Postpone [ 1Withdrawn 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued ~­

Notice of Denial with appeals information ~~__~__~ _ 
Notice to Proceed 

------------'--~--:---­

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date 

IHA 09-0136 HDC 04/21/09 ITEM C
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1. 725 W. Vine (photos 08/08) ^^^ Front/north façade 
2. South side – garage at left  3. West side towards rear – garage to be removed at right 

4. Southwest – side/rear porch 
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. Additional Pages I !1il!n > ~ > property and Land search 

Page 1 of2 

Home I Ch8nge Unit I +Cre8te 8n Account Add to Favorites I Login 

> ~ > ~ > Image/Sketch 

General/S8les 

BUildings 

Im8ges/Sketches 

Back to Main 

'it. CDllapse the menu 

Oick this button to 
rollapse the above menu 
to the top of the screen. 

Image/Sketch for Parcel: 06-21-280-006 r 
Printer friendly version 

captlon: ROOI 

16.0' 

20.5' 

1. ' 

2 sl fr + I;l 

22.0' 

V
 
N
 

1 st + sl 

1 st + b b 

1 st +cr 

20.0' 

2 sl fr +b 

https:/fts.bsasoftware.com/bsa.is/AssessingServices/ServiceAssessingAttachmentDetail.as... 4/16/2009 
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Community Planning and Development 
Historic District Commission 

Development Center, 445 West Michigan 
Kalamazoo, MI 49007 

Telephone (269) 337-8804 
FAX (269) 337-8513 

srrl~ lTISrr 11I~I)Olrl' 

OUTBUILDING DEMOLITION CHECKLIST Date i ,{0, G01 

Add ress /3 Vl \l.a...Jk- Owner ~B_a.-=.v---,~~a<..>,..-'ViL.>OC\~W.....=.......o.[_L,,-------,----fct1--,-__ 

Present at site visit COOrt,-A\VAt,uIV'-- _ 

DESCRIPTION Year Built <:::]332.--s-Source _ 
This is a (Circle one) ~~~s- ........Outbuilding Other _
 
(Circle one) Attached
 
Located where on lot _-+->-....>o<>..~..........o«....:....---=--==.....: _
 

Other garages nearby? --lj e< beJl \\.\.cA - \(\oc1i1 (\' J,.c 

Garage walls visible inside@N Garage walls visible outside@N
 
Comments l'\'\ od=\.tJ_U=..Jo..>l\,{u..l=\IJ'--'\re~ _
 

Visibility from Public Right of Way 5-e +- Ya:: ~ \\-\.0\ \A cJ.k - V' 4 v= ti Y () ;\( jb.1e 
fv-- QI/oA 'P, 4 ~ ,-e..- (I' gk. t ok "JtHI 

Overall evaluation at first glance A B &; 0 Match the house? Yes 
Does buildin~a pear straight and sound? Yes No (note details below) Tilts? tp 
Paint ABC D~-_"",,-

Roof - (Circle one Front ga End gable Hipped Gambrel Shed Flat 

COJ~t:Or\f:\\*K2\ ~~~I;rA~; lk~t.'<€" I!z\e 5ClJfj f"1 
(Is roof new? Are there holes? How many? How large? Located where? Condition of rafters) 

Structural soundness:
 
Framing of walls C '('( !is b\ctl(~d a.i VleuJev AX\..{ 6 vt t J- N WtS \l..l--f_
 
Ground level condition (penetrate with ice pick, etc) _
 

e~!¢~;t~:;'~~~~:tJ-\ V'Q,m" WJOS I~ lM f()otr\.<j­

Raft~sanf~ollarties ,50\1\1£ s\<krrol/IMQrHy VYf\UC-ec! - \fIEUJc:'r 

Foundation CC>v\{ C·t" k h\oU,,--(. _ 

Pillars or posts - load bearing re -Uk d- :z yg 1.0 Q \),ye! +¢Mc 

K:\COMDEV\Sharon\HDC\Garages & additions\Garage demo sheet 062907.doc 
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------------------------------

-----------------------------

-------------------------------

Evaluation: Note overall condition of materials; % original- describe; % replacement - describe; 
additional doors, windows and condition. 

Front of garage/out building faces N& E W Height G 2 

Front wall 

Number of car bays?-' Bays with doors --->.0""""--__
 
Condition of doors _..L.JV\......(.L)--""~~():.ud.J...t(&i:__------------------=-----

Person door (circle one) Right Left Condition_-f-f\..uObIJV"eL....>-----'--. _ 

Right Wall (facing front of building) A~~f!t~~~~:i~fi1~'1i~~~~~~~L-

Sl 
Left WaII (facing fron t of buiId ing) ~'--'-'o...(",l.._'~-'t-:-+-...><:.>--'----L.......;--->O«"'...L...::_--I,.I",~"""-'=-'''----I--.l..J-ot.=.\,.J.....-L7_~_____:_-

\\.11. - S 

Interior Walls h 6V\£ ­

Windows 

What else is around/attached to outbuilding? 
Fences 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
 

K:\COMDEV\Sharon\HDC\Garages & additions\Garage demo sheet 062907.doc 
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1. 734 Village – 04/16/09 ^^^ Front/south 
2. Southwest corner – most of W side – off footing  3. Interior view of roof, rafters and collar ties 

4. West side 
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APPLICATION for CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS - GENERAL 
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Community Planning & Development Department 
445 W. Michigan Avenue, Suite 101 

Kalamazoo, MI 49007 
Phone (269) 337-8804 

Fax (269) 337-8513 
cpd@kalamazoocity.org 

See instructions on second page. Always apply for and obtain your Certificate of Appropriateness BEFORE purchasing materials 
for your project. 

Property Address 7 73q 7fo3 W. M'(HtpN Ave. Historic District _V..lL..LL.IDI.:>.,~~ _ 
OWNER: Name~tl,j'Ze ~=- _ 

Address _ 

City, State, Zip _ 

Phone Cell _ 

Fax Email _ 

APPLICANT: Name -D.M<Rfi.,.1 }2 g.L.LIl=IlJll....------:­
Address 203 II/tEN 6wi 

_ 

City, State, Zip KAUtr??A200j ;\4, ~rtJo7 
Phone 20b - 7/'1 -72'16 Cell_....:...:./'_--,----_~ -----­

Fax Email KMo!x:arle ~~Ho . Corn 
PROPOSED WORK: (Please be as specific as possible including a complete description of the part of the structure 
where work will be done. See examples on next page. Use additional sheets to describe work if necessary.) 

CHECKLIST: 
[·1Materials list 

[~Drawings 11 x 17 or smaller [.--1' Site plan with north arrow 
[-1.--Existing building measurements [ 1 Other _
[vi' Measurements of addition/change 

(~l Please initial to verify at least one working smoke detector in each dwelling unit. As required by state law, this 
item must be initialed for the application to be considered complete. 

IMPORTANT: 

A project is not ready for review by the HOC until the Checklist is complete. Submissions received by the Community 
Planning & Development Department by 5:0 pm on the second Tuesday of the month will be considered the following 
Tuesday at the HOC's monthly g. e t ic submissions are preferred; hard copy submissions are acceptable. 

Applicant's Signature --.-.::~---"..4Jl!lllii~f..i.~-~==::,=----------Date 1./ ~ r 
Owner's Signature ---::i'c-------------------- Date __----'-__--''--__ 

Staff use only: Case number J:.tt fr OC{ ~OcD L3 Application complete L{ (g Oq 
Administrative Staff review date I I COA issued 

HDC Meeting Date y. I 2.-i I 0 £1_ Approval in Concept __-'-__"':"'-__ 

Letter mailed I I 

Final HDC Action Action date I I 

[ 1Approve [ 1Site Visit [ ] Approve with conditions [ 1Denial [ ] Postpone [ 1Withdrawn [ ] Notice to proceed 

IHA 09-0113 HDC 04/21/09 ITEM E
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............ 
" ... 

:.. :. 
::";;:-;::. 

· . . . . . " "... .. . .... .. Department of Planning and Community Development 
:~ ::ft :~;. ..' j::::/~j~.~~~.;;;~; ~~~~!?;;. :;:~:~; ~;; ~ ~;~~ ~ ~~~~\; i~\~\ \j; Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Development Center - 445 West Michigan 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 

Telephone (269) 337-8804 
FAX (269) 337-8513 

ferraros@kalamazoocity.org 

APPUCATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW 
(See instructions on reverse side) 

Property Address: 6. 0 e> .fl1 /v) oIL. A V e/, Historic District: ...- OlA.+- ~~S+, ~ U\\i'f ArrCI 
Applicant: le~ cSc.Jl1l1e_/kor Owner:, ~ ....- _ 
Mailing Add. I I 7 .5 1 [> o.4'+w.t2~ 61: Mailing add,__~ .._,_- _ 
City State & Zip: /;(tA.( c:J.. W'I a..~D ,7'?J 49'tJbf, City, State Zip ~ ~ _ 
Phone: 3 '-1 4 655" 7' Phone:
Fax: '3;( Fax: --'-----~----~--~-

Email ( te nz Email -----~-~----_-
Proposed Work: 4 tv tI'-~CZ-~. 
Use additional J 

if necessary 

Applicant's Signature: 
Owner's Signature: 
(if different) 

sheets to describe work -'-- ~ ~~~-~ 

================================================================================================================ 
-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only­

ll"- /. '--() ~ Case Number: .J t-[ It ·ocr - \((0 Date Received: _--J._.::=lP~-=- _ 

REFERRED TO: 
COM MISSION! ADMINISTRATIVE 
Meeting Date: L( -1. \- C\ Staff Review Date: _ 
Comments: ~ _ COMMENTS, _ 

Suggested Action: [ ]Approve '[ ]Site Visit COA issued -------'-'---­
[ ] Approve w/Conditions [ ] Deny 

FINAL ACTION 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions ACTION DATE'-------­
[ ] Deny [] Postpone [ ] Withdrawn 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued ~~--= 

Notice of Denial with appeals information -= 
Notice to Proceed ~_~ _ 

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date 

IHA 09-0116 HDC 04/21/09 ITEM F
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1. 608 Forest – March 16, 2009 ^^^ South/front 
2. Interior wall – originally east facing outer wall of garage A 3. Southeast corner 

4. Typical stud and sill plate – east wall 
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1. 608 Forest – March 16, 2009 ^^^ East wall studs & sill plate 
2. West wall studs & sill plate B 3. West wall studs & sill plate 

4. NE corner interior – sister wood is rotting 
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1. 608 Minor – March 16, 2009 ^^^ East wall studs & sill plate 
2. NW corner interior – corner stud completely rotted away C 3. NW corner - interior 
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------------

Community Planning and Development 
Historic District Commission 

Developmem Center, 445 West Michigan 
Kalamazoo, MI 49007 

Telephone (269) 337-8804 
FAX(269) 337-8513 

sr"l~ ,TISI'" lU~I)Ollr., 

OUTBUILDING DEMOLITION CHECKLIST Date 1-111(2) CC! 
Address Owner008:'.M \V) Dr _ 

Present at site visit Co odc\"'R.\-C,C 

Source 
Outbuilding Other 
YearB~ -- 5 _ 

CO/'NV 

Other garages nearby? --.......Y\""""--bL,lt-7---- _
 

Garage walls visible inside N Garage walls visible outsid Y N 

J.n v( w 4.j 
Match the house? Yes

No (note details below) Tilts? 

VisibiIity from PubIic Rig ht of Way ----c~..I.L-'_H_.n...-.>r_IlP'_'I....I".A.~,.._bL_'.-JI--'--"-'-~_v"_'__t___\:...{,L1o"C=--\

, a\..rt J OL. 

A B 

Comments--------------------------:---- ­
~,-1_~,,------

V\ blf\"V\ 
______~j)""__'__t_..L..'C.kJol.\. fae \ I!tJ..........


Overall evaluation at first glance 
Does bUildin~~pearstraight and sound? _ 
Paint A B ~D ----~ 
Roof - (Circle one) Front gable nd gable Hipped Gambrel Shed Flat 
Condition 

f1 0 v1J., 
0 

V' -6F~-\-S.---S-O-t"J-Jt---cr-)V\-d 11}1'io1- v=c lIi f=u tr' I ~-I'1.'-'11!I'F-Jl"""'v'--- _ 

(Is roof new? Are there holes? How many? How large? Located where? Condition of rafters) 

Structural soundness: 
Framing of walls YY\ ('~t s+uu fA ve Lfcl}J Ii.+Mt6\AA rt -(Vrj 
Ground level condition (penetrate with ice pick, etc)--;--__----,-------: _

--P 0 'r - '& Owt ~ n r! rHd w\ hJ t---'E'~V~\ML.W....\-k~d;~r1fi4"f6'g.t.j:t£---------

Foundation (6tA Ctr+-"-o. _ 

K:\COMDEV\Sharon\HDC\Garages & additions\Garage demo sheet 062907.doc 
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Evaluation: Note overall condition of materials; % original- describe; % replacement - describe; 
additional doors, windows and condition. 

Front of garage/out building faces N (f) E W Height (} 2 

Front wall b0-\+ 1M. ()+ lef~ I elJ\-kv: rAW ngkt bo~vlM-t 
\ 

Number of car bays ~ Bays with doors 0"--_
 
Condition of doors ----.l1'\.......6......,11L-L1l........<_--------------------­

Person door (circle one) Right Left Condition_---!.....,;:..=:o'--v'lR.- _ 

Right Wall (facing front of building) V1Il t.ss IIAJ l/2-. o-f 1 (0 {,{Xv' ibU/l~x<} 
ot S\c!\\I\] -- SU!\V<.8 '\If £u\V ±D poor ct2udcboVf 

l-eft Wall (facing front of building) \ '" s" r1r 1:>L1 ~ 1/1 () e-tce::F\V ~ QlA±r(c!e 
_b<-U.1.U p' 6+ h¢, e - -evd:l; rt {aUKv= ;oC: at' of ;;d1l1 j :..c IV: VVtOkC­

r::> ",H 1~\ ~J 

Windows \'\0 j'lc-$- ~~r lMt+-k W\tJ.Dw (dc:kJ7 {lr
'2 (DIM \o\.e-k ~ ct oS L" IT&l \1'\t?j <-- \4 () J0..U 

What else is around/attached to outbuildin~g? .
 
Fences ---fJ..Q...V"t Il~ VI. ~l __--,-_~~\~ve.....,.....----~ _
 

'iAiSf 5tM j;~ w ±!rtrJ l ----IfrJ'H:t"=>'(i"'-'~'->--''f'C''--{-=~---+'--*l-''---''-IA>..W6?'''-''.--------

Trees, shrubs, weeds? ) v... ~ \L +- SO i I .- 001 c;I.. (01 of ueqrtrhr)/t 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
 

K:\COMDEV\Sharon\HDC\Garages &additions\Garage demo sheet 062907.doc 
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-----------------

Department of Planning, and Community Development 

Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 
.. Development Center - 445 West Michigan 

Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 
Telephone (269) 337-8804 ;P:::~ FAX (269) 337-8513 

ferraros@kalamazoocity.org 

APPUCATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW 
(See instructions on .reverse side) 

Property Address: JD& MJ· W\L--LMD Historic District: ~ LYt1?/C 
Applicant: 0\'0") D .f~VOB Owner:_f2A.t~' - ­·~L..<.n-LJ.<::D:.......:z::4:\..!..:l+-JtD~t:,---
Mailing Add.. ~£.. Mailing add, _ 
City State & Zip:iAL:6'aA. A,-ZC!D Ug 1 4ZL{ls,tity, State Zip --, ­

Phone: ~lKCZ 'TU? 5"S2 '?:> Phone: _-"-- ~----------
F~ F~ 
Email~drB.lb '-IA'c:fi-: iJ./.."Ac\ i [,L.DU,- Emai-'--'--------------- ­
Proposed Work: 1 .
 

Use additional z- «'7't--o-v-'--L J4I!J)~h Ov,- iL4-X 6( ,bh;iucx.'"=
 
sheets to describe work 'f-i~Vk'(~\c,\-:J7D\..::----.
 
if necessary r' ~ .p.-­

Date: if / V? /0°7 '~~~~~g~2~~~~re'~0)KJj4i i~ -- ­ Date: r 7 
(if different) 
====================================================================================~====================:;==~ 

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only- . 

Case Number: Date Received: 4- (3-0 9 
REFERRED TO: 
COM MISSION . . ADMINISTRATIVE
 
Meeting Date: Y-bl-Og~__ Staff Review Date: _
 
Comments: COMMENTS, -..:..._
 

-----~-----

Suggested Action: [ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit COA issued _ 
[ ] Approve w/Conditions [ ] Deny 

FINAL ACTION 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions ACTION DATE. _ 
[ ] Deny [] Postpone [ ] Withdrawn 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued _ 
Notice of Denial with appeals information _~ _ 
Notice to Proceed 

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date 
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1. 706 W. Willard – April 16, 2009 ^^^ SE corner 
2. East side showing front  3. North/rear 

4. East side showing rear 
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1. 609 Elm – April 16, 2009  ^^ Front/east 
2. South end – first & second floors  3. Southwest corner, second floor 

4. West side, south end, second floor 
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Department of Planning and Community Development 

Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 
Development Center - 445 West Michigan 

Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 
Telephone (269) 337-8804 

FAX (269) 337-8513 
ferraros@kalamazoocity.org 

APPliCATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW 
(See instructions on reverse side) 

Property Adgress: ;);;2<;? 0. IAtJ Historic ~strict ~ ~t£- 'bOv-r-t-t 
Applicant.!> 6~t U<-- J, .'"I1-\OM$ Owner: ...D612 I cK L :\1-k:::,m~ 
Mailing Add. JOC) t tt5 tt ,u, Mailing add I Q l S12fA-lJtT" iJ I ' 
City State & Zip: KAL&r~qq ~OJ It?,I l{e:;t::()( City, State Zip ;kt4l~A?OOrj('( i/c;OO( 
Phone: (a-Cd?2 ~8 i -0 d l't Phone: ( 07'Li:>YI ,.o~ 
Fax: -------------- Fax: ---'---------------Email _ Email
Proposed Work: 
Use additional '5E:.E: A-t1AcHsP '}?'OCuvVlE:NTS> -#) )*2. J It I B &. G 
sheets to describe'work "--- _ 

if necessary 

Applic,mt's Signat'l.~~~~~ Date: 04, ';)-c r 
Owner's SIgnature: ~~~ Date: DiI: -( '72 "Oq 
(if different) 
=====================================================--============--============================================= 

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only-

Case Number: ~tf It 0 9-0 12 ~ Date Received: Lf- 13- 0 q _ 
REFERRED TO:
 
COMMISSION ADM INISTRATIVE
 
Meeting Date: Y- 2. \- 0 g Staff Review Date: _
 
Comments: _ COMMENTS _ 

Suggested Action: [ JApprove [ JSite Visit COA issued _
 
[ JApprove w/Conditions [ ] Deny
 

FINAL ACTION
 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions ACTION DATEe..- _
 
[ ] Deny (] Postpone [ ] Withdrawn
 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued _
 
Notice of Denial with appeals information
 
Notice to Proceed _
 

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date 
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Proposal for Porch Restoration at 228 West Vine
 
For Derick Thomas
 
4/9/0· 

Recommendations: 

1.	 Remove non-original upper porch roof, columns and railings. Save 
columns and reusable porch ceiling boards. 

2.	 The deck of the second floor porch is so badly weather damaged that 
it needs to be taken out. 

3. Deconstruct original first floor porch roof down to the rafters and 
original east and west roof support beams. 

4.	 Temporarily support first floor roof structure and lift it high enough to 
remove existing new beam and add new beam. 

5.	 Remove lower porch ceiling boards to be used with the boards 
salvaged from the upper porch so they can be reused on the first floor 
porch ceiling. 

6.	 Remove first floor porch columns. Remove all paint, repair and then 
prim and repaint. 

7.	 Remove new laminate beam. 
8. Install a new built-up beam on front (south) underside of the roof. The 

beam is to be fabricated of(2) 2xI2xI8' 7" stock lumber (crown side 
up). They are to be glued and screwed together and clad with Ix8 trim 
boards (cut to fit) on the sides and bottom of the beam. Trim boards 
also to be attached with screws and glue to the beam. Additional 
thickness may need to be added to beam itself so that this beam 
matches the thickness of the two existing beams. 

9. Reinstall the columns.
 
1a.Lower roof structure onto beam and attach.
 
II.At the east masonry block pier, break up the concrete around the base
 

of the pier at ground level. Support the pier from the east with a min. 
of a 6x8 piece of timber running the full height of the pier with 
multiple diagonal supports to the ground. 

I2.Dig a hole 2 feet out from the east, north and south of the pier to a 
depth of42". 

I3.Slowly push the pier as perpendicular as possible without stressing the 
pier. 
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14.Below ground clean pier of dirt then add several Yi' rods into the base 
of the pier concrete to connect existing footing to footing addition. 

15.Pour concrete around the base of the pier and at least one foot up 
above the base of the pier and imbed concrete mesh in the pour. 

16.Let concrete cure and remove pier supports and backfill. 
17.Install new or repair existing 2x6 porch ceiling rafters. Remove any 

badly bowed rafters. 
18.Install (approx.) a 3/12 hip roof of2x6 rafters on 16" centers leaving 

the fascia board and crown molding in place. Roof will meet south 
facade 4" below second story windows. 

19.Deck rafters with Yi" OSB board.
 
20.Flash and install drip edge to Historic Standards.
 
21.Install roofmg to Historic Standards.
 
22.Roof built to match two porch roofs across the street. The roofs at 227
 

& 223 West Vine. The only difference being that the roof will start 
four inches below the window sills to provide for proper flashing. 

23.Reinstall salvaged ceiling boards. 
24.Where upper porch roof was removed replace with back primed siding 

to match original. 
25.Confer with the City of Kalamazoo housing inspector and the Historic 

Preservation Coordinator regarding the porch and stair railing design 
requirements. 

Respectfully, 

'{-;GtL~ 
Larry L. Burns 

®
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1'/1 /09 

p 

22-8 \v. - C. LI ~Re:.NT CO tJ D I'll ON 
Fteohtr" E;:-LGVA-T roN.-

2. 2.. 8 v. V i ~ ~ - Cll \<Rj;:t....t.,.. Co N D r;-/o N 

'F-RO NT F L~A-T ION 

IHA 09-0128 HDC 04/21/09 ITEM I

page 5 of 6



1-2,8 \'1~?1 VI N E l Co tJT.) 

4!Cj/09 

'2.2..8 ,y. 'VI f-iE - cvgge::NT c~ NPlTl°t-J 

,Ro"rr- £A-ST -PI£T<­

IHA 09-0128 HDC 04/21/09 ITEM I

page 6 of 6



IHA 09-0129 HDC 04/21/09 Item J

1 of 7



IHA 09-0129 HDC 04/21/09 Item J

2 of 7



IHA 09-0129 HDC 04/21/09 Item J

3 of 7



IHA 09-0129 HDC 04/21/09 Item J

4 of 7



IHA 09-0129 HDC 04/21/09 Item J

5 of 7



IHA 09-0129 HDC 04/21/09 Item J

6 of 7



151 Prospect Street 
c. 1910    
Prairie 
 
Two and one half story side gabled stucco residence 
with central shed roofed dormer flanked by 
stuccoed piers. Single story hip roofed sunroom to 
side, may have originally been open porch now 
enclosed with casement windows and fixed 
transoms angled along fascia. Central piered entry 
with nearly flat roof, arched fascia. Deep eaves 
flared from main roof and returned as pent across 
gable ends. Banded trim at second story window sill line, diagonal at comers. Second 
story side halfhexagonal bay window below eave. 6/1 light sash, symmetrically arranged. 
 
The 1910 City Directory listed Justin B. Keyes, department manager at Henderson-Ames 
Company, as the resident. Mr. Keyes lived at this address until the late 1930s. 
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1. 151 Prospect – April 13, 2009 ^^ Northeast corner 
2. Net exterior rail for upper deck.  3. North side of front porch 

4. Rail on front porch 
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1. 1408 W. Michigan – 04/09/09 ^^^ front/south 
2. West side between bar and house  3. West side 

4. East side 
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1. 1408 W. Michigan – 04/09/09 ^^^ front/south 
2. West side between bar and house  3. West side 

4. East side 
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APPLICATION for CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS - GENERAL 
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Community Planning & Development Department 
445 W. Michigan Avenue, Suite 101 

Kalamazoo, MI49007 
Phone (269) 337-8804 

Fax (269) 337-8513 
cpd@kalamazoocity.org 

See instructions on second page. Always apply for and obtain your Certificate of Appropriateness BEFORE purchasing materials 
for your project. 

Property Address (PO~ W. [{at dr'MJZOb Historic District 

OWNER: Name ---,,-C,=/_V\7"""-'-'-:'-r;"""'v-.:------'P----'-:r:::::----,-jpF------"-..,.:~_r_h~r______'>5o<._____=L'___· _L_C_' - _--=::_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_­

Address (p 3/ a.-	 S f aci, u pV\ 

City, State, Zip / ( dol f111 '-I- Cj 001 
Phone;2f.t; 1- L/ff- 0736 Cell dJCcJ'1 - ~'J-O 7- 7&cJo 
Fax li]ff1- t.jg 8- (? ZJ..3 Email ......11// be I 10 1/5 S/~ 'jd Ij OC), C(),·~ 

APPLICANT:	 Name J-e..f-P 8 ilv !;'S 5> 
Address Sd/71 ~ cJ 5 
City, State, ZiP.-r---:---;-::A--:;'T'----:<=;------~~_=----:-------==_"',...._---

Phone :)0 OJ - if" C; ..07' Cell _:J_&----,7""'=-o-r-7_C?'--!}...,...------r~.,.---3---=3~:.J=-_-
Fax 2.fLJ Of -~g, - 7 6 Email j Trbe/fl.J lis S-r-aJ y~ji(JL; -CCP:t.. 

i:J	 1 

PROPOSED WORK: (Please be as specific as possible including a complete description of the part of the structure 
where work will be done. See examples on next page. Use additional sheets to describe work if necessary.) 
2\ • 'J 9<. [f ( V' \ for n::: lis 

CHECKLIST: 
[ 1 Materials list [ 1 Drawings 11 x 17 or smaller [ ] Site plan with north arrow [ 1 Existing building measurements [ 1 Other	 _

[ 1 Measurements of addition/change 

[__ 1 Please initial to verify at least one working smoke detector in each dwelling unit. As required by state law, this 
item must be initialed for the application to be considered complete. 

IMPORTANT: 

A project is not ready for review by the HDC until the Checklist is complete. Submissions received by the Community 
Planning & Development Department by 5:00pm on the second Tuesday of the month will be considered the following 
Tuesday at the HDC's nthly m.re17ng. ctronic submissions are preferred; hard copy s , issio.ns are acceptable. 

Applicant's Signatu e .	 Date / 3 / 0­
Owner's Signature ----4-"'--	 Date __----'-__----'- _ 

Staff use only: Case number rH fT () q-O 3"7Application complete 4 1t"3 / oq 
Administrative Staff review date / / COA issued 

HOC Meeting Date 'i / hI. / aq Approval in Concept __-'--__'-----__ 

Letter mailed / / 

Final HOC Action Action date / / 

[ ] Approve [ ] Site Visit [ ] Approve with conditions [ ] Denial [ ] Postpone [ 1Withdrawn [ 1Notice to proceed 
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• __ _ ••__•••••••••• ." _ ••• "".&0 ., _ _ "' _ _ Y..c. .
 
Material Br i k IVestibule La::rn~ Fireplace No! Sewer CitV
 
·_····························-·········t·············.~ ;?. l ····.·.·······.·.·.·.·.·..····.···.·..{- ········ 1 . 
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1. 608 W. Kalamazoo – April 1, 2009 ^^^ Front/south 
2. Rear porch – deck is metal plates   (porches installed ca 1962)  3. Steps to basement at SW corner (front left) 

4. Front steps (concrete, welded steel) 
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APPLICATION for CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS - GENERAL 
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Community Planning & Development Department 
445 W. Michigan Avenue, Suite 101 

Kalamazoo, MI49007 
Phone (269) 337-8804 

Fax (269) 337-8513 
cpd@kalamazoocity.org 

See instructions on second page. Always apply for and obtain your Certificate of Appropriateness BEFORE purchasing materials 
for your project. 

Property Address (PO~ W. [{at dr'MJZOb Historic District 

OWNER: Name ---,,-C,=/_V\7"""-'-'-:'-r;"""'v-.:------'P----'-:r:::::----,-jpF------"-..,.:~_r_h~r______'>5o<._____=L'___· _L_C_' - _--=::_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_­

Address (p 3/ a.-	 S f aci, u pV\ 

City, State, Zip / ( dol f111 '-I- Cj 001 
Phone;2f.t; 1- L/ff- 0736 Cell dJCcJ'1 - ~'J-O 7- 7&cJo 
Fax li]ff1- t.jg 8- (? ZJ..3 Email ......11// be I 10 1/5 S/~ 'jd Ij OC), C(),·~ 

APPLICANT:	 Name J-e..f-P 8 ilv !;'S 5> 
Address Sd/71 ~ cJ 5 
City, State, ZiP.-r---:---;-::A--:;'T'----:<=;------~~_=----:-------==_"',...._---

Phone :)0 OJ - if" C; ..07' Cell _:J_&----,7""'=-o-r-7_C?'--!}...,...------r~.,.---3---=3~:.J=-_-
Fax 2.fLJ Of -~g, - 7 6 Email j Trbe/fl.J lis S-r-aJ y~ji(JL; -CCP:t.. 

i:J	 1 

PROPOSED WORK: (Please be as specific as possible including a complete description of the part of the structure 
where work will be done. See examples on next page. Use additional sheets to describe work if necessary.) 
2\ • 'J 9<. [f ( V' \ for n::: lis 

CHECKLIST: 
[ 1 Materials list [ 1 Drawings 11 x 17 or smaller [ ] Site plan with north arrow [ 1 Existing building measurements [ 1 Other	 _

[ 1 Measurements of addition/change 

[__ 1 Please initial to verify at least one working smoke detector in each dwelling unit. As required by state law, this 
item must be initialed for the application to be considered complete. 

IMPORTANT: 

A project is not ready for review by the HDC until the Checklist is complete. Submissions received by the Community 
Planning & Development Department by 5:00pm on the second Tuesday of the month will be considered the following 
Tuesday at the HDC's nthly m.re17ng. ctronic submissions are preferred; hard copy s , issio.ns are acceptable. 

Applicant's Signatu e .	 Date / 3 / 0­
Owner's Signature ----4-"'--	 Date __----'-__----'- _ 

Staff use only: Case number rH fT () q-O 3"7Application complete 4 1t"3 / oq 
Administrative Staff review date / / COA issued 

HOC Meeting Date 'i / hI. / aq Approval in Concept __-'--__'-----__ 

Letter mailed / / 

Final HOC Action Action date / / 

[ ] Approve [ ] Site Visit [ ] Approve with conditions [ ] Denial [ ] Postpone [ 1Withdrawn [ 1Notice to proceed 
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APPLICATION for CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS - GENERAL 
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 

Community Planning & Development Department 
445 W. Michigan Avenue, Suite 101 

Kalamazoo, MI 49007 
Phone (269) 337-8804 

Fax (269) 337-8513 
cpd@kalamazoocity.org 

See instructions on second page. Always apply for and obtain your Certificate of Appropriateness BEFORE purchasing materials 
for your project. 

Property Address ~ 8 W So tATH Historic District SOU'o-/­
OWNER: Name Cht'v'" h, p'Gvf/cS LLC 

Address & I;).. 'f 6c1 r"'A.. h-1. I j) I-

City, State, Zip /{A.-l ct1/ '-I~oo 1 
Phone J-C:J /]- Y:i' - ()? ~7. Cell d..~~ - :J.o -7 -7 &a::5 
Fax:J.b0 .- if. -07],,3 Email I"~ 'f I b:crh:J/(SS;~/;;;hdtJ .cel'\. 

OJ 7 
APPLICANT: Name _---'li~'___'r_·_r_-_....!...I"""S-<:........=........:.-I'-_-M_I._/_'S--'y=---· _ 

Address S""-"".d"-/11---c"----=~----":s=-_~_h_o_v----"'C~ _ 
City, State, Zip __----:~-------------------_ 

Phone ")d q - if ?/71-d 73Q Cell ~?J- 7 & (7 - .3 23 
Fax dUe; - 'I~tt ~0730 Email ,)-c'-rri rId!I'SS;-;:V ,/OlAcJet'u' 

PROPOSED WORK: (Please be as specific as possible including a complete description of the part of the structure 
where work will be done. See examples on next page. Use additional sheets to describe work if necessary,) 
r~o..r ¥'6' if 

CHECKLIST: 
[ ] Materials list 

[ ] Drawings 11 x 17 or smaller [ ] Site plan with north arrow 
[ ] Existing building measurements [ ] Other _ 
[ ] Measurements of addition/change
 

[ __ ] Please initial to verify at least one working smoke detector in each dwelling unit. As required by state law, this
 
item must be initialed for the application to be considered complete,
 

IMPORTANT:
 

A project is not ready for review by the HDC until the Checklist is complete. Submissions received by the Community
 
Planning & Development Depa ent by'_5:00pm on the ~econd Tuesday of the month will be considered the following
 
Tuesday at the HD,' onthl etin. EI tronic submissions are preferred; hard COPY'ibmiSSiO!lS are ac~table.
 

Applicant's Signat Date / 3 /()
 
Owner's Signature r--+------------------ Date __----'-__----'- _
 

Staff use only: 

Administrative 

HOC 

Case number 

Staff review date 

Meeting Date 

Letter mailed 

;rH' A0
I 

t:\ I 7-\ 
I 

~~pplication complete 

I COA issued 

I 0 q Approval in Concept 

I 

G\. 
__

I 

-'

l ,3 

-__'----­

0 q 
__ 

Final HOC Action Action date I I 

[ 1Approve [ 1Site Visit [ 1Approve with conditions [ 1Denial [ 1Postpone [ 1Withdrawn [ 1Notice to proceed 
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1. 828 West South – 04/01/09 ^^^ Right/east side of front steps 
2. View of front porch from east  3. Rear/east side porch – this “may” be the original rail 

4. East side/ rear porch 
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------------

Department of Planning and Community Development 

Kalamazoo Historic District Commission 
Development Center - 445 West Michigan 

Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 
Telephone (269) 337-8804 

FAX (269) 337-8513 
ferra ros@kalamazoocity.org 

APPLICATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW 
(PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY - See instructions on reverse side) 

Historic District ~r Application Checklist: 
Owner: -rltt t£jt t!4'.~1 (Incomplete applications 

will be held until the next M~iling add :--5i~/)~.- (;" review meeting.) City, State ZIPIf--~,LM/f#-~-~'+Jd--~ [ ] Drawings 11 x17 or
Phone: 2tfk,S--9~ smaller. 
Fax: ] Measurements of 

existing building l441J.bW.~~~rL/J_mtfJu~1/Email-----------
work location eets to describe work if necessary 

] Measurements of 
addition/change 

] Materials list 
] Site plan including 

north arrow 
__ This property h s at east one working smoke detector for each dwelling unit. ] Other 
(Owner or applicant's initials) (Required) * see back 

APPlicant'~Signatur~e_~~r Date:Lt I t19 
Owner's Signature: .... .........-'f""'='l~-_""'O"'----------- Date:.-LJ A£ IlJf_""-'-~-==:;1"""""~
(if different) 
============================================================================================================ 

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only- q 
Case Number: -!'H fr OQ-Or39 Date Received*: ~~5 I-=O~ _ 

Complete application Y' 1 r5 10 q 
REFERRED TO: 
COMMISSION ADMINISTRATIVE
 
Meeting Date: Y 1 h. \ 1 0 q Staff Review Date: _1_----:1 _
. --­
COMMENTS: _ COMMENTS _ 

Approve in Concept Date:_I __I __ COA issued 1__--:1__­
Letter mailed 1__1__
 

FINAL ACTION
 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions [ ] Deny [] Postpone [ ] Withdrawn
 
ACTION DATE__I__I _
 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued __I 1 _
 
Notice of Denial with appeals information 1 1 _
 
Notice to Proceed _I 1 Comments _
 

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date 
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APPLICATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW p(See instructions on reverse side) 

Use additional AJ r "Ie::' cr. 
sheets to describe work '-- ~ ~~ _ 

if necessary 

Applicant's Signature:____· ~---t..~-+f.---i_v~ Date:~ r;;f;:~ ~ 
Owner's Signature: ~ Date: _ 
(if different) 
====================================~==~-=======~============================================================== 

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only~ 

Case Number: ~ Pr- 0 q 0{YO Date Received: Lj - (s-- () q 

REFERRED TO:
 
COMMISSION \ ADMINISTRATIVE
g
Meeting Date: . - :z - 0 _ Staff Review Date: -------­Comments: _ COMMENTS__~........-- _
 

Suggested Action: [ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit COA issued _ 
[ ] Approve w/Conditions [ ] Deny 

FINAL ACTION 
[ ]Approve [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Condi,tions ACTION DATE _ 
[ ] Deny [l' Postpone [ ] Withdrawn 

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued ~ _ 
Notice of Denial with appeals information _~ ~ _ 
Notice to Proceed ---------------'----­

. .-. . .... .... 

Property Address: r:JO (;tZC'11J ,r 
Applicant: IIz.iF> 8 (-06, of 'f/IJIJ//Ujt0t1-£..!jijJ(­

Mailing Add. LJIf:b f,~'i:;J YJy:€­

City State & Zip: P-lcrh.'1,~.o, n.r.... Lf;;lD ';f5 
Phone: dbCr 0;;;«<;;''-(1 GL;}c:"~;;'D1-d-T'-II./ 
Fax: dG.'1 C",:;;l·<i30·(.-=-d 

Email
 
Proposed Work:
 

Department of Planning and Community Development 

Ka' amazoo Historic District Commission 
Development Center - 445 West Michigan 

Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007 
Telephone (269) 337-8804 

FAX (269) 337-8513 
ferraros@kalamazoocity.org 

Historic District: _tJ;....I_'irJ~£ _ 
Owner: ~fL tG)1)cuwS'K t 
Mailing add_--J(;;J..Y...l..l!o.<Q:..-.:::G:::;.(2,,::j~fj(]::...:..J_':Jr ---:--;-::-_--=:-_ 

City, State Zip fC(JuRt1;4-7..vo; rr~ L(y{)oJ 
Phone: _....:.:?~~ --'- _ 
Fax: __"--~_---'-__'--__~ _ 
Email ;' ~1

'-~--.,.-~=-:----.-----=------,""":< ~0 W)t'0--Dc)~ S 

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date 
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2. D TlNO OR MORE FAMILY 

NO.OFUNITS _ 

4. 0 ATTACHED GARAGE 6. 0 OTHER _ 

7. D AMUSEMENT 11·0 SERVICE STATION 

8. D CHURCH, RELIGION 12. D HOSPITAL, INSmunONAL 

9. D INDUSTRIAL '" 13. D OFFICE, BANK, PROFESSIONAL 

10. D PARKING GARAGE 14. D PUBLIC UTILITY 

15. D SCHOOL, LIBRARY, EDUCATIONAL 

16. D STORE, MERCANTILE 

17. D TANKS, TOWERS 

18. D OTHER _ 

NONRESIDEN1lAL - DESCRIBE IN DETAIL PROPOSED USE OF BUIUDING. E.G. FOOD PROCESSING PLANT, MACHINE SHOP, LAUNDRY FACILITY, 
HOSPITAL, PARKING GARAGE FOR DEPARTMENT STORE, RENTAL OFFICE BUILDING, OFFlCE BUILDING AT INDUSTRIAL PLANT. IF USE OF EXIST­
ING BUIUDING IS BEING CHANGED, ENTER PROPOSED USE. 

AND! OR RESIDENTIAL - DESCRIBE IN DETAlL WORK ?ESCRIPTION " - \.JiL,o .i)0rJ 
~ AJ AJ [J ~-S J' H/~T{;IU6,1(] L frtPP!Z.tJ/,Kl L 'j't::?(L . , 

j.­ 0 ~ pNdJ 
c 

W~ Wr-/I/l)OOO ~v::: 5764 ~tfJulf Oo-JBLc 

)/UAJ$" 

;:). 1Zt?',,o;~):}j}r./£P~ / s)£J,~b 
J -< / /'o/7=­ I fZl t1 LJ ,Nt I-c 
cl~ LC/1p 1J6~7L~ 

10. DOTHER _9.0 COAL 

EXJSTING ALTERATIONS NEW 
17. FLOOR AREA 

3])):: (}o "--­ -.:> ~ BASEMENT 

~0' d-D1ST & 2ND FLOOR 

3RD -10TH FLOOR ~ 

C. NEW SEWER CONNECTION 0 YES 

6. 

15. CONSTRUCTION TYPE 

14. USE GROUP 

16. NO. OF OCCUPANTS 

13. NUMBER OF STORIES 

D. NEW WATER CONNECTION DYES 

",~W .;:·'·?~:::9E~~·~iil:1~NIQ~1l~;~II~ ~~~~~~~~~~i0Iiw~~~iiii~~i[j~~~~~~~~~~~ 

11. WILL THERE BE AIR CONDITlONING? 

11TH -ABOVE 

TOTAL AREA /d-c./V 

G. NUMBER OF OFF STREET PARKING SPACES 

18. ENCLOSED 19. OLITDOORS 

Rev. 6/06 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION 
Minutes 

March 17, 2009 
DRAFT

 
City Commission Chambers 

Second Floor, City Hall 
241 W. South Street, Kalamazoo, MI 49007 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Jay Bonsignore, Chair; Bob Cinabro; Linda DeYoung;  
    Nelson Nave; Bob Oudsema; Erin Seaverson 
 
MEMBERS EXCUSED: James Tribu 
 
CITY STAFF:  Sharon Ferraro, Historic Preservation Coordinator; 
    Amy Thomas, Recording Secretary 
 
I.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mr. Bonsignore called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
 
II.  APPROVAL OF ABSENCES 
 
Mr. Tribu informed city staff that he would not be available for the March 17th HDC 
meeting.   
 
Mr. Oudsema, supported by Mr. Cinabro, moved approval of Mr. Tribu’s absence 
from the March 17, 2009 HDC meeting.  With a voice vote, the motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
III.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA (March 17, 2009) 
 
Ms. Ferraro advised that John Kirk from Kingscott was not available for the presentation 
regarding changes to the former Kalamazoo Central High School building and Chenery 
Auditorium.  Accordingly, Ms. Ferraro will provide the presentation at the end of the 
meeting. 
 
Ms. DeYoung, supported by Ms. Seaverson, moved approval of the March 17, 2009 
HDC Agenda.  With a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously.   
 
IV.  PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS 
 
None 
 
V.  DISCLAIMER 
 
Ms. Ferraro read the disclaimer into the record. 

ITEM Q
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March 17, 2009 
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OLD BUSINESS 
 
A.  423-5 S. Westnedge (Case #:  IHA 09-0045) (Item A) 
 
Mike Hills was present to represent the property.  The application requests a free-
standing, internally illuminated sign. 
 
At the February meeting, the HDC requested more information from the applicant to help 
determine if the new sign would be the appropriate size for the proposed location.  In 
response to that request, Mr. Hills had a cardboard model of the sign constructed and 
nailed to the existing sign to help the commission visualize how the final product will 
look.  Mr. Hills stated that the width of the new sign is the same as the existing one.  A 
new sketch was provided to show the changes to the face of the proposed sign, which is 
significantly lower and more slender than the proposal at the February meeting.  There 
are a couple of other internally lit signs on the block, and Mr. Hills is requesting that the 
HDC allow him to install the proposed sign in front of his law office. 
 
Paul Havenaar from Sign Impressions stated that the posts for the sign would be 
constructed of styrofoam with a hard coat and stucco on the outside.  The sign will have a 
dark background and only the white letters will light up, rather than having a spotlight on 
the sign which would also illuminate the area around it.  There will be less chance of 
vandalism with the new sign because of the way it is constructed.  The existing spotlight 
has been damaged by vandals. 
 
Mr. Nave inquired if the white square at the bottom of the sign would be lit.  Mr. 
Havenaar advised that part of the design has changed.  The sign will have a black 
background with white lettering and only the white lettering will illuminate.  The sign 
will be single-faced like the old one.   
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired if the sign serves the second address at 423, and Mr. Havenaar 
responded in the affirmative.  Ms. Ferraro stated that 423 and 425 are the same building 
but separate entrances.  Mr. Oudsema inquired if the applicant wanted to install a sign at 
the other entrance.  Mr. Hills advised that he only wants a sign by the south entrance 
(425) where the secretaries are.   The entrance at 423 S. Westnedge is used after hours.   
 
Mr. Cinabro inquired if the red and green sign would be coming down.  Mr. Havenaar 
stated that the existing sign will be replaced with the proposed sign, if it is approved.   
 
Ms. Seaverson inquired if the photos show the original size or the newer size of the sign.  
Mr. Havenaar stated that the photos depict the older version of the proposed sign, the new 
proposal is for a slightly smaller sign.  
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Mr. Oudsema, supported by Mr. Cinabro, moved approval of the application for the 
sign at 423-425 S. Westnedge as presented.  
 
Mr. Oudsema, supported by Mr. Cinabro, amended the motion to stipulate that the 
sign approved by the HDC will be the same dimension and shape as the one shown 
in the photo circulated at the dais.  With a roll call vote, the motion carried 
unanimously.  With a roll call vote, the motion carried unanimously. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
B.  714 Locust (Case#:  IHA 09-0078) (Item B) 
 
Robert Noble was present to represent the property.  The application requests removal of 
the chimney.   
 
Mr. Noble stated that the chimney was repaired in the past.  During the past winter, the 
upstairs was empty while the applicant was rehabbing the internal part of the structure.  
The furnace was running a lot and there were no windows in the upstairs at that point.  As 
a consequence of those conditions, the methane, carbon dioxide and water converted to 
carbonic acid and seeped through the chimney in the upper part of the structure, all the 
way up to the roof.  There was 2 to 4 inches of ice on the outside of the chimney.  Mr. 
Noble stated that he was uncertain as to the extent of the damage to the chimney and roof 
on the inside.  The chimney is not original to the house and Mr. Noble would like to 
remove it.  The chimney, which is in the original, center portion of the house, is barely 
visible from the street.  The only plaster around the chimney peeled off and the mortar is 
soft.  Mr. Noble would like to reinforce the roof and add rafters and joists to make the 
house more structurally sound.   
 
Mr. Nave stated that he did design work on this house several years ago.  Mr. Noble 
confirmed that Mr. Nave provided drawings for the front porch about 10 years ago.   
 
Mr. Cinabro inquired if the new furnace would have small vents to the outside.  Mr. 
Noble stated that he is proposing to install a “green”, 95% efficient furnace, a tankless 
water heater, and a heat pump, which will be vented with PVC pipe, probably through the 
side of the house.  There will be no need for a chimney.   
 
Mr. Nave, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved approval of the application for 
removal of the chimney at 714 Locust.  With a roll call vote, the motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
Mr. Bonsignore mentioned that, in the past, the HDC has not allowed removal of 
chimneys that are architectural features of the house and are visible from the outside.  
This chimney does not provide much of an architectural feature.   
 
Ms. Ferraro suggested that the applicant salvage any reusable bricks to be used on other 
projects. 
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1516 W. Michigan – Islamic Center (Case #:  IHV 06-0056) (Item C) 
 
Nelson Nave, AIA (architect) was present to discuss the application.  The application 
requests demolition of part of the non-historic building.   
 
Mr. Nave advised that the applicant would like to demolish approximately 1,000 square 
feet of the concrete building, which was built in the 1950’s or 1960’s.  That area of the 
building is badly deteriorated.  Mr. Nave referred to a photo of the west entrance of the 
addition, the area of the building on the left with the faux brick would be torn down.   
 
Mr. Bonsignore requested clarification of the plan.  Mr. Nave approached the dais to 
provide further details of the proposal.  He pointed out the 25’ x 40’ section of the 
building that is slated for demolition.  Half of the future master plan will be used for a 
future prayer area, but that may not be done for several years.  That area is designated 
with a dotted line on the site plan.  Mr. Nave pointed out the changes that will be made to 
the north entrance.  The wall is 16’ and the dome is 4’ above that.  The dome is set back 
on the roof so that only the three foot, half circle is visible from the parking lot.  The wall 
facing west will have a mural painted on it, and the windows will look like a series of 
arches.  It will be designed so it won’t deteriorate, and it has a beige and white latex 
coating.   
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired as to how this would impact the store fronts on W. Michigan Ave.  
Mr. Nave advised that the store fronts owned by the Islamic Center would stay the same.  
The proposed changes won’t be visible from Michigan Avenue.  Mr. Oudsema inquired 
as to the long-term plans for this property and how those plans will affect buildings 
facing W. Michigan Avenue.  Mr. Nave stated that the future changes will be hidden 
behind the Bruno’s Pizza building and the Kinko’s building.  The site is only visible after 
you turn onto Burrows Street from W. Michigan.   
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired what affect the proposed changes would have in ten years.  Mr. 
Nave stated that the final prayer hall currently has ten foot tall ceilings; the ceilings will 
be 14 to 15 feet tall in the final prayer hall.  Mr. Oudsema inquired if the future addition 
would extend to Michigan Avenue.  Mr. Nave stated that the full addition will be further 
to the north.  There will be no signage on Burrows or the street to the east.  The only 
signage will remain, as is, on the store front. 
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired if the applicants have communicated with adjoining property 
owners about this project.  Mr. Nave advised that the proposed plan has already received 
site plan approval.  The Planning Commission approved a special use permit for the 
project.  The Planning Commission requires that surrounding property owners be notified 
of proposed projects.  Mike Fleckenstein was the only property owner who spoke at the 
public hearing in front of the Planning Commission.  He commented in favor of the 
request from city staff that the applicants clean up the woods at the northeast corner of 
their property.  Mr. Fleckenstein owns the house to the northeast of the applicant’s 
property.   
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Ms. DeYoung, supported by Mr. Cinabro, moved approval of the demolition of the 
north part of the non-historic building at 1516 W. Michigan Ave as presented by 
Mr. Nave.  With a roll call vote, the motion carried with five ayes and one 
abstention.  Mr. Nave abstained from voting. 
 
Ms. DeYoung, supported by Ms. Seaverson, moved approval to rebuild the portion 
of the building at 1516 W. Michigan Ave. as presented by Mr. Nave.  With a roll call 
vote, the motion carried unanimously.  With a roll call vote, the motion carried with 
five ayes and one abstention.  Mr. Nave abstained from voting. 
 
Mr. Nave stated that there will be no lighting in the dome.  The two lights on top of the 
posts are hundred watt metal halide and they are not very bright.   
 
VII.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES (February 17, 2009) 
 
There were no changes to the minutes. 
 
Mr. Oudsema, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved approval of the February 17, 
2009 HDC Minutes as submitted.  With a voice vote, the motion carried with five 
ayes and one abstention.  Mr. Bonsignore abstained from voting. 
 
XI.  DISCUSSION 
 
 A.  Van Beck Roofing and Siding – Presentation by Chris Landis regarding 
new contractor for window rehabilitation and Supertherm paint (1125 King 
Highway, Kalamazoo, MI 49001) (Item F) 
 
Mr. Landis advised that the pamphlet provided to the HDC shows the thickness of the 
Supertherm insulated coating application and the equivalent “r-value” for fiberglass 
insulation.  The coating can be any color paint Sherwin Williams produces from a 
medium to light tone; the dark tones do not perform well in this product.  It has a 25-year 
life expectancy on a residential wall.  It comes with a 10-year material warranty.   It 
offers an R-19 insulation value on the exterior of building.   
 
Ms. Ferraro suggested that the Supertherm could be used on the interior or exterior of the 
roof to help with loss of heat or cooling through the roof.  Mr. Landis advised that the 
best method for the roof would be application of the product on the inside of the home on 
the ceiling.  Most paint is about 22% ceramic, this is a 66% ceramic-base paint, which 
provides more insulation value than vinyl siding and preserves wood siding on the 
exterior of the home.  This product has an R-20 value when used for an interior 
application.  It has an 8.8 perm rating, which allows moisture out.  Most siding has a 
perm rating of 5. It also has a .01 water vapor transmission and can be used as an extra 
ice and water guard under shingles.  The return on investment with this product is about 
four years.  Mr. Landis stated that he didn’t bring samples but could provide them if 
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needed.  This is a reflective and deflective material to keep cold out in the winter and heat 
out in the summer.   This product has been used in Germany, Florida and Colorado.   
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired as to how long this product has been on the market.  Mr. Landis 
advised that it has been on the market for about ten years and has been used for 
residential and commercial applications.  It has also been used on the bottom side of the 
space shuttle for re-entry.   
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired as to why this product is not commonly used if it has been in 
existence for ten years.  Mr. Landis advised that there are only six dealers in the United 
States with this product.  Ms. Ferraro mentioned that special training is required to be 
able to apply this product.   
 
Mr. Oudsema inquired if Mr.  Landis was aware if this product has been used in any 
historic districts.  Mr. Landis stated that it has been used in Denver and San Antonio 
historic districts.  Ms. Ferraro offered to contact the Historic Preservation Coordinators in 
those towns to get feedback regarding the performance of this product.  Mr. Oudsema 
suggested keeping an open mind about this product, but stated that more information 
would be needed before a decision could be made. 
 
Ms. Ferraro inquired as to how this product could be removed.  Mr. Landis stated that he 
was not sure about removal of the product, but it can be painted over.  Ms. Ferraro 
mentioned that there is a product called liquid vinyl siding which will bulge if water or 
air gets behind it.  It can be removed with K-1 kerosene.   
 
Mr. Oudsema requested information regarding the cost of this product for a 1,600 square 
foot, two-story, frame home.  Mr. Landis stated that it would cost approximately $7,600 
in labor and material.   
 
Mr. Cinabro inquired if the HDC was expected to endorse or approve the use of this 
product.  Ms. Ferraro advised that she gets questions about new products and paint and 
the HDC needs to be able to form an opinion about those products.  The presentation is 
for informational purposes only.  The HDC cannot endorse this product but might be able 
to approve it for certain uses.   
 
Mr. Landis stated that this product is no thicker than a business card or about two coats of 
paint (10 mils). 
 
Mr. Nave inquired as to what happens when the product comes off.  Mr. Landis stated 
that the product has a 20 to 25 year life expectancy.  He further stated that he would try to 
get answers to the questions that have been asked.   
 
Mr. Nave mentioned that if this product looks like vinyl, the HDC would probably not 
approve it.  Mr. Landis stated that it reflects 95% of the heat load and can be applied over 
vinyl.  Ms. Ferraro suggested applying the product to some of the trim pieces she has to 
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see what it looks like.  It is important to not obliterate the fine details.  Mr. Landis stated 
that the product does not fill in grooves on cedar or stucco. 
 
Ms. Seaverson commented that the fact sheet doesn’t say what the product is being 
compared to.  How does it compare to other light-colored coatings?  Mr. Landis stated 
that he has a CD with examples showing the product on two buildings with two different 
temperatures for a 24-hour period.  Ms. Seaverson commented that the information 
provided about Supertherm states that the product by itself does not protect against heat 
loss and gain through conduction.  Therefore, it is an r-equivalent and it is supposed to be 
used with foam insulation in northern regions and countries subject to hard freezes.  Mr. 
Landis advised that Supertherm can be placed directly over the wood siding, which has a 
natural r-value.  He suggested that applying the product directly to the wood should be 
sufficient.   
 
Mr. Bonsignore disagreed with regard to the r-value of the wood when this product is 
applied.  He commented that most of the examples in the literature are from high-cooling 
areas, such as Phoenix, which deal with radiant heat loss and gain.  If this product is used 
in Michigan to keep warm, it might be a disappointment.  It would be better to use this 
product on interior surfaces to keep the heat in.  The R-19 equivalent is radiant heat not 
conduction.  Mr. Landis stated that he was not suggesting that fiberglass insulation would 
not be necessary.  Mr. Bonsignore commented that the figures in the brochure could lead 
to abuses if individuals reading the information are not informed about what r-value 
means.  This product could work with a properly insulated house to help retain heat in the 
house, but it would be less useful on the outside in northern climates.   
 
Mr. Oudsema stated that he would prefer to see this product on wood.  Stucco houses are 
less than 2% of the housing stock in Kalamazoo.  There is a high percent of wood frame 
houses in this community.  It would be helpful to see the product applied to a house 
before a further evaluation could be made.   
 
Ms. Ferraro requested more details about the window restoration services.  Mr. Landis 
stated that a company in Indiana does the window restoration.  The wood windows would 
be removed, sanded, finished, rejoined at the corners, and the glass would be reglazed.    
He stated that he was not sure about the historic district rules.  Ms. Ferraro advised that 
the HDC prefers restoration of windows rather than replacement.  Mr. Landis stated that 
he could provide pictures of a 133 year old house in Mendon that the company is 
currently working on.  The employees from the Indiana office are using the Mendon 
house to train a local crew to do the work.  He inquired as to the HDC’s 
recommendations for restoring windows.  Ms. Ferraro advised that the windows should 
be as close as possible to the way they were originally.   
 
 B.  Demolition notice proposal (Item G) 
 
Ms. Ferraro advised that a proposal for noticing adjacent property owners of potential 
demolitions, new construction or moving of structures was included in the March HDC 
packet.  City staff would be responsible for mailing the notices to property owners.   
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Mr. Cinabro inquired if adopting such a noticing procedure would address the concerns 
expressed by Mr. Snyder at last month’s meeting.  Ms. Ferraro responded in the 
affirmative.  She stated that property owners within 300 feet of the subject property 
would be notified of the opportunity to comment at a public hearing in front of the HDC.  
Mr. Cinabro inquired if the proposed noticing procedures would require an ordinance 
amendment.  Ms. Ferraro stated that she was uncertain if an ordinance change would be 
required, and that she would look into that possibility.   
 
Mr. Oudsema questioned if 300 feet would be an adequate distance for the mailings to be 
sent.  He commented that it should help spread the word if there is an inflammatory issue 
in the neighborhood.  Mr. Bonsignore mentioned the importance of staying consistent by 
using the 300 foot radius that other boards use.  Ms. Ferraro commented that 
neighborhood associations would also receive notices.  She already e-mails HDC packets 
to about 35 people; additional people can be added to the distribution list as requested.  
The HDC packets are posted on the city’s website and can be accessed by the public. 
 
Ms. Seaverson expressed concern that “substantial new construction” is not defined in the 
proposal; does that language refer to additions to a main structure?  Ms. Ferraro stated 
that the addition of a stoop on the back porch would not be considered substantial 
construction.  However, a family room addition on the back of the house would probably 
be defined as substantial construction.   
 
Ms. Ferraro advised that possible upcoming agenda items include a proposed garage 
addition and a house to be moved into the historic district.  It might be possible to do a 
“test run” of the noticing procedures if these agenda items are pursued, and then proceed 
with an ordinance amendment.  She suggested that the noticing requirements may be 
procedural rather than ordinance driven.  For instance, when work is being done in the 
historic district, green signs are posted at the property to let the inspectors and neighbors 
know the work has been approved.  Those signs are not mandated by the ordinance.  In 
Ann Arbor, signs are posted on the site before the historic district meetings to advise 
what is being proposed, notices are sent to people within a certain distance, and the 
decision is posted on the building.   
 
Mr. Nave referred to the proposal for the Langeland Funeral Home from the February 
agenda.  He stated that Mr. DeLoof, the builder who made the presentation, visited his  
office to discuss the project.  The week after that visit, Mr. DeLoof passed away.  Ms. 
Ferraro advised that she is waiting for someone to approach her again about the project.   
 
Mr. Cinabro inquired if a motion would be necessary to approve the noticing procedure.  
Ms. Ferraro suggested deferring approval of the noticing procedures pending further 
input.  There should be further clarification regarding the time needed to allow for 
demolition or moving of a house.  Also, the term “substantial construction” needs to be 
defined.  For instance, would a garage be considered “substantial construction?”  The 
noticing requirements could state that if a building permit is needed, then noticing will be 
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required.  Mr. Nave suggested that noticing could be required for any building over 80 
square feet (8’ x 10’). 
 
Mr. Oudsema questioned if a request for a garage demolition should be noticed out.  Ms. 
Ferraro referred to an agenda item from the past that requested demolition of a 5-car 
garage.  She suggested that garages should be including in the noticing procedures, with 
the possible exception of single-car garages.   
 
Mr. Oudsema commented that noticing of garage demolitions could lengthen the HDC 
meetings. Ms. Ferraro stated that it would be typical for only one person to show up at a 
ZBA meeting to speak at a public hearing.  In response to Mr. Nave’s question, Ms. 
Ferraro advised that the DBB (Dangerous Buildings Board) does not require noticing of 
surrounding property owners.  Mr. Nave commented that only one person spoke at the 
public hearing in front of the Planning Commission when he presented the project for 
1516 W. Michigan.  Ms. Ferraro estimated that there is typically a 1% to 5% turnout at 
public hearings as a result of notices that are sent to property owners about agenda items. 
 
Mr. Oudsema stated that he would prefer to see noticing for inhabitable, primary 
structures only.  Mr. Bonsignore commented that garages sometimes have living spaces 
above them.  He referred to the Stuart House, which has a substantial carriage 
barn/garage.  Removal of that garage would be a major change to the neighborhood.  Ms. 
Ferraro suggested that noticing could be provided when residential structures are 
involved. 
 
Ms. Seaverson inquired if property owners would be required to come before the HDC if 
they put in a new garage.  Ms. Ferraro advised that new construction in the historic 
district would require HDC approval.  Ms. Seaverson stated that she was in favor of 
noticing for projects that require building permits.  Ms. Ferraro commented that some 
sheds are small enough that a building permit would not be required for them to be 
constructed.  They would require HDC approval to be built, but tearing them down would 
not be an issue.  It is important to have notification regarding projects that could change 
the nature of the neighborhood.  Accordingly, the noticing procedures could also include 
large signs.   
 
Mr. Cinabro suggested waiting for further comments about the proposed noticing 
procedures and revisiting this issue at the April meeting.   
 
Mr. Cinabro, supported by Mr. Oudsema, moved to defer action regarding the 
proposed HDC noticing procedures to allow time for the HDC to provide comments 
to Ms. Ferraro.  A full recommendation is to be presented at the April meeting.  
With a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously. 
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XII.  Other Business 
 
A.  FYI Report (Chenery Auditorium) (Item H) 
 
Mr. Nave advised that he looked at the work that has been done to this building.  He 
commented favorably regarding the changes that have been made.  In response to Mr. 
Nave’s question, Ms. Ferraro confirmed that the HDC has no authority over the changes 
that are being made to the building because it is under the jurisdiction of the State Board 
of Education.  However, the HDC can provide comments to the school board on the work 
that is being done.  Ms. Ferraro referred to the pictures that were presented, and stated 
that the pillar sign is not part of the current proposal.  The gingko tree at the northeast 
part of the property will remain, however, it is missing in the picture so that a better view 
of the windows could be provided.  There are plans to restore the window openings and 
install aluminum-clad windows with the original configuration.   
 
Ms. Seaverson inquired if some of the original windows are still on the east elevation.  
Ms. Ferraro confirmed that there are a few of the original windows in the front of the 
building in the center.   
 
Ms. Ferraro advised that changes to the auditorium include new seating, new curtains, 
and new paint.  By the main entrance and to the right, there is an area where the floor 
slants at a 30 degree angle.  That area will be reconfigured, and will include a two-story 
lobby area with a balcony and a barrier-free ramp.   
 
Mr. Nave commented that most of the changes are proposed for the Dutton Street 
entrance.  A steel canopy was added on this side supported by new piers, clad in 
limestone, that reflect the designs of the original piers flanking the Dutton Street door. 
The steel canopy is a rectangle on the outside; on the inside it has an arched top to 
promote drainage.  Ms. Ferraro stated that the original staircase will be restored, and the 
trim and details are to be continued down the hallway.   
 
Mr. Oudsema stated that the funds for this project have been raised through a soft 
fundraiser.  Future fundraisers may provide money for a more elaborate redo.  Ms. 
Ferraro advised that the remodeling should be completed by the time the Gilmore 
Festival starts in May 2010.  The final remodel has been estimated to cost approximately 
$15,000,000. 
 
Ms. Ferraro mentioned that the canopy extends past the piers so visitors can be dropped 
off under the canopy when the city approves the curb cut.   
 
Ms. Seaverson stated that she saw the complete presentation by Kingscott and it looks 
like they are doing a nice job.  Ms. Ferraro advised that the work is being done to the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, even though the historic tax credit is not involved 
due to the applicant’s non-profit status.   
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Ms. Ferraro stated that the election of officers will take place at next month’s HDC 
meeting, and that will be added to the agenda. 
 
Information regarding treated wood was included in the March HDC packet .  The 
manufacturer advises that their product is dimensionally stable, treated wood.  Mr. Nave 
advised that Menards is selling South American Amazon Teak for deck boards.  This 
material costs $20 for a board that is 8 feet long and 5 ½ inches wide. 
 
IX.  ADJOURNMENT 
 
Mr. Oudsema, supported by Mr. Cinabro, moved to adjourn the March 17, 2009 
meeting of the Historic District Commission.  With a voice vote, the motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 6:25 p.m. 
 
 
Submitted by: _________________________________ Date: __________________ 
   Recording Secretary 
 
Reviewed by: _________________________________ Date: __________________ 
   Staff Liaison 
 
Approved by: ________________________________ Date: __________________ 
   HDC Chair 

ITEM Q

11 of 11



HDC 04/21/09 ITEM R



HDC VIOLATIONS      Current 

Will disappear from next month’s report – work completed satisfactorily 

Date 
Original 

V# Owner Prop
Add 

Prop 
street 

Violation Comment, Action, 
Response 

10/01/2008 1 Mike Tustin 109 Allen Blvd. Steps and handrail Letter 10/01/08 No charge 
06/23/2007 2 Lobra Mgmt 425  Bellevue Block NW porch column Letter 09/30/08  $70 
06/03/2003 1 Lobra Mgmt 421  Bellevue Siding, side door, front handrails Letter 09/30/08  $70 

Cancel vinyl window – predates HD 
10/03/2008 1 St. Francois 523 Cedar W Steps, replaced W side door Letter 10/03/08 No charge 
11/05/2007 1 St. Francois 809 Cedar W Basement windows, shutters Letter 10/02/08 $70 
06/30/2008 2 Moore, Michael  827 Cedar W Front porch guardrails Letter 10/01/08 $70 
12/15/2006 2 Zabavski 838  Davis North attic window false muntin Will do 06/09/08  Letter 10/02/08 
10/21/2008 1 Civic Theater 720 Dutton Pl Handrails not to standards 11/12/08 – will repair next 

year 
08/27/2004 3 Brian Duff 603 Elm Front steps Paint steps (10/01/08) 
05/27/2008 1 Tedarial Edwards 721  Forest Chain link fence Letter 10/02/08 $70 
12/18/08 1 Lola Atkinson 813 Hoffman Handrails – front steps Letter 12/18/08 No charge 
06/22/2005 3 Laurance James 407 Locust Front porch To Anti-Blight Team 10/01/08 
05/27/2008 1 Danielle Miller 619 Lovell W W. side door NONE 
05/27/2008 1 Ken Ladd 719 Lovell W Rear handrails NONE 
05/27/2008 1 Atlas Universal 925 Lovell W Front window  Rebuild frame/re-install window 
08/01/2008 1 Gary Alkire 936 Lovell W Rear steps & handrail COA issued  exp 3/26/09 
05/27/2008 1 Drew Deters 730 McCourtie Handrails, front Letter 10/02/08 $70 
05/27/2008 1 Commerce Real Estate 614 McCourtie New front door Sent details of needed work – 06-

10-08 No response 07-30-08 
10/07/08 1 Member First Mortgage LLC 817 Normal Ct Handrail Letter 10/07/08 no charge 

05/17/2005 2 Nolan Payne 902 North, W Front porch – paint Paint by end of Sept 
07/05/2006 3 Fed. Nat’l Mortgage 525  Oak Porch guardrail Foreclosed 12/07/07 notice to bank 

10/02/2008 1 Gerald Wright 809  Oak Rear staircase rails Letter 10/02/08 No charge 
08/01/2008 2 Commerce Real Estate 225 Old Orchard Fence in side yard Letter 10/01/08 $70 
05/27/2008 1 Parrott Properties  447 South W Porch skirt Site visit – app due 06/10/08 
03/27/2003 3 Fuller/Skandis 530 South W Wall To attorney for ticket 06/09/08 

06/03/2008 2 734 Village LLC 734 Village Handrails on front steps Adm App 11/21 – deadline 06/15/09 

06/30/2008 1 David Knibbe 817 Vine Place Guardrail – front porch NONE 
10/02/08 1 Deutsche Bank 223 Vine W Unpainted steps & guardrails New owner will paint 
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Will disappear from next month’s report – work completed satisfactorily 

06/03/2008 1 Rodney Hixon/Derick 
Thomas 

224 Vine W Guardrail, W end fr porch COA to new owner 12/16/08 
Rebuild to HDC standards 

06/03/2008 2 Scott Soorus 437  Vine W New windows at rear HDC denied 11/18/08 
05/18/2007 2 Mark & Chris Brainerd 729 Vine W Wingwalls COA Issued 10/06/08; due 

12/02/08 
07/14/2008 1 John Arend 725 Vine W Roof w/o COA or permit New owner 

12/18/2008 1 Ruth Murphy  817 Westnedge S New tattoo parlor sign Letter 12/18/08 No charge 
06/30/2008 1 Fabian, Joe 1201 Westnedge S Replaced garage doors w/siding & 

windows 
HDC approve in concept 
11/18/08 

09/09/1999 1 Matthew Kuiper 612  Wheaton Side porch rails & steps Letter 10/02/08  $70 
04/05/2005 3 Lola Atkinson 718 Willard W W side porch Updated steps for remedy 

07/22/08 due 9/30/08 
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Historic District Commission 
FYI – Report From The Coordinator 

April 21, 2009 
 
 
YEAR TO DATE COA’s   YEAR TO DATE - New Violations 

2009 – 141 (last month 79)  2009 - 2 
2008    - 130    2008 - 2 

      
 
VIOLATIONS – See the attached violation table for details on current violations. Not much change since 
December because of winter. 
 
 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSIONER TRAINING – In the ideal world, all the historic 
district commissioners would participate in training once a year. In 2009, the Michigan Historic 
Preservation Network is offering training on the Saturday, May 16th at their annual conference in Grand 
Rapids. The training starts at 9:00 (see opposite side of this report for details) and finishes at noon. The 
cost is $25/person and will be covered either by city funds for the HDC or by the Historic Preservation 
Commission. If you are interested in attending please let me know and I can make arrangements to 
register you. You are, of course, welcome to attend the entire conference. The conference brochure – with 
some GREAT topics – is at www.mhpn.org – click on conference brochure. If you attend the entire 
conference, you can be re-imbursed for $25 of your registration fee. PLEASE REMIND ME WHO 
WANTED TO GO!! 
 
WINDOW TRAINING WORKSHOP: The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) annually 
makes matching grants to eligible communities, qualified as Certified Local Governments for 
preservation planning and education projects from the Federal Historic Preservation Fund. In the 2009 
grant cycle, there are funds left over and the SHPO has proposed that they use the grant funds to present a 
Window Rehabilitation Training Workshop in July 2009 in Kalamazoo. The workshop would be planned 
and administered by a qualified agency with the city of Kalamazoo providing local support and assistance 
in organization. The ten day workshop would train ten students in appropriate window rehabilitation and 
weatherization techniques over ten classroom days including training in Lead Safe Work Practices 
qualified under the HUD/EPA Renovation, Repair, and Painting (RRP) Rule. 
 
The SHPO is hoping that this training will become the template for training contractors to rehabilitate 
older homes. Economic studies in Michigan and nationwide show that funds spent on rehabilitation tend 
to stay in the local area – with small scale contractors able to make a living wage to repair existing 
housing stock rather than build new homes. Window rehabilitation workers are in short supply and a 
trained worker can start a small business for a minimal investment. This training could be the first step 
towards re-employment or employment. 
The workshop will be July 6 to 17, 2009 
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PLEASE ADD ANY OTHER QUESTIONS YOU HAVE AND WE WILL 
FORWARD TO MANUFACTURER AND DISTRIBUTOR: 
 
1. How long this product has been on the market? 
 
2. Has this product been used in any historic districts? Which ones? (Denver and San Antonio 

were mentioned at the HDC meeting) 
 
3. How is this product removed if it is necessary to strip it?  
 
4. After the warranty runs out, what happens when the product begins to fail? Can it just be 

painted over or is additional surface preparation needed? 
 
5. What would be the cost of this product for a 1,600 square foot, two-story, frame home 

applied to the exterior?  
 
6. How does it compare to other light-colored coatings in terms of energy savings?  
 



Erin Seaverson’s comments: 
Comments on the SuperTherm printed literature with a summary below (I didn't look at 
the cd's): 
  
SuperTherm seems to basically be a high ceramic content paint.  The claim is that it 
"blocks" heat from reaching a material, therefore there can be no heat transmission 
through the underlying material.   
  
It seems to be primarily designed for and tested on metal (think manufactured buildings 
and boats and trailers) in climates for solar gain.  The "Hard Facts" data sheet states 
improved performance, but not improved performance over something specific ....  
Sounds similar to the energy savings for replacement windows, but that's another 
discussion. 
  
It is tested more thoroughly than traditional insulation because it also is tested for paint 
performance, air barrier performance and vapor retarder performance. 
  
No comparison is give to other EnergyStar white roofing materials such as TPO and 
PVC.  I would expect it to be similar and provide similar energy savings. 
  
The company has been around for 17 years and is Superior Products International II.  
I'm not sure what the "II" signifies.  The current formulation for this paint has been 
around no longer than since 2000, possibly even for less time.   
  
SUMMARY: 
If the paint really does block heat from reaching a material, they have a pretty good 
concept for metal buildings, busses, trailers, etc.  Metal building insulation can be 
problematic when done with batts, so this may also be a good solution for that 
application.  However, it seems like a relatively new technology and I'd wait a few years 
before depending on it to see how it plays out.  Coating bus roofs with it might be a 
good testing ground if they need to be painted anyway.  Benefits of use on a traditional 
building in our climate would probably be marginal over any other light colored paint.   
  



 
 
 

Historic Preservation Tax Incentives Program 
 
Technical Preservation Services 
National Park Service 

 
 
Replacement Windows that Meet the Standards 
 
 
The decision-making process for selecting replacement windows divides into two tracks depending on 
whether historic windows remain in place or no historic windows survive.    
 
Replacement of Existing Historic Windows 
 
When historic windows exist, they should be repaired when possible. When they are too deteriorated to 
repair, selection of the replacement windows must be guided by Standard 6. Design, visual qualities, and 
materials are specific criteria provided by the Standard that are pertinent to evaluating the match of a 
replacement window. Evaluating the adequacy of the match of the replacement window involves the 
consideration of multiple issues.  
 
How accurate does the match need to be? 
 
The more important a window is in defining the historic character of a building the more critical it is to 
have a close match for its replacement. Location is a key factor in two ways. It is usually a consideration 
in determining the relative importance of a building’s various parts. For example, the street-facing facade 
is likely to be more important than an obscured rear elevation. The more important the elevation, feature 
or space of which the window is a part, the more important the window is likely to be, and thus, the more 
critical that its replacement be a very accurate match. Secondly, the location of the window can affect 
how much of the window’s features and details are visible. This will affect the nature of an acceptable 
replacement. For example, windows at or near ground level present a different case from windows in the 
upper stories of a tall building.  
 
Using the hierarchy of a building’s features and taking into account the window’s visibility, some general 
guidance can be drawn: 
 
• Replacement windows on primary, street-facing or any highly visible elevations of buildings of three 

stories or less must match the historic windows in all their details and in material (wood for wood and 
metal for metal). 
 

• Replacement windows on the primary, street-facing or any highly visible elevations that are part of 
the base of high-rise buildings must match the historic windows in all their details and in material 
(wood for wood and metal for metal). The base may vary in the number of stories, but is generally 
defined by massing or architectural detailing. 
 

• Replacement windows on the primary, street-facing or highly visible elevations of tall buildings 
above a distinct base must match the historic windows in size, design and all details that can be 
perceived from ground level. Substitute materials can be considered to the extent that they do not 
compromise other important visual qualities.  

 



• Replacement windows on secondary elevations that have limited visibility must match the historic 
windows in size, configuration and general characteristics, though finer details may not need to be 
duplicated and substitute materials may be considered 
 

• Replacement windows whose interior components are a significant part of the interior historic 
finishes must have interior profiles and finishes that are compatible with the surrounding historic 
materials. However, in most cases, the match of the exterior of a replacement window will take 
precedence over the interior appearance. 
 

• Replacement windows in buildings or parts of buildings that do not fit into any of the above 
categories must generally match the historic windows in all their details and in material (wood for 
wood and metal for metal). Variations in the details and the use of substitute materials can be 
considered in individual cases where these differences result in only minimal change to the 
appearance of the window and in no change to the historic character of the overall building.   

 
How well does the new window need to match the old?  
 
The evaluation of the match of a replacement window depends primarily on its visual qualities. 
Dimensions, profiles, finish, and placement are all perceived in relative terms. For example, an eighth of 
an inch variation in the size of an element that measures a few inches across may be imperceptible, yet it 
could be more noticeable on the appearance of an element that is only half an inch in size. The depth of a 
muntin or the relative complexity of a brick mold profile are more often made visually apparent through 
the shadows they create. Thus, while comparable drawings are the typical basis for evaluating a 
replacement window, a three-dimensional sample or mock-up provides the most definitive test of an 
effective visual match.  
 
The way a historic window operates is an important factor in its design and appearance. A replacement 
window, however, need not operate in the same manner as the historic window or need not operate at all 
as long as the change in operation does not change the form and appearance of the window to the point 
that it does not match the historic window or otherwise impair the appearance and character of the 
building.   
 
Factors to consider in evaluating the match of a replacement window: 
 
• Window unit placement in relation to the wall plane; the degree to which the window is recessed 

into the wall. 
 

o The location of the window affects the three-dimensional appearance of the wall.  
 
• Window frame size and shape. For example, with a wood window, this would include the brick 

mold, blind stop, and sill. 
 

o The specific profile of the brick mold is usually less critical than its overall complexity and 
general shape, such as stepped or curved. 

 
o Typical sight lines reduce the importance of the size and profile of the sill on windows high 

above ground level, especially when the windows are deeply set in the wall. 
 

o Though a blind stop is a small element of the overall window assembly, it is a noticeable part of 
the frame profile and it is an important part of the transition between wall and glass.  

 2



o Steel windows that were installed as a building’s walls were constructed have so little of their 
outer frame exposed that any replacement window will necessitate some addition to this 
dimension, but it must be minimal. 

 
•  Glass size and divisions. 
 

o Muntins reproduced as simulated divided lights – consisting of a three-dimensional exterior grid, 
between-the-glass spacers, and an interior grid – may provide an adequate match when the 
dimensions and profile of the exterior grid are equivalent to the historic muntin and the grid is 
permanently affixed tight to the glass.  

 
• Sash elements width and depth. For example with a wood window, this would include the rails, 

stiles and muntins; with a steel window, this would include the operator frame and muntins. 
 

o The depth of the sash in a double-hung window, or its thickness, affects the depth of the offset at 
the meeting rail of a hung window. This depth is perceived through the shadow that it creates.    

 
o Because of its small size, even slight differences in the dimension of a muntin will have a 

noticeable effect on the overall character of a window. Shape, as well as depth, is important to the 
visual effect of a muntin. 

 
o The stiles of double-hung historic windows align vertically and are the same width at the upper 

and lower sashes. The use of single-hung windows as replacements may alter this relationship 
with varying effects on the appearance of a window.  In particular, when the distinction between 
the frame and the sash is blurred, details such as lugs may be impossible to accurately reproduce. 

 
o Meeting rails of historic windows were sometimes too narrow to be structurally sound.  

Reproducing a structurally-inadequate condition is not required. 
 
o The operating sash of a steel window is usually wider than the overall muntin grid of the window.  

In addition, the frame of the operating sash often has slight projections or overlaps that vary from 
the profile of the surrounding muntins. The shadow lines the muntins create add another 
important layer to the three-dimensional appearance of the window.     

 
• Materials and finish. 
 

o While it may be theoretically possible to match all the significant characteristics of a historic 
window in a substitute material, in actuality, finish, profiles, dimensions and details are all 
affected by a change in material.   

 
o In addition to the surface characteristics, vinyl-clad or enameled aluminum-clad windows may 

have joints in the cladding that can make them look very different from a painted wood window.   
 
o Secondary window elements that do not match the finish or color of the window can also 

diminish the match.  Examples include white vinyl tracks on dark-painted wood windows or 
wide, black, glazing gaskets on white aluminum windows.  
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• Glass characteristics. 
 

o Insulated glass is generally acceptable for new windows as long as it does not compromise other 
important aspects of the match. 

 
o The clarity and reflectivity of standard clear window glass are significant characteristics of most 

windows. Because these characteristics are often diminished for old glass, new glass equivalent to 
the original should be the basis for evaluating the glazing proposed for new windows.  Color 
should only be a noticeable characteristic of the new glass where it was historically, and any 
coating added must not perceptibly increase the reflectivity of the glass.   

 
o Where the glazing is predominantly obscure glass, it may be replaced with clear glass, but some 

evidence of the historic glazing must be retained, either in parts of windows or in selected 
window units. 

 
Replacement Windows Where No Historic Windows Remain  
 
Replacement windows for missing or non-historic windows must be compatible with the historic 
appearance and character of the building. Although replacement windows may be based on physical or 
pictorial documentation, if available, recreation of the missing historic windows is not required to meet 
the Standards. Replacement of missing or non-historic windows must, however, always fill the original 
window openings and must be compatible with the overall historic character of the building. The general 
type of window – industrial steel, wood double-hung, etc. – that is appropriate can usually be determined 
from the proportions of the openings, and the period and historic function of the building. The appearance 
of the replacement windows must be consistent with the general characteristics of a historic window of 
the type and period, but need not replicate the missing historic window. In many cases, this may be 
accomplished using substitute materials. There may be some additional flexibility with regard to the 
details of windows on secondary elevations that are not highly visible, consistent with the approach 
outlined for replacing existing historic windows. Replacing existing incompatible, non-historic windows 
with similarly incompatible new windows does not meet the Standards.  
 
 
December 2007 
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