KALAMAZOO HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
AGENDA - September 15, 2009
5:00pm

Kalamazoo City Hall - City Commission Chambers - 2" floor
241 W. South St. Kalamazoo, M1 49007

L Call to Order:

II. Approval of Absences: Linda DeYoung
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 at www.kalamazoocity.org/localhistoricdistricts .

VI. OLD BUSINESS
5:05 pm
A. 609 Elm Owners: Jean Baraka-Love & Paul Love
Contractor: Frank Mumford, Sir Home Improvement
Style: Craftsman Built: 1926
Replace five windows in the southwest second floor (master bedroom)
(IHA 09-0127 Old Application)
NEW BUSINESS
5:15 pm
B. 203 East Michigan Owner: Derek Wisner
Architect: Nelson Nave
Style: Craftsman Year Bult: 1885 + 1910
Renovate 3 facades: south/front, west/alley and north/rear.
(IHV 09-0374 New Application)


http://www.kalamazoocity.org/localhistoricdistricts

VII. Approval of Minutes: August 18, 2009 (available at meeting)
VIII. Administrative Approvals (All work to Standards NH = NON HISTORIC))

1. 712 Academy - steps (358) 14. 925 W. Lovell - rail waiver (362)

2. 1503 Academy - dormers (344) 15. 925 W. Lovell - repair siding (364)
3. 809 W. Cedar - window (359) 16. 810 Normal Ct - rail waivers (371)

4. 806 Davis - storm doors (373) 17. 810 Normal Ct - rails (370)

5. 708 Dutton Pl - rail waivers (351) 18. 209 Old Orchard - windows (365)

6. 710 Dutton PI - rail waivers (352) 19. 1105 S. Park - gutters (347)

7. 411 Eldred - rails (356) 20. 629 W. South - porch/siding repairs,
8. 411 Eldred - side door (368) remove BF ramp (367)

9. 204 Elm Place - rail waiver (346) 21. 705 W. South - porch/siding (366)
10. 204 Elm place - fence (372) 22. 812 W. Vine - repair wood (357)

11. 1518 Henderson - deck (361) 23. 837 W. Walnut - roof (349)

12. 722 W. Kalamazoo - rail waivers (353) 24. 1324 S. Westnedge - rear deck (345)
13. 1032 W. Kalamazoo - roof (369) 25. 712 W. Willard - garage repairs (360)
IX. RENEWALS - address - work (date of original COA)

1. 512 Douglas - repairs (08/2008) 2. 428 Woodward — repairs (03/2008)
X. AMENDMENTS

722 W. Kalamazoo - rail waivers (09-0064) 321-3 Stuart - rail waiver (08-0470)

XI. VIOLATIONS: See attached violation report

XII. Other Business:
A. FYI report

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.

A note on quorum:

City of Kalamazoo Code of Ordinance — Chapter 16 — Historic District Commission — section 19 states:

“A majority of the members of the Commission shall constitute a quorum. A majority of the members is
required to take action on all matters not of an administrative nature, but a majority of a quorum may
deal with administrative matters.” All applicants should be aware that the minimum of four of the
commissioners must vote for a motion for a decision to be made in all actions. Applicants have the choice
to postpone their review to the next regularly scheduled meeting of the commission before the
commission begins their deliberations if fewer than seven commissioners are present. The postponement
form is available from the coordinator and must be filled out and signed before the applicant leaves the
meeting.
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THE CITY OF

Community Planning and Development
Historic District Commission

Development Center, 445 West Michigan

W Kalamazoo, MI 49007
Telephone: (269) 337-8804; FAX (269) 337-8513
ferraros@kalamazoocity.org

Postponement of Review - Historic District Commission

Wednesday, August 19, 2009
OWNER:
LOVE, PAUL
609 ELM ST
KALAMAZOO, MI 49007

APPLICANT:

Sir Home Improvements
Frank Mumford

12849 US 131
Schoolcraft, M1 49087

Property Address: 609 ELM ST
CASE #IHA 09-0127

At the August 18", 2009 meeting of the Historic District Commission the project application was
reviewed for work to be done at 609 EIm St. After a presentation by Frank Mumford of Sir Home
Improvements and Dave Kiley representing Marvin Windows, a motion was made to approve the
replacement of the five specified windows:

A motion by Nelson Nave, seconded by Bob Oudsema to accept replacement windows as presented
with all exterior trim to remain in place unaltered with the exception of the additional small sill.
The motion failed with three commissioners voting in favor and two opposed.

According to the Code of Ordinance of the City of Kalamazoo:
Chapter 16 — Historic District Commission, Section 19
A majority of the members of the Commission shall constitute a quorum. A majority of the members is
required to take action on all matters not of an administrative nature, but a majority of a quorum may deal
with administrative matters.

In order to pass a motion with five appointed members present, a quorum of the appointed members (four)
is required. Thus the motion failed. The outcome was neither a denial of the proposed work nor approval.
At that point a commissioner could have made a new motion to deny, but they chose to make a motion to
invite the applicant to present the case again, without prejudice, at the next Historic District Commission
meeting on Tuesday September 15, 20009.

This review will be the first item on the agenda for the September 15™ meeting, unless we hear from the
owner or contractor asking the coordinator to remove the project from the agenda.

For your convenience, at the end of this letter | have also appended a list of qualified companies from the
HDC contractors list.

If the decision is made not to pursue this project, please call the coordinator and it will be cleared off the
system.

Please call the Historic Preservation Coordinator at 337-8804, Monday through Friday, 8 AM to 5 PM, if

1 of 23



IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09 ITEMA

you have any questions.

”

4

~—S Wednesday, August 19, 2009

Sharon Ferraro, Historic Preservation Coordinator Date

cc: property file

Phone (269) 337-8804 FAX (269) 337-8513 email: ferraros@kalamazoocity.org

WINDOWS
Blackberry Windows 6477 West KL Ave (269) 353-8844
Mike Shields Kalamazoo, MI 49009

(Restores wood windows)

Old Home Rehab 225 Parsons (269) 806-8551
Peter Carroll Kalamazoo, MI 49007
Repair of wooden windows and frames, stripping paint, putty, sash weights. oldhomerehab@mac.com

Window Replacement Systems Richard Spigelmyer (269) 385-8214
(Restores wood windows)

STORM WINDOWS
All Season Window 812 Bryant (269) 385-4475
Art and Sherry Larson Kalamazoo, M1 49001 fax (269) 385-1810
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APPLICATION for CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS - GENERAL
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission
Community Planning & Development Department

‘ W 445 W. Michigan Avenue, Suite 101
. Kalamazoo, M| 49007
o Phone (269) 337-8804
Fax (269) 337-8513

cpd@kalamazoocity.org

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

Property Address (c‘:ﬂm tz_ //’7’7 %‘f' - Historic District l/' ?ZDO
OWNER: Name \_}G‘C{HV;@ Bamlg-love B ool Love
Address (:_n(“)cf Elm S+ :
City, State, Zip_KCilerrmaz o WL L9007
Phone L2 BHS IS B Cell
Fax - Email OOV CNKE QNN . COMN

APPLICANT: Name _ S\ P A8\t DIONSWAS IS
Address \2‘?”@ CJ E l‘\? ’ —
City, State, Zip OGN HGOKT
Phone \ngf) CIXD7 e Zm%l‘g{m
Fax 2L FG 7403 Email _{ ¢ At Q\‘@W")Mg LYy

PROPOSED WORK: (Flease be as specific as possible including a complete description of the part of the structure
where work will be done. See examples on next pa?&aUse additional sheets to describe work if necessary.)
LoreOy oM ke ey A0 oy - cf@a L pnoratny

THE -CITY OF

i =)

LOVAOETS, — L1 evD hes LOTRGNS, e ped DoV b usest g |
- i \ * -
\ve LoRAGKE e unons - S8 e NEIAE - A exdedoar (o e p:«.w\}‘-eés
= o SDC g de $ Spcer Yoa o B
CHECKLIST: Orefar ﬂ\CéS
] [ 1 Materials fist

[ ] Drawings 11 x 17 or smaller [ ] Site plan with north arrow
[ ] Exisiing building measurements [ ] Other
[ ] Measurements of addition/change
[ ] Please initial to verify at least one working smoke detactor in each dwelling unit. As required by state law, this
itern must be initialed for the application to be considered complete.

IMPORTANT.

A project is not ready for review by the HDGC 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 follewing -

Tuesday at the HDC's n-%’y meeting. Elgcironic submissions are preferred; hard copy submissions are acceptable.
} - .
Applicant's Signature \.F.va _fLak wfﬁﬁ Date o C? / OQ
Qwnar's Signature Date / /
Staff use only: Case number Application complete { /
Administrative Staff review date / / COA Issued / /
HOC Meeting Data i f Approval in Concapt / /
Letter mailed { !
Final HDC Action Action date / !

[ ] Approve [ ] Site Visit [ ] Approve with conditiens [ } Denial [ ] Postpone [ ] Withdrawn [ ] Notice to procesd

‘ 30f 23
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WINDOW ELEMENT
measurements 7
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Property Address _ (0O [ | v\

Window manufacturer é'bg Ay Uiin

Coordinators use only: Case#_ L U T O9-0(277

Kalamazxoo Historic District Commission 269-337- 8804 revised Dec. 2004
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YOUR LICENSE MUST BE DISPLAYED IN A PROMINENT PLACE,
BEVEHSE SIDE OF LICENGE CONTAINS IMPORTANT INFORMATION.

Inguiries Regarding this License
Please provide your license number on all correspondence,
and when contacting the Department.

www.michigan.gov/cammerciallicensing

Bureau of Commercial Services

‘Department of Labor & Enonomic Growth

PO. Box 30018
Lansing, ! 48002

BOARD OF RES BUILDERS AND
M&A CONTRACTORS
1-517-c4l-92648

Gomplaint information
The issuance of this license or permit should not be
construed as a waiver or dismissal of any camplaints or
violations pending against the licensee, Its agents,
employees or gualifying officer,

Decorative State of Michigan Wall Certificate
An optional decorative wall certificate is available for a fes. To
obtain & cortificate contact the vendor, Impact Soiutions, at
www impacisolution.net or 200-289-2404,

ZZ/re
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HOME IMPROVEMENTS

ROOFING - EIDINHWTO@TFQ’GQ * WINDOWS / SUNRCCGNS

12849 US 131 = Schoolcraft, M1 48087
T (269) 381-8000 = 1-800-T748-0002

License Mo, 2102118492

Jab No. :E&éﬁ

This AGREEMENT. made thls J’ES day of Jul‘“‘i‘ 20 &9, by and between SIR FOME IMPROVEMENT hereinafar referrad to as
Ly i

Gontractor, and

- Heralnaftar referred to g3 Qwnarle), the parmles herste, hergly agrew that the

Qm'!'Lr:}::mr shal Turrleh @l dlor and mataral asearding 1 the tollowing specilicalions and coniracy termy, on the premises located at

I the Vilage, Township and Qlty _ﬁ'ﬁ.lﬂmm I

Townshigl.

Sta.ta__gj‘ Z Homs Phone 265 /335 J5Tref
Zip H9eedt  workPhone 4

Sir Home Improvements, Inc, proeposes to Turnish materials and labor,
deseribed below or described in any drawing, plans or specifications attachod:

Windows:  Bast Battar Good

# 5 Double Hung

i 2 Ll Silding Windaw
e 3 Lite Sliding Window /4 /2 /4 or 13 143 /3
Ptz Window
Casament Window Single, Doubla, Triple
__ Awnlng Window
- Hopper Window
__ BayWindow
o Bow Windaw 3Lt 4Lt 5Lt
Garden Window
_ GHds - Draw Style Below
__  PatoDeor 5, __ 6 __ __& ___9___ 12
— windew Color to be
Window Glass Options
_ lLewE, Argan, Bunclean
— Deuble Low E, Argarn, Sunclean
____ Triple Pana Low E, Krypten
_ Obseure
Doors

#
#
#
#
i
#
#
#
#
#

_ Entry Deoris) __ Storm Door(s) - Ses attached fornys).

yume Improvemant's Consumear Protection Package
‘/Norkers Compensation Insurance
]

roparty Damage Insurance
L Rarsonal injury Insdrance
Lifetime Labor Warranty
_ Fuel Savings Pledge (only on full house of SER Windaws)
_z Yt Anniversary Inspection

0 - Day Prica Guarantes
Meoney Back Guaranies

o

NN

nstallation Includes:

remiumn Silicone Saulk

v Nop-espanding taam Inaidlation around sach window

aluxe Alurm. Capping. Color ZE P @Vé’ff_ :?)ﬂf“ﬁﬂ'éﬁj
A/8 sereens on dll mevuedbly windows

=R 10 remova axisting windows and dogrs a2 reguined

Mew unils to be installed in existing jambs, headars and silks

| wsgupabiaris b by lkuc) balow)
L Cletn=up and naul away &l job related debrls

ANSERS

Special Instructions: £ 7o, e A /_',, /:Lﬂ o M"E'p Vi, Lo g/,;,uq hg,i,lji qamwlfn",‘,m

4z Hdﬂﬁlyz\_ 4 xR B+ .-'T'*LJ

Mfﬁ'ﬁ‘h FLa X --,54{;.# ,bt‘.ﬂ/ .._ﬂ’-h:.:vd/t “ dnd .:5;[-'

= ‘r_l\'ﬁ"/vr G‘e“ / e /.E’.(.‘r' %ﬂéjf}'—: }l.d /}J -‘-L.'ﬁfu‘-:?/ ﬁ:ff{ C?.#‘l\{" d?c-' .:'-"'?b—- "-'::Ll u‘-:-}-'_[

Do not do:

NOTICE UNDER MICHIGAN SOLICITATION SALES ACT
(Appllcable only if contract was solicited or executad at your residence)
You tha buyar, may cangel this trangaction ar any time priar to midnight of the third business day atter the date of this transaction,
Yoy should sas tha attached Netice of Canculalion fotm on the reverse side of your copy of this agreemant for an explanatian of this right.

NO Q). REFRESENTATIONS SHALL BECONE PART OF THIS AGREEMENT, THS AGREEMENT, Total Gash Price 490577 Finance

ITEMA

6 of 23



IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09 ITEMA

ol -
MARVIN{E
Windogws u;u' BPowre

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Buil sround you!
PRODUCT SPECIFICATION

SECTION 03 52 00
WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG WINDOW
PART 1 GENERAL

1.1 SECTION INCLUDES

A.  Wood ullimate insert [doubla hung] [singlo hung) and related [picture] fransom] window complete with hardwars, glazing, wealher-strip,
[Insect screen] [remavable gelle] [sitnuiated divided lite] [authentic divided lte] (griles-between-the-glass] and standard of speciflad
anchors, irirm and attachments.

1.2 RELATED SECTIONS

Section 61 33 23-Submitial Procedures: Shop Drawings, Product Data, and Samples
Soction 01 82 0U=-Product Dptions

Section 01 65 00-Product Delivery

Sactlon 01 66 Q0-Storage and Handling Requlrements

Segtion 01 71 00-Examination and Freparation

Sectlon 01 73 00~Execution

Section 01 74 00-Cleaning and Waste Managamant

Section 01 765 Q0-Proluetng Installed Construction

Saction 06 22 00-Millwerk: Waod trim ather than furnished by window manutacturer
Section 07 82 00-Jeint Sealants: Sill sealant and petlmeter caulking

Soctien 09 20 00-Paints and Coatings: Palnt or stain other than fastory applied finish

1.3 REFERENCES

A, American sucieg far Testlhg and Matarials (ASTM}
1. E 288 tandard Tost Mated far Rate of Alr Leakage Through Exterlor Windows, Gurtain Walls, and Doors.
o E330  Standard Tast Method for Structural Perfarmance of Exterior Windows, Curtalns Walls, and Daors by Unifori Static Alr
Prassure Difference,
3. E547:  Standard Test Methed for Water Penatration of Exterior Windews, Curlain Walls, and Dacrs by Cyclic Statie Alf
Prassure Differential,
4, Evra:  Spoetication for Sealed Insulated Glass Units,
5. © 1036  Standard Specilication for Flat Glass.
B. Amarican Mational Standards lnstitute / National Waod Window and Door Agsociation NWDA: 1L5.4: Induetry Standard for Water

Rupallent Preservative Treatment far Millwark,

. Amatican Archilectural Manufactures Assoclation / Window and Door Manufactures Associztlon (AAMA f WEMAY: ANSL / AANIA [
NWWDA 101/ 1.8.2-07 Valuntary Speciications for Alurninurm, Vinyl (PVG) and Wood Windowa and Glass Doors and 101/1.5.2/
NAFS-02 Voluntary Parformance Specification for Windows, Skylights and Glass Doors.

0.  ‘Window and Doar Manufacturers Associalion (WMDA): 101 /1.5.2 WDMA Hallmark Cerification Program.
E. Sealwd Insulating Glass Manufacturers Association / Lnsulating Glass Cenification Councll (SIGIMA / 1GCC).

F.  American Architectural Manufacturers Asseciation (AAMA)Y: AAMA 2805 Voluntary Spuelficatlon for High Farformance Organic
Guatings on Architectural Extruslons and Pansls.

G. National Fenestration Bating Council (NFRG): 100 Procadurs for Determining Fenestratian Product Thermal Propeities.

1.4 SYSTEM DESCRIFTION

A.  Desigr and Performance Regulrements:

1. indow Units shall be desigred to comply with ANSI / AAMA / WDMA |.5.2-87 and 101 / 1.5.2 / NAFS=02.
& Doutle Hu% H-LG30 up to 44 X 77.608 Inslde Qpening.
b, Transom - LCA0 up to 44 X 23,051 Inzide Opening.
¢  Bloture: F-LC30 up to 68 X, 77608 Inside Opening.

2, Air lsakage shall not exceed the following when tested at 1.57 psf aggording to ASTM E 283; 0.30 cfm per square foot of frame.

3. Na water penatration shall acour when units are tested at the foliowing pressure according to ASTM E 547; H-LG=80,
TR-LC-30, and F-LG30 - 4.5 pst. ) ]

4 Window assembly shall withstand the feliewing positive or negatlve unifarm statie alt pressure diffarence withaut damage when
tasted according te ASTM E 880: H=1C30, TH-LG-30 and F-LC30 - 45 it

SUBMITTALS

A.  Shop Drawings: Subinli shop drawings uhder provisions of Baction 01 33 23.
B. Product Data: Submit catalog data under provisions of Saction 01 33 23

C. Samples:

1, Bubrnit cornar seclion under provisions of Section 01 33 23.
2, Inclute glazing system, quallty of censtruction, and specifiad finish. . ]
D, Guality Control Submittals: Submit manufactura's carliilcatlons indicating campliance with specitied parformance and daslgn

raqulrements ynder pravisions of Section 01 33 23,

Fewmag@aombooy

-
in
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a1y
MARVIN:E
Windpwe wne Doory

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bult sround you!
PRODUCT SPECIFICATION

1.6 QUALITY ASSURANCE

A. Ragulalary Regulrements: Emergency Exgress ar Rescue: Comply with requirements for sleeping units of [IBC Internatlonal Building
Code] [BOCA Basic Buliding Codel [Southern Bullding Code] [Unfiorm Bullding Coda] [ I

1.7 DELIVERY

A.  Comply with provisions of Section 91 65 00,

B. DReliver In original packaglng and protect from weather,
1.8 STORAGE AND HANDLING

A.  Prime or seal wood surfaces, including surfaca to be soncealad by wall construction, if moere tharm thirly (30} days will expire belween
dalivary and installation,

B.  Stora window unitg in an ypright position in a clean and dry storage area above greund and protect from weather under provisions of
Section 01 €8 00

1.2 WARRAMNTY

A, Windows shall be warranted to be free from defacts in manufacturing, materials, and workmanship for g period af ten {10) yaars fram
purchiase date. ‘

B. Insulating glass shall be warranted against visible obatructlon thrd the glass caused by a failure of the Insulating glass air seal for a
perlod of tweanty (20) vears from the date of ariginal purchase.

PART 2 PRODUCTS

2.1 MANUFACTURED UNITS

A, Dascription: Wood Ultimate Insen {Double Hung] [Single Hung [Stationary] uniks as manufasturad by Marvin Windoews and Doors,
Warroad, Minnesota,

2.2 ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUEBLE HUNG MATERIALS

A, Frame: Finger jointed edge-gluad pine head and side jambs with clear pine interior veneer [finger Jointed edge gluad mahogany head
and gide jambs with clear mahogany interlar veneet] [finger jointad edge glued vertical grain Douglas fir head and side jambs with elear
vartical grain Douglas fir interior vereer). Finger jointad (claar] sill, kiln dried 10 & mgisiure content na greater than twelve (12) persent at
{he limo of tabrication. Water repellent preservative treated in accordancs with WDOMA LS4, Frame thiekiness: 11416 Ingh (17 mm)
fwad and side Jambs, 1 Inch (25 mm) sill, 8 dagrea baval, 1-7/16 inches (37 mm) flat sill avallable. Frame width: 4-8/16 inches (11§
mmp.

B. Sash: Clear ping [mahogany] jvertical graln Douglas 1irl kiin dried to 2 molstura contant Ao graater than twelve (12) percent at the tima
of fabrication. Waber repellent praservative treated i accordance with WDOMA 15,4, Sash thickness: 1-5/8 inches (31 mrm) for double
hung, 1-5/8 inches (41 mm) o @ Inches (51 mm} for picture units. Removable exterlor glazing stops. Gornors Slot and tenoned,
Operable sash tiit 1o interier for ¢leaning or removal,

G, Glazing: Selsct quality complying with ASTM G 1036, Insulating glags SIGMANGCC cerifind to padformange laval CBA whan tested
in arcardance with ASTM E 774,

1. Glazing method:
[Insulating glass] [Altitude adjusted] {single glass]
2. Glass type:
|Clear]
[Bronza)
[Giray]
[Refiactiva bronzea)
[Low E ] fArgon gas]
[Tampared]
[Obsaure)
[Laminated]
3. Glazing seal: Sllicons badding, extarior and intorior,
0. Finigh:
1. Interior / Exterior: [Treatad bare waod] [Latex prima coat, whita - available for pine woosd specles only],
E. Hardwara:
1, PBalance system: Coll spring block and tackle with nylen cord and flber filled nylon elutch.
2, Jamb track: Vinyl extrusion, Golor: {EBelog) [White]- o . .
3. Lock: blgh pressure zinc die-cast [solid brass) cam lock and keeper. Finish: Phosphate coated and electrostatically painted
Satin Taupe [Bronze] [White] [Brass] [Satin Chrome] [Satin Nickelj [Antique Brags] [l rubbad Bronze].

F. wWeather-stip: Unit is weather-sirlppad at jambs with a foam type materlal for added long-term parformance (o seal against beth the
bottorm sash and fop sash stiles. The bottem eash has a weather=strip to seal against e sil, the top check rail has a weather-stip o
saal agalnat the bettom check rail, and the top rall seals against a weather-strip on the head-|amb parting stop, Stationary units:
Continuaus, bulb weather-gtrip at perimeter of sash, Goncealed slotted bulh weather-strip o exterlor of sash, pile weather-strip on
intarior of blind stap, dual durometer bulh weather-strip at bottom rall. Golor: Eeige.

8006 3r.3
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¥ 1
MARVINGL
Windows anu Dnc‘n‘:- ’

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Builtaround you!
PRODUCT SPECIFICATION

G, Insecl Sareens: Field Installed [half screen] [full screen). Half screen covers bottom eash opening, Screen cloth, 18 X 16 mesh:
Charcoal fibarglass [Chareoal aluminum wira) (Black alurinum wire] [Bright aluminum wirg] [Bright bronze wire], Aluminum frame
finish: Fluoropolymar modified acrylic topeoat appliod over primer, Maets or eacoods AAMA 2605 regulterments. Standard color:
[Stane Whits] [Bronzs] [Bahama Brown] [Pebble Gray] [Evergreen]. [Selact colar: [Ebany] [Arctic While] [Sierra White] [French Varillia]
[Dasart Beiga] (Wineberry] [Coconut Cream] [Cashmera] [Cadat Gray] [Cumulus Gray] [Sherwood Green] [Humpton Sage] [Cascade
Bluej [Cobalt Blua]). [Custom color = contact your Marvin representative]. Optional Charcoal High Transparancy scraen mesh
(CH Hi=Tran) 20 x 20 fikerglass.

H. Rumovable Grilles: [3/4 X 15/32 Ingh (19 mm X 12 mm)] [1-1/8 X 15/32 inch (28 mm by 12 mm)] Fina only,

1. Pattern: [Rectangular] [Custom lite layout].
2. Finish: Match interior sash finish.

L. Aulhanle Divided Lites (ADL): [7/8 Inch (22 mm) single glaze pine [mahogany] {vertical grain Douglas fir] muntin] [1-11/16 inches (43
mm) insulating glass pine |mahogany] [vertical grain Douglas fir) muntin].

1. Pattern: [Rectangular] [Custom lite layout],
2. Finish: Maich sash finish,

J.  Simulsted Divided Lites (SOL): [7/8 inch (22 mm) wide] [1 1/8 inch (20 mm) wide] [with internal spacer barg] pina [mahegany] [vertical
grain Douglas fir] adhared to glass with double coated aorylle foam tape.

1. Pattern: [Rectangular] [Custom lite layaut].
2. Finish: Mateh sash finlsh,
K, Grilles-betwean-tha-glass (GBG): 11/16 Inch (17 mom) white contoured aluminum bar. Optional flat aluminum spacer bar, contact your
Marvin represantativa.
2.3 ACCESSORIES AND TRIM
A Installatlon Accessories:

1. Packﬁa of installztion hardware congisting of:
&. wo 5/16 Inch - #10 x 2 1/2 inch jamb Jaek serews
b, Four #7 % 2 inch Phillips pan head installation screws
c. Twojamb liner check rall pads
d.  Four wood flat head plugs {interlor)
2. Scraen grommet(s) ‘ N
2. Sashlifta: Migh pressure zing die~cast. Color: Sulin Taupe [Brenze] [White] [Brass] [Satin Chrome)
[Satin Nickel] [Antlque Brass] |Ol Aubbed Bronze).
3, Bxtarior trim

PART 3 EXECUTION

3.1 EXAMINATION

A, Verlfication of Congitions; Pafore installation, verily openings are plumb, square, and of propar dimension as required in Seotion 01 71
00, Report frame defacts or unsuitable conditlons to the Genaral Sontragtor kafore proceading.

B, Accoptance of Conditions: Beoinning of installatian confirms aceaptance of existing conditions.

3.2 INSTALLATION

A, Cornply with Section 01 73 00,
8, Assamhle and instal window unlt according to manufactura's instructions and reviewsd shop drawings.

&, Install esalant and related backing matetdals at perimeter of unit or Bssambly in accordande with Section 07 92 00 Joint Sealants. Do
not use expansive icam sealant.

0O, Install aceessory tems as requirad,
3.3 GLEANING
A, Remove visibla labels and adhesive rosldue fram glase according to manufaclury's Instructions.
B. Leava windows and giass In a clean condition,” Final cleaning a5 required in Section 91 74 00,
3.4 PROTECTING INSTALLED CONSTRUCTION

A, Comply with Section 01 76 00
B. Protct windows from damage by chemicals, salvanls, palot, of oiher construction cperations thal may Gause damage.

2008=06-02 : 374
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2 /be

IHA 09-0127

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG

HDC 09/15/09 ITEM A

MARVIN<E,

Windawy and Dagrs

Built around you!

EGRESS / NFRC VALUES

W
T
‘ Inalde Openlng Inslde Gpening
Width Haight
26 84 1/16 (2188)
28 78 (1881)
0 72 1516 {1853)
a2 6B 8116 (1741)
a4 G4 3/4 (1645)
36 61 716 (1561)
3B ar greater 58 716 (1484} or greater

Intutollanel Bulliing Gods - 2600

Sucllon 1008 Ermargency Escape and Aescud

A006.2 Minimum alze: Emorgoncy aacope ond rageun Qgﬁl'lll'lﬂﬂahﬂu havo
@ nkinum nat claar apaning <f 2.7 Jquare foal ([Q.6amE). Sicoption: Tha
inbrdmium nwl clear Spenineg PO arrorgerisy Oacapd and rogeud Gpenings on
e grmmd |uvel wl grewle v 5.0 wduirs fool (0.43]“32.
100821 Minlmum dlinenalang: The minimun el cesr opening belght
dimsnalon stall by 24 inches G610 m), The met elear apunlig widih
dimunsion shall ba 20 inchus (OB mm). Tha nét clbar upening disnanslions
shall be the resull of narmal operalion ol the opaning.

11083 WMmdmum holght from the floor; Emarguncy sscape and rassus
opening shall have the botiomn al the cléur opening not groaler than 4
Ingngs 8115 mm) margunad from the floar,

10084 Qperatieial spnatrainka: Emergancy naoppo and rosouc apanings
alhill be eparatlonal fram ha ngide of the ream withaut the Leo of koye or
wola, Bars, orilles, grated, of émilardevices aropomited (o b placod ovar
umur?unu\{ uscups and iescus opeaings provided tha minkaun not clear
opanl nghuzu compliva with Suclion 1008.8 snd such devicss ahall ba
roloakable or removabls from the Inslde wilhaut iha use of & key, oo, o
orae graator than that whigh Is requlred for normal operation of the sacupe
and rasqug opaning.

Godo resliietions may veey depending on your local Bullding poday,
Note: Refer to page 2.1 far Inside opening Mustration,

WINDH EGRESS GUIDELINES

Mewts Natlonal
Egrazs Codas

""1..“_‘_‘--“-

Doos Not Maet " * —
Mationol Egress Gades

Inslde Dpening Helgkrl
fin frches)

LL) T T T T T T T T T T T T
24 28 26 30 32 S84 36 S5 40 42 44 46 48 SO

Insldy Qpruning Width
[{IRLTTEY]

*When Installed in accerdanca to reacommended measuring and installation
guidalines, theso Stees mest national egress codes for fire ovacuation. Local
codes may differ,

WINDH EGRESS MEASUREMENTS

\nGuLling glass [¥T 217 .55 0.58 -
Ingulaling glass « SPL it 2,47 Q.48 Q.41 -
Inaulating fiass - SOL with spagor bars 08 247 048 X -
Ineutating Low E Il i 034 .05 0.30 0.51 N, NG, 56, §
Inguiating Low B Jf gluse - SOL 033 3.08 027 D45 N, NG, 8. 3
Inaulaiing Law E || glogs = SBL wilh spacer bars Q.34 284 2.2¢ 0.5 N, NG, 8. &
Insulatlig Low E 1 glnas - Argon .30 &da 2B 0.41 M, NG, 5, &
Ingulating Low E i plawe - Argen, S0k 0.80 333 .26 Q.48 M, NG, 5C, 8
Ingulating Low 2 1 glase - Aryon, SOL wilh Spacar bars EEL S 0.26 B45 M, NG, 56, 5
Praduat Vpluen pra dotarmined using the Nallehal Fensstration Raing Goewnell Pracaduras fro dutermining fersstration product values.
U-Value: {Bihi-30q. 1t-*F) Ll:vwnruﬂm Umvalug, the groater e ealstance (o hoot fiow ond botter ils Inuuluﬂmr walub.
R-Vallig luu-vmup) Highar thp R-Yalus, the graaiur the reslatance (o neat flow and potter s Insuluing valus,
VLT Viwible Light Tiahsmiiiance - Pargeniage of vislbla ight Lranamitisad theeugh the wnit, ,
SHOG: Solar Host Galn Goghiglent: Th lowsr o window's SHGG , th loss Jelar hemt [t Wansmity, and the grenter It's shading ublliy.
gg_'[ﬁ,—_ Cﬂp.‘ﬂﬂrﬁ (ubwa &rd taquUired for IGs units ot high olavations, Algm will not by furiahod In units with eapliiery tbos.
anwaot tha Architeslural Departmsnd Holllke &t (800-346-3363) far additlonul NFRC Values.
2ios 3r.s
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Eo/HT

IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG

ITEMA

MARVIN<Z

Windowy ang Dagrsw
Bullt around you?

QPERATOR GUIDELINES / WINDH MEASUREMENT CONVERSIONS

Opgrator Slke Guideling
Gliass Size
Inslde Opening Width Inside Opening Helght Maximwum Square
Fuot
Glazing Type Minimum Maximum Minlmum Maximum per Sash
. " g M v P 10 5¢), teet
Irsswlating Glass 13 8/4" 49 48% (1219) 23 21/32" (501} BS 19/32 (2174) (.0%) 55, matars

Nata: Unfts with 3/16" tintad giaas hava a 8 (&4} sq. [t maximum glass size por sash.
Note; Soma restrictions may apply. Contact your Marvin reprosanative,

Net affacted by aill typa
Fram Daylight Opening to: Width Halght
Bottom Sasti OM +317/32" &0 B 1176" (144)
Tep Sash OM +3 17/32% (90) +3 18" 198}
Glass OM +11H6"  {=27) +1 18 @
Scraan OM +4 81/32" (128 DLO + DLO +9 9/32" {338)
Girlile order by DLO order by DLO

senverslo

*Haight *Heilght
From Insida Opening to: Wldth Flat Bottam Frame & Degree Frame Bevel
=10 9/32" (261) == 2 -9 27/32" (250) = 2
Battom Sash OM =3 932" (83 +51118" (144) +5 116" (144
=10 §/32" {261) == 2 - 2738 (250) -2
Top Sash OM =3 9/32" (33) +3 78" (@8 + 3 7/E (98
Daylight Qpanirng -G 13/16" (173} =109/32" (261) =2 -9 1516" (2am) =2
Glags OM =53/4" (148 -B 5/82" (207) -2 =7 23/32" (196) =2
Seraan OM =1 2¥138" (47) =1 (24) -8ME" {14)
Frama OM & Interior -3/8" (o) =104 (8) w114 (6)
Frame OM @ Exterior -3/8" (10) -1/4" (8) +3/18" {5)

* I the existing sill i less than B degress the replacement unit will bo manufactured wiih & fiat botten. If the angle of the existing sl 15 2
degraes or graater the unit will be made with an 8 degres frame bevel.

12/03

854

37.6

ENAWIAOHSNT FWOH SIS
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2Z/11

IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09

WOOQD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG

ITEMA

MARVINZ,

Windews anad Pugon

Built around you!

TRANSOM GUIDELINES / WINDT MEASUREMENT CONVERSIONS

Glaze Size
Inglde Opening Helght Maxlmam Square
Glazing Type Minimum Maximurn Minimurta Maximurm Feet
Insulating Glass 13.3/4" (349) 18" (1219) 13 1/8* (3a5) 23" (584) ) et

Note: Soma resirictions may apply. Gentagt your Marvin Representative,

Not affected by sill lypa
Fram Paylight Qponing to: Wikith Height
Sash OM +3 17/32" (80) +H1132° (110)
Glass OM +1 176" (27) +1 118" (27)
Gillle arder by DLO order by DLO

WINDT Magsuramient Gonversions

*Haight *Helght
From Insltde Openliag to: Width Flat Bottom Frame 8 Degree Frame Boval
Sash OM -3 932" 189) =2 11/32" (&0) =1 24f32" (48)
Daylight Opening =G 136" (173 -6 11/18" (170) -8 1/4% (16%9)
Glass OM -5 34" (148) -5 5/8" (149) -5 8/16" (132)
Frame QM & Intericr =3/8” (16 =14 (&) =1/4" (&)
Frame OM @ Exloriar =3/8" (1) =1/4" (&) +3/18" (5)

degroas or graater the unit will be marde with an 8 degrae frame beval,

12/03

397d

ar.y

SHIWIAOHDWI FWOH HIS

if the axisting sill s lass than 8 degrees the replacemant unit will be manufactured with & flat bottem. If the angle of the existing sill s 8

12 of 23
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Zo/ET

IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG

ITEMA

MARVIN-E

Windpwy ppd Duyr,

Built around you!

PICTURE GUIDELINES / WINDP MEASUREMENT CONVERSIONS

l Glass Slza
Inalde Opening Helght Maximum Square
Glazing Type Minimum Maximum MinirmLim Mesdrutr Feat
Insulating Glaws 1' 25) | 13 68" (348) 68" (1727) 147/32" (381) | 8519/82" (2174) (3.13f3 i reers

Noter Sewna restrictions may apply. Centact your Marvin Reprasentative,

Not affagted by sill typa
From Daylight Opening to: Width Helght
Sash OM €4 7B (124 +8 23R (144)
Glaas OM +1 BAE" (@) +1 316" (30)
Grilla orger by DLO order by DLO

L WINDP M
*Hpight *Helght
From Inside Qponing to: Width Flat Bottem Frama & Dagreo Frame Bevel

Sash OM =1 156" (48) =2 1/4" (57) -113/16" (s6)
Daylight Dpenlng -6 1316" (173) -7 25/32" (201} =7 16/32" (190)
Glass OM -5 5/8" (143) -3 2332 (171} =6 9/32% (160)
Frame OM @ Interior =3/8" (10) ~1/4" (5) -1/4" ()
Frame OM @ Extorior ~3/8" (10) =1/4" {8) 318" (8

* it exlsting sil is less than B degrees the replacement unit will be marufactured with a fiat battom, If the angle of the exlsting sill iz 8
degrees or grealor e unls will be mads with an 8 degrae trame bevel.

12/03

3854

37.8
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IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG

ITEMA

VIN<E

Windows uwa Dooare

Built around you!

SECTION DETAILS: OPERATOR

SCALE 3" =170

e

(1‘!9} II| i (W]

T B

B

—

B3

a
[w
k}/)
1

Teylight

Opening

]

p=iy
i

|mm—Tr =

"] j_

I

EFrame
Sire

127j32r
47

—

Head Jamb, Checkrall,

with Beveled Frame

2 oas
73

E
=2
Ey
[=]
21132
(60)
£x |}
oA —
<
ES
ga1e”

T
)

!

Head Jamb, Checkrail, with Baveled Frame
installed in existing frame

11/03

co/ET  Jowd

Hhe

o aoME
18 “L 17

ZAWIRaE

Frams
Sire

L[]

Frame
Sire

218/3z"
(&)

Head Jamb, Checkrall,

with Flat Frame

& 192
(56}

1782
@)

37.8

SHIWIAOHANT FWOH SIS

!

L_—) _L

Head Jamb, Checkrall, with Flat Frame
installed in existing frame
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IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG

ITEMA

MARVIN<Z,

Windewe and Donis

Built sraund you?

SECTION DETAILS: QPERATOR

SCALE: 8Y = 1/ 0%

11se |,

@4)

1233

(it}

1 1i/3zt
b a4

f—

7R

Dayhaht

]

Cpening
Frame

4 811
(1145
. ‘xﬁ
i
1164329 _Daylight | 1 15/32" 1 23/32*
@7 pening @7 (44
Frame
Slzo
Jambs

111/
‘—-l— [3,1.)

]

7

|

=il
|

Slze

Jambs installed In existing frame

/o3

37.10
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4 0HE"
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o /el

IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09 ITEM A
Wuupjaws vﬁly-u{%
WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bult around yous
SECTION DETAILS: TRANSOM
SCALE: 3% =1'0"
o d@me_ | o 4?116“___ ,
W } e " o

27/4m"
&6}

Frame
Siee

1
011 e
{@s)

—

26/32"
™ Tramsom Head Jamb

with Beveied Frame

1116 T’_r 1{'54)
i Ma——Tt]

_4_L+\ NN +

.. T

Frame

. F Tk
1 31,320
an)

—t

Transom Head Jamb
with Flat Frame

14
1He_ - _L(a)
o | |

” ‘ a7
(=6

L/
TS AN Y J_J.

Frares
Bize

Transom Head Jamb with Beveled Frame
installed in existing frame

11/03

3954 SHIWIAOHANT FWOH SIS LBFEELAT63E

Frzme
Size

e — 2 15/u2! I
:\ st -—
i 131402"
L ; (&0

I

Transom Head Jamb, Checkrail, with
Flat Frame installed in existing frame

371

16 of 23
ZPIS5T EGBEEZ/ER/PA



SHIWIAOHANT FWOH SIS

LBFEELAT63E

of 5T

IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09 ITEM A
MARVIN &
WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE MUNG Builkaround you:
SECTION DETAILS: TRANSOM
SCALE: 3" =1'0"
‘____ |1 11327 _.___r_maz"
(a4} =)
n &
fw ‘\» kitt
3 7/az" Daylght 3 riazr
™ {3 Dpaning [
Fratng
= Blzp
Transom Jarmbs
K [pame kil s
T =S
y o7 SV IRR
F— f %iﬁ“_j — - l
B —
Framno
[ 3ze
Transom Jambs installed in existing frame
372
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IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09 ITEMA

MARVINZ,

Wlnld‘uw;u wad Dogra
WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bullt avound you!
SECTION DETAILS: PICTURE
SCALE: 3" =1"0"
" 118"
e BW— e e
* ’J: {17) T *
TS AN YT |:"" T
| SN ﬁj {_ 2LHA
27 "\LJ/‘; f _ e
(58 I = *
) W=
oo T ey
B m B
|
-
el | %
4 = ERT Y
LN P
1(;/2‘;"_ Picture Head Jamb Picture Head Jamb

with Flat Frame

with Beveled Frame

| [

J =
i 1
2 28,‘32"_+ r
(ray aviE
=4
t

oo

ao

S ik

21p/gz"

&)

4

Ficture Wead Jamb with Beveled Frame
installed in existing frame

co /i1 Jowd

SHIWIAOHANT FWOH SIS

Picture Head Jamb with Flat Frame
installed in exdsting frame

LBFEELAT63E
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IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09

ITEMA

MARVINGE

Windows wnd Doory

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bultarcund you!

SECTION DETAILS: PICTURE
SCALE: 3" = 1' 0"

. : 1 58"
11518 I—
= "]‘(aa) } @3
)] L j 4 B/
(118}

’..

21148
— &8 -

Daylight FRtAl
psning —— (B} T

Fiomo
= &lza

Picture Jambs

e
(5

11/ |t
| et B8 ._

P " Dayllght 27118 .
e Deen L SRS
Frame
i size |

Picture Jambs installed in existing frame

37.14
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IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09
MARVIN %
WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bt areund you"

ITEMA

SECTION DETAILS: MULLIONS
NOT TQ SCALE

2 37/
7}

TRANSOM/OPERATCR
WINDH Horizontal Mullion

2 pijazr . 2 Eue
== ) ™ (a6

3re"
o

138"

| T — 35—
. o

v o —

OPERATOR/PICTURE OPERATOR/OPERATOR

WINDH Vertical Mullion WINDH Vertical Mullion

Factory mulling options availabla for mullipls assembliss up to inside opaning slzes of 727 (1829) x 72" (1829). Contact your Marvin
raprasentative for additional information or special requests.

- 37.15

co/ET  3F9Wd SHIWIAOHANT FWOH SIS LBFEELAT63E
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IHA 09-0127

HDC 09/15/09 ITEM A
VARVINZ,
Windows wnd Dugiy
WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bulk around you!
SECTION DETAILS: DIVIDED LITE OPTIONS
NOT TG SCALE
Operatop and Transom
a4 iy 11
k] TR (=8)
| — - P
—_— Lfﬁizggziﬁgg
Inguleting Glass Insulating Glass Insulatlng Glass Insulating Glass
with 3/4" Grille with 7/8" Grille with 1 1/8" Girlile
s e 118" 1°1/8"
e — - [ — (@) e
N ? - Fféf . [~
Insulating Glass Insulating Glass Insutating Glass Insulating Glass
with 7/8" SDL with 7/8" SDL with 1 1/8" SDL with 1 1/8" SDL
and Spacer Bar and Spacer Bar
ERLTTS ja"
|-—*1 43) (18}
g S s o=
Insulzting ADL Single Glazw Single Gilaze Single Glaze
with Energy Pangl with 3/4" Grllle
14 Fil:y v
we )i 4™ ke
g Vil - ) . 53;_§:q
= RN S A
Single Glaze Singla Glaze Sitgle Glaze
with 1 178" Grlile with 7/8" SDL with 1 1/8" SDL
g . "
\J“ {z2) \J—- o8 — __1 m'f_‘i
“‘ﬁﬁiﬂ ‘ gl = ”i;
Single Glaze ADL Single Glaze ADL Alumirdim
with Energy Pansl Grille Betwaen Glass
Pigture Sash
NOTE: .
Pieture sash avallable In 1-5/8" and 2" sash thickness (2" pleture sash not available in ADL).
Vil -
M @8} - I~ @
a—r 1 — N}ﬁz
5 ! 5 insulating Glass Insulating Glass Insulatlng Glass
Inculefing 1" Gless i 374" Gl with 1 1/8" Grlle with 7/8° SDL
e 1 11 e
4B 1
N==TN—i =
Alurninum
sulating Glase Insulating Glass Insulating Glass .
lr\l:ll:ha7?§l., S0l with 1 1/8" SDL with 1 1/8" S0L Grillo Botwoan Glass
Spacer Bar and Spacer Bar
NOTE:
Girille = Removahle intarior divider
SD0L = Simulated divided lite
2005 a7.16
- 21 of 23
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IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09 ITEMA

MARVIN-E

Windews vna Depro

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Bailt around you!
DAYLIGHT OPENING CONVERSIONS
NOT TC SCALE
= |
e L o

7 ?fa
ol e

RN
'i_ @3

Deyligl
Opening

Frame
Bire

SR 1 1:T1 1T, - ——
Cipediing I

I
1

L

b

41316
22)

For adé!itinnal information an individuz! daylight openings please contact your Marvin represantitiva.

37.17
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1. 609 EIm - April 16, 2009 " Front/east 3. Southwest corner, second floor

2. South end - first & second floors 4, West side, south end, second floor
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i g E 24 x 24 craft & garden
. Deck workshop,576.0 sf
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14.5

Waep

39 07
24.0°

g Ind floor addition
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classroom, 452.0
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ITEMA

1. 609 EIm — (photos April 27, 2009) 3. Left window of the pair or windows in photo 3 & 4
2. Hall window - single second floor window in photos 3 & 4 4. Hall window without sliding screen
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IHA 09-0127 HDC 09/15/09 ITEMA

THE CITY OF

Community Planning and Development

Historic District Commission

/ Development Center
” 445 West Michigan
W Kalamazoo, M1 49007

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

July 22, 2009
Sir Home Improvements
Attn: Frank Mumford
12849 US 131
Schoolcraft, Ml 49087

Frank,

First let me thank you for attending the Historic District Commission meeting on
Tuesday July 21%. Dr. Baraka-Love has contacted me by telephone today and the review
of her proposed window replacement will take place at the Historic District Commission
meeting on Tuesday August 18", 2009. The meeting begins at 5:00 pm and her review
hearing is first on the agenda.

Please allow me a moment to review the state law and local ordinance that the
Kalamazoo Historic District Commission operates under:

1. Historic districts in Michigan are established under Public Act 169 originally passed into law
in 1970 and amended in 1992. Kalamazoo’s first historic district was established in 1973 on
West South Street. Today there are 2075 historic properties located in Kalamazoo’s six
neighborhood historic districts and nine properties listed as single resource historic districts
(one to two buildings)

2. PA 169 requires every Historic District Commission in Michigan to base their decisions on
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (See the attached page) In addition
the City of Kalamazoo Code of Ordinance requires the same standards be used for decision
making.

a. The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards state in Standard #2: The historic character
of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials or
alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

b. The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards state in Standard #6: “Deteriorated historic
features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence.”

The Kalamazoo Historic District Commission is charged with preserving the historic
character of the locally designated historic districts by reviewing all changes to the
exterior of buildings. The Standards and Guidelines are available on the City website at
www.kalamazoocity.org/localhistoricdistricts . The section of the Kalamazoo Historic
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District Standards and Guidelines for Rehabilitation dealing with windows is also in this
packet. (Along with the extra “Sir Home Improvement folders)

The Historic District Commission is expected to review the proposed work on a
designated historic resource. To do this they need a complete application defining the
existing conditions — which includes the enclosed two-page window replacement
worksheet. | have the photos I took when | visited the Baraka-Love home in late April. If
you could forward the digital photos you took to me at ferraros@kalamazoocity.org , |
would appreciate it.

Enclosed with this letter are some reading material for you on replacement windows as
they are viewed by the preservation community. I think the Lawrence Livermore study is
especially interesting.

Sincerely,

Sharon Ferraro
Historic Preservation Coordinator
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Ferraro, Sharon

From: Baker, Rhonda [RBaker@ci.grand-rapids.mi.us]
Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2009 2:56 PM

To: Ferraro, Sharon

Subject: RE: Window replacement in Cherry Hill

Hi Sharon,

The house in question is in the Fairmount Square Local Historic District. The house in
question was also a tax credit project so it received SHPO review as well.

They were approved to replace all the windows by both SHPO and HPC as the current
condition of the existing windows required nearly all of them be replaced. The new
windows had to replicate the existing in design, dimensions, profiles and materials (they
could be double paned).

We did not require storms, it was their choice to install the hybrid wood storms. The
replacement windows were to match the existing so there is no need hide them. The owner
brought forward a request to install the new quasi wood storm windows and the HPC found
them to be appropriate.

Rhonda Baker

Historic Preservation Specialist
City Planning Department
616-456-3451

rbaker@grcity.us

————— Original Message-----

From: Ferraro, Sharon [mailto:ferraros@kalamazoocity.org]
Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2009 8:57 AM

To: Baker, Rhonda

Subject: Window replacement in Cherry Hill

Hi - at yesterday"s HDC meeting a representative of Marvin Windows brought a photo of a
house he identified as being in the Cherry Hill historic district in Grand Rapids.
(attached) Since neither the Marvin rep or the contractor proposing to install the windows
understood the difference between a local historic district and a National Register
Historic District - or just an old house - I was hoping you could clarify the matter for
me.

(The motion failed on a technicality so the applicant will be back next
month.)

So is this house in Cherry Hill and if it is, did the commission put any conditions on the
installation of replacement windows - like requiring wooden screens/storms?

Thanks
Sharon

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments are for the sole use of the
intended recipients and may contain proprietary and/or confidential information which may
be privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. Any unauthorized review, use,
disclosure or copying/distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient
(nor agent-for, or employee-of intended recipient), please advise the sender by reply
email and destroy the original message and any versions of the message as well as any
attachments to the message.
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Ferraro, Sharon

From: Richard Neumann [r.neumann.arch@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Friday, August 21, 2009 9:30 AM

To: Ferraro, Sharon

Subject: Re: Marvin Replacement windows in the Gas Light district??

Hi Sharon -

Page 1 of 1
ITEM A

Yes, it is the former Ray and Martha Bay house, neighbors of mine, just one block down the street! After he passed away she sold the
house to a builder / developer who has renovated it as professional office space (it is just across the street from the county courthouse); he
did a good job - and it did win a Heritage award in the annual Petoskey Regional Chamber of Commerce Architectural Awards Program.
The windows (or at least most of them) were replaced with Marvin aluminum clad units - they departed from the original window
configurations a little, but generally it was well done. They did use Marvin's replacement window system - ie. removed sashes and stops,
then popped new units in the openings (So the new glass area is slightly smaller). The building is in a National Register historic district,
not a local district (as Petoskey is not a CLG and has not created a historic district commission). So, there were no standards the

renovation had to meet.

I hope this helps - Rick

From: "Ferraro, Sharon" <ferraros@kalamazoocity.org>

To: r.neumann.arch@sbcglobal.net

Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2009 10:27:58 AM

Subject: Marvin Replacement windows in the Gas Light district??

Hi Rick - at last nights Historic District Commission meeting the
installation of Marvin replacement windows in the historic district was
postponed on a technicality. The owner and contractor will be back next
month to try again (the motion failed - there was no actual denial)

At that meeting the Marvin windows rep showed the commission photos of a
house he identified as being in the Gas Light historic district in

Petoskey. Amy Arnold suggested | contact you and see what you can tell
me about the window installation. Since neither the Marvin rep or the
contractor proposing to install the windows understood the difference
between a local historic district and a National Register Historic

District - or just an old house - | also want to verify what kind of

district the house is in and if the commission placed any conditions on

the installation.

Can you give me a little background? The Marvin rep said that the
rehabilitation of this house - which he stated was slated for demolition

- received an award from the Chamber of Commerce. | have attached a
photo of the house.

Thanks!!

Sharon Ferraro

Historic Preservation Coordinator
Downtown Design Review Coordinator
City of Kalamazoo Development Center
445 West Michigan, Suite 101
Kalamazoo, Ml 49007

(269) 337-8804 phone

(269) 337-8513 fax
ferraros@kalamazoocity.org
www.kalamazoocity.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipients and may
contain proprietary and/or confidential information which may be privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or copying/distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient (nor agent-for, or
employee-of intended recipient), please advise the sender by reply email and destroy the original message and any versions of

the message as well as any attachments to the message.

8/21/2009
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Ferraro, Sharon

From: Amy Arnold [ArnoldA@michigan.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2009 9:53 AM

To: Ferraro, Sharon

Subject: Re: Contact info for the Petoskey Historic District

According to our records, Petoskey does not have a historic district ordinance. |
remember working with a student from Chicago Art Institute, Amanda Norcross, who was from
Petoskey and was using HP/LHD for her final project. That was in 2006. From my emails she
seemed to think that there was little interest in LHD designation and more interest in an
overlay zone. I do not know the outcome but have no ordinance on file. | checked sites
on line and did not see anything on a residential or Gas light HD either. Your best bet
might be to contact the Petoskey planning office or Richard Neuman who 1 think advises the
city in HP issues. r._neumann.arch@sbcglobal._net

Amy L. Arnold

Preservation Planner

Michigan Historical Center-SHPO
702 W. Kalamazoo

Box 30740

Lansing, MI 48909-9240
ArnoldA@michigan.gov

Phone: 517-335-2729

FAX: 517-335-0348

www .michigan.gov/shpo

MAINTENANCE 1S PRESERVATION

Stretch your summer by visiting our Pure Michigan destinations and the special Roadside
Attractions exhibit in Lansing. Discover your connections at www.michiganhistory.org.

>>> "Ferraro, Sharon'" <ferraros@kalamazoocity.org> 8/19/2009 9:05 AM >>>

Hi Amy - at last nights Historic District Commission meeting the installation of Marvin
replacement windows in the historic district lost on a technicality. The owner and
contractor will be back next month to try again (the motion failed - there was no actual
denial)

At that meeting the Marvin windows rep showed the commission photos of a house he
identified as being in the Gas Light historic district in Petoskey. 1 would like to
contact the folks in Petoskey and find out if/when the replacements were approved. Since
neither the Marvin rep or the contractor proposing to install the windows understood the
difference between a local historic district and a National Register Historic District -
or just an old house - 1 also want to verify what kind of district the house is in and if
the commission placed any conditions on the installation.

So can you get me contact info for Petoskey? | have attached a photo of the house.

Sharon Ferraro

Historic Preservation Coordinator
Downtown Design Review Coordinator
City of Kalamazoo Development Center
445 West Michigan, Suite 101
Kalamazoo, MI 49007

(269) 337-8804 phone

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

www . kalamazoocity.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments are for the sole use of the
intended recipients and may contain proprietary and/or confidential information which may

1
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From Robb McKay, Michigan State Historic Preservation Office
(Architectural Historian) 08-17-09

IT we could, let’s step back a moment and reflect on the larger context within
which "The Standards' are applied and exactly which standards we are applying.
By law SHPO"s through out the country (and the NPS) are obligated to apply the
Secretary of the Interiors Standards for Rehabilitation (here after referred to
as The Standards) 36CFR67. The Standards are ten broadly worded statements of
philosophy. For the most part they do not stipulate specific actions, but rather
specific decision-making processes. No one of them is more important than the
other. Each carries equal weight.

The next critical issue to keep in mind is that there is a legal definition of
"Rehabilitation.” As with The Standards, SHPO"s and the NPS are obligated to
live by this definition. 36CFR67.2 provides that:

"Rehabilitation means the process of returning a building or buildings to a
state of utility, through repair or alteration, which makes possible an
efficient use while preserving those portions and features of the building and
its site and environment which are significant to its historic, architectural,
and cultural values as determined by the Secretary."

Several key points to keep in mind are that:

1) Rehabilitation is a process not a static activity.

2) Both repair and alteration are expected.

3) The building is being returned to a state of efficient utility.
4) We must look at the building and its site and environment.

5) The Secretary of the Interior’s is the ultimate authority.

6) The National Park Service has been charged with disseminating the
determinations of the Secretary.

Windows are only one of the components that create the over all character of a
building. Their treatment is reviewed against The Standard in the context of the
entire building, its overall character, condition and significance. While they
are important they cannot and should not be "the" issue that drives the
decisions about a project.

The NPS has made it very clear that they will accept window replacement as a
component of a certified rehabilitation project.

Like it or not, right or wrong, for good or for bad, replacement has been, is,
and will continue to be, a part of an overall rehabilitation strategy. Whether
it is windows, plaster, mechanical systems, roofing materials, interior or
exterior Finish materials, the goal of the rehabilitation must be to maintain
the character of the property and those characteristics with make it eligible
for listing in the National Register.

Rather than getting all wrapped up in one specific detail of a project, we need
to make sure we are not accepting other compromises to the determent of the
building in particular or preservation as a movement.

Respectfully Yours, Robbert McKay, Historical Architect

State Historic Preservation Office, Michigan Historical Center
Department of History, Arts and Libraries P.O. Box 30740

702 W. Kalamazoo St., Lansing, Ml 48909-8240 Phone: (5617) 335-2727
e-mail: McKayR@Michigan.gov  URL: www.michigan.gov/shpo
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Department of Planning and Cdm:munity Development

Kalamazoo Historic District Commission

Development Center — 445 West Michigan

Kalamazoo, Michigan 49007

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

ferraros@kalamazoocity.org

APPLICATION FOR PROJECT REVIEW

(PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY - See instructions on reverse side)

Prop_erty Address:_g Historic District: Bpplieation Eheckist
Appl_lcant. Owner (Incomplete applications
Mailing Add. Mailing add___ 9% will be held until the next
City State & Zip: [} City, State Zip_y 4 Zpp 49007 e r;"ﬁ”"g{ Ny
Phone: _4% DWD 14007) Phone: Yy - 20y | ey
Fax: - 251, ’ Fax: _ynauy. - N‘N,Measurements of
Email ggipre -4 Emaillmmm&ﬂ%gw existing building
Proposed Work Use addltlonal sheets to describe worISif n;cessary work location
PENMATL. 7 PHLAYES © SAUTH Wi T (ki) § Notzy - Ay =t
S5 /m"m‘ NS 10 maiti) PogE | A2 RUEY Wenw , 1Y %ﬁnat;'r?glsc“:t”ge
AN m,lm'mmﬂm‘;' DA B 1 o, -Flatertals st i
L Z‘ tﬁ arrow °
. nor
This property has at least one working smoke detector for each dwelling unit. [ ] O&er
(Owner or applicant’s initials) (Required) * see back

Applicant's SlgnatureM[f Date: 71 7 1 ﬂ/?

Owner's Signature: Date: / /
(if different)

-For Historic Preservation Coordinator's Use Only-

Case Number: - H By P U’W\T Date Received*: C( / CT 1 O (,T

Complete application_ A/ A__ 1 04

REFERRED TO:

COMMISSION = ADMINISTRATIVE

Meeting Date: C(. '3 l Oq Staff Review Date: / /
COMMENTS: ' COMMENTS

Approve in Concept Date:_ / / COA issued / /
Letter mailed / /

FINAL ACTION

[ JApprove [ ]Site Visit [ ] Approve w/Conditions [ 1Deny [ ]Postpone [ ] Withdrawn
ACTION DATE / /

Certificate of Appropriateness Issued / /
Notice of Denial with appeals information / /
Notice to Proceed / / Comments

Historic Preservation Coordinator Date

Rev. November 2006
10of 8
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Historic District Commission
FYI — Report From The Coordinator
September 15, 2009

YEAR TO DATE COA’s YEAR TO DATE - New Violations
2009 -373 2009 -5
2008 - 379 2008 - 29

VIOLATIONS - I apologize, but | have not been able to address violations this month.

PROJECTS:

Coordinator:

Study Committee — we have received a report from SHPO staff on the Study committee reports submitted
at the end of July. The final historic districts will be sent to the city commission after the first of the year.

SITES — ONLY UPDATES WILL BE NOTED.

100 block of East Michigan — On September 2, | toured all four buildings (except the two floors
occupied by the Fraternal Order of Police).

MISCELLANEOUS:

Historic Homes Tour — the tour has been cancelled for this year —The Stuart and West Main Hill
neighborhoods were not able to finds homeowners to participate.

Preservation Trades Training — Window rehabilitation — update at the meeting — we
may be able to repeat the workshop again — possibly two classes of the same two week
training!!



oDC VIOLATIONS

Current
Date V# | Owner Prop | Prop Violation Comment, Action,
Original Add | street Response
06/23/2007 | 2 Lobra Mgmt 425 | Bellevue Block NW porch column Letter 09/30/08 $70
NEW OWNER
06/03/2003 | 1 Lobra Mgmt 421 | Bellevue Siding, side door, front handrails | Letter 09/30/08 $70
NEW OWNER 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
FORECLOSED 06/09
08/27/2004 | 3 Brian Duff New oWNER | 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
06/09/09 1 Chunwu Wu 713 | KalamazooW | Porch column repairs Letter 06/09/09 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'| 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
03/27/2003 | 3 Fuller/Skandis 530 | South W Wall To attorney for ticket 06/09/08
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
06/03/2008 | 1 | Rodney Hixon/Derick 224 | Vine W Guardrail, W end fr porch COA to new owner 12/16/08
Thomas Rebuild to HDC standards
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 & HDC approve in concept

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




oDC VIOLATIONS

Current
windows 11/18/08
09/09/1999 | 1 Matthew Kuiper 612 | Wheaton Side porch rails & steps Letter 10/02/08 $70
09/03/2009 | 1 Donald Dexter 712 | Willard W Front steps & rails Letter 09/03/09
04/05/2005 | 3 Lola Atkinson 718 | Willard W W side porch Updated steps for remedy

MAY BE FORECLOSED

07/22/08 due 9/30/08

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




HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
Minutes
August 18, 2009
DRAFT

2" Floor, City Hall
City Commission Chambers
241 W. South St., Kalamazoo, MI 49007

Members Present: Jay Bonsignore, Chair; Bob Oudsema, Vice Chair; Linda
DeYoung; Nelson Nave; James Tribu

Members Excused:  Robert Cinabro
Members Absent: Erin Seaverson (see below*)

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.

11. APPROVAL OF ABSENCES

Mr. Cinabro informed city staff that he would not be present at the August 18" HDC
meeting. (*Erin Seaverson informed city staff at the July meeting that she would be on
vacation in August.)

Mr. Oudsema, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved approval of Mr. Cinabro’s
absence from the August 18, 2009 HDC meeting. With a voice vote, the motion
carried unanimously.

111. APPROVAL OF AGENDA (August 18, 2009)

There were no changes to the Agenda.

Mr. Oudsema, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved approval of the August 18, 2009
HDC agenda as submitted. With a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously.

V. PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

None

V. DISCLAIMER

Ms. Ferraro read the disclaimer into the record.



Historic District Commission Minutes
August 18, 2009
Page 2 of 13

VI. OLD BUSINESS

A. 609 ELM (Case #: 1HA 09-0127)

Frank Mumford, owner of Sir Home Improvement, and Dave Kiley, representative from
Marvin Windows, were present to discuss the application. The application requests
replacement of five windows in the southwest second floor (master bedroom and upper
hall).

Mr. Mumford stated that he received information from Ms. Ferraro regarding historic
windows. She also included a copy of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and
Guidelines, and advised that it is the responsibility of the HDC, as specified in state law
(PA 169) and the City of Kalamazoo Code of Ordinance (chapter 16) to apply the
standards.

Mr. Mumford advised that he is not proposing to change the look or color of the home; he
is proposing to upgrade the home based on the standards. Standard #1 states that the
property shall be used for its historic purpose that requires minimal change to the
defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment. The applicants are
proposing minimal changes to the building and site. Standard #2 states that the historic
character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
or alterations of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. Mr.
Kiley will be presenting a sample of the proposed window unit and advising why it will
maintain the historic look and appeal of the home. Standard #3 states that each property
shall be recognized as a physical record of time....” “..... adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.” The applicants will
not be eliminating any features, they want to enhance the property. Standard #5 states,
“Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. Mr. Mumford stated that the muntins and
other features of the proposed replacement windows will preserve the look of what is
currently there. Standard #6 states that deteriorated historic features shall be repaired
rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a
distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other
visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Mr. Mumford stated that the applicant
will be following the guidelines and, hopefully, the interpretation by the board will be
that the guidelines have been followed.

Mr. Mumford advised that he didn’t interpret the proposed replacement windows as
being an infringement on the standards. He referred to information he received in an e-
mail from Ms. Ferraro, which he thought had been forwarded to the HDC. Ms. Ferraro
forwarded the e-mail to individuals in other historic districts to inquire as to their
opinions regarding this application. It appears that in most cases, other historic districts
are in favor of installing replacement windows in some instances. Mr. Mumford quoted
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the following e-mail response: “In certain instances, we have allowed replacement
windows (most often for earlier replacement windows from the Bicentennial period).”
(Erik F. Nelson, Senior Planner, City of Fredericksburg, VA). Marvin Windows were
referred to in some instances as being the window of choice. Mr. Mumford quoted
another portion of the e-mail as follows: “As is also the case with some Jeld-Wen
windows, there are some cases when some Marvin windows work for specific historic
rehab tax credit projects, as well. (Kristin E. S. Zapalac, Ph.D., Greensboro, NC). “Our
guidelines don’t completely rule out replacement windows and we occasionally get
applications. Our commission has allowed this specific brand of replacement window on
one occasion and similar products on two projects funded by the City’s lead grant.”
(Mike Cowhig, Dept. of Housing and Community Development, City of Greensboro,
NC). Robb McKay, Michigan State Historic Preservation Office states as follows: “The
NPS has made it very clear that they will accept window replacement as a component of
a certified rehabilitation project. Like it or not, right or wrong, for good or for bad,
replacement has been, is, and will continue to be, a part of an overall rehabilitation
strategy. Whether it is windows, plaster, mechanical systems, roofing materials, interior
or exterior finish materials, the character of the property and those characteristics which
make it eligible for listing in the National Register.”

Mr. Mumford presented pictures showing the window units on 609 Elm Street. Some of
the windows are proposed for replacement, others will not be replaced. There are more
than just these four or five windows that are in bad shape, there are windows in other
areas of the house that are also in bad condition. It is Mr. Mumford’s understanding that
Ms. Baraka-Love plans to eventually replace all of the windows in the house. She plans
on living in the house for a long time and she would like to have the windows taken care
of.

Mr. Bonsignore inquired as to which of the windows in the pictures are being replaced.
Mr. Mumford advised that he didn’t list which windows are being proposed for
replacement. Mr. Bonsignore commented that several of the windows appear as though
they do not need replacing. He pointed out a specific window in the pictures. Mr.
Mumford stated that the applicant had painted the window, but it wouldn’t hold paint on
the bottom because it was rotting. The window frame would have to be replaced. This
picture doesn’t show the sill, but it is shown in other pictures. Mr. Bonsignore stated that
the sill doesn’t need to be replaced. Mr. Mumford advised that the sill would not be
replaced with the insert window. The sill would be covered with a new sill over the
existing sill as part of the replacement window unit.

Mr. Bonsignore inquired if jamb inserts are part of the new proposal. Mr. Mumford
advised that he brought jamb inserts to show the commission. He stated that the window
units need to be replaced, and he is proposing to install the Marvin units.

Mr. Nave referred to another set of pictures and inquired if the windows in the photos of
the courthouse and the Traverse City house provided by Mr. Mumford had already been
replaced. Mr. Mumford responded in the affirmative. He deferred further questions to
Mr. Kiley to provide further details.
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Mr. Kiley referred to pictures of the historic courthouse in Traverse City Michigan,
which has the same type of insert windows the applicant is proposing to install in her
house. The exterior casings were removed from the courthouse and replaced with the
clad extruded aluminum units that match the lower windows. The same units in wood
are being proposed for 609 EIm. Mr. Kiley provided pictures of a house in the Cherry
Hill Historic District in Grand Rapids, MI showing all wood insert replacement windows.

Mr. Nave inquired as to the silver line around the window. Mr. Kiley advised that it is a
combination storm window in a wood frame. It is a storm over a sash replacement.
There is also a wooden storm window and wooden storm screen available.

Mr. Kiley provided pictures of the Grand Traverse light house, showing the double-hung,
wood inserts with the replacement storm windows and screens.

Ms. Ferraro mentioned that the Grand Traverse Court house is owned by the County.
The light house is owned by the Light House Society. Those are both non-profit entities.

Mr. Kiley provided pictures of the interior of the home in the Cherry Hill Historic District
in Grand Rapids, showing the replacement insert. The original trim was restored and
placed back on the windows. The side of the window jamb shows the track but mostly
the wood is what shows.

Mr. Bonsignore inquired if the trim had to be removed in order for the insert to be
installed. Normally, the trim is not removed. Mr. Kiley advised that the applicants chose
to remove the trim because they wanted to restore the trim and then reinstall it.

Ms. Ferraro commented that it makes a difference if the replacement windows are
proposed for a local historic district where there is a strong review.

The applicants provided pictures of a house in Petoskey near the Gas Light district. The
house was set to be demolished, but someone purchased and restored the home. It is
currently being used as office suites. The owner received a beautification award from the
Chamber of Commerce for improving the building but not changing the look of it. The
same insert double-hung windows that are being proposed for 609 EIm were installed in
the house in Petoskey. The original trim and other details were reused for preserve the
historical accuracy. The house is located in a historic district in downtown Petoskey.

The examples shown all used the windows that are being proposed for 609 EIm. Marvin
Windows are wood replacement windows. Clad windows are available, but the material
underneath is always solid wood. Mr. Kiley provided a demonstration of how the
replacement windows are installed in the frame and how they operate. In older homes,
the bevel on the sill is usual less (more?) than on modern windows. Marvin can match
the bevel on older homes to maintain the historic look. The bevel would be created by
adding less than %" to the top of the existing sill. The clad windows are made of extruded
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aluminum and they are available in many different colors. The simulated divided lights
are divided with spacers between the glass for an authentic look.

Mr. Nave requested clarification regarding the location of the master bedroom where the
applicant is requesting the replacement windows. Ms. Ferraro advised that the two
windows on upper right side of the house, the two windows in the rear. The single
window in the rear (to the left of the pair of windows) is in a hallway. There are three
ribbon lites in the upper sash and a single lite below. Those five windows are under
consideration for replacement at this time. One of the photos provided by the applicants
shows a casement window from the house with muntins dividing the window into four
lites. Mr. Kiley advised that the sample window he brought today is smaller than the
windows the applicant wants replaced at 609 EIm. Mr. Mumford stated that these Marvin
replacement windows qualify for the energy tax credit along with other work being done
on the house by Sir Home Improvement.

Ms. Ferraro inquired as to how much difference there will be on the outside of the
windows Dr. Baraka-Love has chosen compared to the sample provided. She also
inquired if the interior trim would be removed. Mr. Mumford advised that the stops
would be removed, and the new unit will fit into the existing opening. The original trim
will be reinstalled. The sample is smaller, which makes it look as though it has more
frame. When it is actually installed in the opening, there will be a slight decrease in the
amount of glass showing (about 2” total on both side).

Ms. Ferraro advised that she would be able to tell the difference from a distance between
the original and the replacement windows. In a window with true divided lights there is a
slight difference in the reflection of the individual pieces of glass, while a replacement
window with a single sheet of glass and false muntins, reflects evenly.

Mr. Bonsignore referred to the spec sheet and inquired if the replacement windows would
have half screens. Mr. Mumford advised that the replacement windows come standard
with the half screen. Mr. Kiley stated that the half screen sits under the sash. Mr.
Bonsignore commented that the location of the half screen would prevent the unit from
being used as a double-hung window. Mr. Kiley advised that the screen can be installed
on the outside and it would be sealed against the check rail with a weather strip. With
that option, the unit would always remain as a double-hung window. Generally, people
like the full screen; it could be done either way.

Mr. Bonsignore advised that the specs mentioned deluxe aluminum capping. Mr.
Mumford stated that the exterior would normally be wrapped. However, that will not
happen in this case, because the unit will be painted. The replacement widows would be
consistent with what is currently in the house. The example contract provided to the
HDC doesn’t necessarily represent what will be happening at 609 EIm. Mr. Bonsignore
expressed concern that personal information of the applicant was included on the
information presented as part of the public record. Ms. Ferraro advised that she would
block out that information before it is made public.
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Mr. Nave, supported by Mr. Oudsema, moved to accept the application for 609 EIm
as presented. Trim on the outside of the house should match the original trim. This
matter is not to be precedent setting. With a roll call vote, the motion failed with a
vote of three ayes and to two nays.

Ayes: Mr. Nave, Mr. Oudsema, Ms. DeYoung
Nays: Mr. Tribu, Mr. Bonsignore

Mr. Tribu questioned if the windows really need to be replaced. He inquired as to the
cost of the replacement windows. Mr. Mumford stated that the total cost of the
replacement windows is $6,905, including some other weather proofing to done.

Mr. Nave inquired as to the definition of e-shield. Mr. Mumford advised that e-shield is
a reflective energy product that goes into the attic space. It is an aluminum foil with
insulation. The product is used primarily down south to reflect the sun’s rays and help
cool the building. It can also be used as insulation in the attic space to reflect heat back
into the home.

Mr. Oudsema commented that some home owners will invest time and money to restore
existing windows. Other owners may decide to get new, solid wood windows for a
similar price that will mimic the characteristics of the existing windows. The heart of the
question is to ensure that the wood replacement window is a good quality window that
will give the same appearance as the existing window. Mr. Oudsema advised that he
thought that would be happening in this case and that is why he seconded the motion.

Mr. Bonsignore referred to standard #6 and inquired as to how Mr. Oudsema would
interpret that standard. Mr. Oudsema referred to a statement by Robb McKay, and stated
that he agreed that replacement is part of the process, and not everything has to stay
original. Certain parts of a structure get replaced as a normal course, such as roofs,
siding and porches. Mr. Oudsema advised that he felt the HDC would not be ignoring
their reason for existence, which is to see that these houses are maintained and brought
forward in a historic, sensible manner, if the replacement windows are approved.

Mr. Bonsignore quoted Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines #6,
“Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced.” Mr. Oudsema
advised that the issues comes down to a question of whether the windows are repairable
or not and, if so, what does repairable really mean? Does it mean that a little time and
energy will be invested or does it mean spending a similar amount of money or more for
a brand new product. It is a discretionary matter, depending on how you interpret
“repair.”

Mr. Bonsignore advised that the pictures presented show windows that can be repaired.
Mr. Oudsema commented that anything can be repaired, if someone is willing to spend
the time and energy to do it. There are approximately 2,000 historic structures under the
jurisdiction of the HDC. Not everyone has the capacity or the willingness to go to the
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99" percentile. Mr. Oudsema stated that he felt that the applicant’s request was
reasonable and he is comfortable with it.

Mr. Tribu commented that he didn’t have really good pictures of all of the existing
windows. The liners and other parts of the replacement windows will break eventually,
and will probably be replaced in the near future. The old windows can be fixed. He
commented that $6,500 for five replacement windows seems like a lot of money. It
should be possible to rebuild the old windows and maintain the energy efficiency and
quality of the old windows for the price that is being quoted for the new windows.
Repairing the old windows would seem preferable to discarding them in the dump.

Mr. Nave commented that, in the past, the HDC tried to convince the applicant that other
options are available. It appears that she is not pursing other options. From the street, the
replacement windows look the same, and he felt they would be acceptable. Mr. Mumford
stated he has a letter from Ms. Baraka-Love that was not included in the HDC packets.
The letter was provided to the HDC.

At this point in the meeting, Mr. Bonsignore requested a roll call vote on the motion. The
vote was three to two in favor of the motion. Ms. Ferraro explained that the vote failed
because a majority of the appointed commissioners must vote in favor of the motion in
order for it to pass, not just a majority of the commissioners present. Since there are
seven appointed commissioners, four commissioners would need to vote in favor of the
motion in order for it to pass.

Mr. Oudsema suggested that the applicant should have been informed of the quorum rule
prior to the vote. Ms. Ferraro advised that it has been the habit of the commission to
inform the applicants that four votes are needed to pass a motion when there is only a
quorum (four members) of the HDC members present. In this instance, with five
members present, there is more than a quorum of HDC members present.

Mr. Mumford requested further explanation of the vote so he could advise the
homeowner. He questioned how he could receive a majority vote in favor of the motion,
but the applicant cannot have the windows she is requesting. Mr. Bonsignore explained
that a majority of the total commission must vote in favor of an application in order for it
to be approved. Ms. Ferraro advised that the HDC is a seven-member board, two of the
commissioners are absent. Mr. Mumford inquired if four commissioners were present
and only one voted no, the motion would fail? Ms. Ferraro confirmed that statement to
be correct. That is the parliamentary procedure that is written into the city’s code of
ordinance. However, in the past when there have been similar situations, the applicant is
advised that he/she is welcome to attend the HDC meeting next month when the full
commission is present.

Mr. Oudsema stated that the applicant should have been offered that option in the
beginning. Once an application is acted upon and it fails, it cannot be brought back to the
commission unless there are material changes made. It should be made clear to all
applicants who appear in front of the HDC that four affirmative votes are required for a
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motion to pass. If the applicant is not prepared to take the chance of getting four out of
five votes, they are welcome to come back at the following meeting and, hopefully, more
HDC members will be present. Ms. Ferraro suggested making a motion offering the
applicant the opportunity to come back next month.

Mr. Mumford expressed concern that if he returned to the HDC next month and the same
commissioners are present, he would have to return the month after that. Ms. Ferraro
stated that two additional commissioners should be present next month. Mr. Mumford
commented that he has no way of knowing that the full commission will be present next
month; there were supposed to be six commissioners present at the August meeting. Mr.
Bonsignore advised that the HDC is comprised of volunteers and there is no way of
knowing ahead of time which members will be present.

Mr. Oudsema advised that this is not an easy question. Everyone who serves on the HDC
serves out of good will and there will be differences of opinion. The applicant has a
cause and a situation that will result in different opinions among the commissioners. The
reality is that the applicant needs four affirmative votes. Mr. Mumford advised that he
appreciated the opportunity to come back to the HDC. Ms. Ferraro suggested that the
commission make a motion to that effect.

Mr. Oudsema, supported by Mr. Nave, moved that the HDC allow the applicant for
609 EIm to reapply at a future HDC meeting of their choice, with no prejudice.
With a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously.

Ms. Ferraro advised that she would add information regarding the voting requirements to
the disclaimer and the letter that is sent to the applicants.

VIiI. NEW BUSINESS

B. 753 Academy (Case #: I1HV 09-0341)

Dave Marschke was present to represent the property. The application requests
rebuilding of the rear first and second floor porches.

Mr. Bonsignore explained to the applicant that he would need four votes in favor of his
application in order for it to pass. Mr. Nave will be abstaining from the vote due to his
involvement with the application.

Mr. Marschke advised that he wants to clean up the back of the property, and go back to
the original configuration. The applicant has sought Mr. Nave’s assistance with regard to
the architectural details of the staircases. The applicant is also seeking the advice of a
structural engineer. Information included in the HDC packets shows the architectural
details in a light printing, and the structural details in a darker printing.

The applicant would like to save the existing porch floor, roof, beams, and ceiling. He
would also like to save as many of the columns as possible. One of the columns has been
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replaced with treated lumber, and the other one doesn’t appear to be salvageable. The 2 x
members under the porch are sound except for one that is split. The structural engineer
shows replacement of the two middle members, with two new posts extending to the
ground. The porch is sitting on concrete blocks from the 1920’s. The replacement
blocks that don’t match the age of the house, they were probably wood originally. The
replacement column will look like the one above, and there will be a foundation
underneath each column. A new railing will be installed on the first floor and on the roof
to match historic district standards. The edge of the roof deck will be set back so it won’t
be seen as much, and it sits on the beam below for structural purposes.

The existing porch can be saved. The railing, the columns underneath, and the top porch
deck are newer. The staircases leading to the third floor will be removed, and the
staircase leading from the second floor to the ground will also be removed. The first
floor steps will be rebuilt to standards.

Ms. Ferraro advised that the porch is split on the first floor to accommodate the basement
egress between the porches. Mr. Nave stated that the house had been configured as
multiple apartments and the stairs were required as access. The house is now a duplex
and doesn’t require the same access.

Mr. Oudsema inquired as to what changes would be made at the roof level. Ms. Ferraro
stated that the skylights will remain but everything else will be gone.

Mr. Bonsignore inquired if it would be possible to get a waiver for the 42” height
requirement for the railing. Ms. Ferraro advised that may not be possible on the second
floor of a student rental. There are designs that will minimize the height difference. If
the original rail still existed on the second floor it might be possible to issue a waiver, but
the original rail is not there. In this instance, the 42 height is acceptable.

Mr. Tribu, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved approval of the application as
submitted with work to standards. Details to be worked out with the coordinator.
With a roll call vote, the motion carried with four ayes and one abstention. Mr.
Nave abstained.

C. 617 W. South Street (Case #: 1HV 09-0342)

Marcia and Jerry Danner were present to represent the property. The application requests
removal and repair of the rear/south chimney and repair of the north chimney and roof.

Ms. Danner advised that she spoke with several contractors and they all suggested a
different approach. The applicants are seeking advice from the HDC with regard to
which approach is acceptable.

Mr. Danner advised that they want a new roof. The contractors have advised that the
chimneys might as well be repaired when the roof is installed. The following suggestions
have been made:
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#1. Tear down both chimneys because they are not used.

#2. Restore the chimneys with new tuck pointing and new bricks.

#3 Tear down the small, secondary chimney on the back and reuse the bricks from that
chimney to repair the main chimney on the front of the house.

#4. Rebuild the front chimney in the same style but not as tall.

Some of the roofing contractors have advised that the chimneys are taller than they need
to be. Rebuilding the chimney at a lower height would also save money. The applicants
are seeking advice on which options are acceptable to the HDC.

Mr. Oudsema advised that his preference would be to have the chimneys rebuilt. This is
a lovely home on one of the most historically distinctive streets in the community. This
house is all brick and sits on a corner so it is quite visible. He inquired if the applicants
received an estimate on rebuilding the chimneys with new materials that would be similar
to the existing brick. Mr. Danner stated that he received a quote about two years ago for
tearing down the main chimney and rebuilding it. The quote was between $11,000 and
$12,000 just for the main chimney, and the applicants did not pursue that option. The
contractors they have spoken with recently suggested talking with the HDC with regard
to what would be acceptable, and then obtaining a quote.

Mr. Nave advised that he lives at 610 West South Street, across the street from the
subject property. He had three chimneys rebuild (each 5’ to 6° high) and that was about
$4,000 nine years ago. The applicants advised that they spoke with Mark Hanson from
Parchment Chimney, Dick O’Day, and Kevin Radke. Mr. Radke provided the highest
quote.

Mr. Nave inquired if the larger base on the back chimney is typical. Ms. Ferraro
confirmed that it is typical. The back chimney is made of a softer red brick; the front
chimney is made from the same glazed brick as the rest of the house. The base of the rear
chimney appears to have already been reinforced, and the brick looks different.

Mr. Nave suggested eliminated a foot or two from the height of the front chimney and
one foot from the back chimney, and rebuilding them to match. Mr. Oudsema suggested
taking down the back chimney since it is not visible. It would be preferable to have the
front chimney rebuilt to the same scale. Discussion followed as to the visibility of
chimneys from the road. Depending on the time of year, the chimneys are visible from
multiple vantage points, although the rear chimney is visible year round from Oak Street..

Mr. Danner stated that one of the contractors advised that the front chimney is made of a
soft brick, similar to the brick in the rear chimney. The front chimney has a wide base
similar to the one in back. The chimneys could be painted a color that is acceptable to
the HDC.

Mr. Bonsignore inquired if any of the fireplaces are hooked up to either of the chimneys.
Mr. Danner advised that they are blocked off. They haven’t been used in a number of
years, the applicants were uncertain as to the exact amount of time.
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Mr. Nave suggested installing a metal cap over the top of the chimneys to divert the
water. Mr. Bonsignore advised that the chimneys at his property are no longer in use.
Dick O’Day put a cement cap on the chimneys to prevent anything from getting into
them. Even if the flues are intact and operable, the chimneys need either a concrete or
metal cap to prevent water from damaging the flues or the brick. The city must be
assured that there is nothing hooked up to the chimney if it is going to be sealed off.
Ms. Ferraro suggested getting a quote from Dick O’Day. Mr. Bonsignore advised that
the cost of fixing his chimney was much less than $11,000. Ms. Ferraro mentioned that
this project could be eligible for the 25% historic tax credit.

Discussion followed with regard to the visibility of the chimneys. The rear chimney
appears to be in better repair than the front chimney, and is visible from Lovell and Oak
Streets. Mr. Tribu advised against removing the chimneys because they are prominent
features and they add architectural value to the house.

Mr. Oudsema, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved approval of repair of the existing
chimneys at 617 W. South Street, by tuck pointing and replacing brick as needed,
provided that the scale and height of the chimneys are not altered, and with the
understanding that both chimneys are likely to be painted a color similar to the
main paint color used on the home. The owner is to be allowed the choice of
capping the chimneys. With a roll call vote, the motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Danner stated that he would not shorten the chimneys if there are to be repaired.
They would only be shortened if they were replaced, in order to save money. Mr.
Bonsignore advised that if the chimneys are to be painted, it is not necessary to use
salvaged bricks. It would probably be less expensive to buy new bricks.

708 Eleanor (Case #: 1HV 09-0343)

Ms. Ferraro represented the property at the owner’s request. The application requests
removal of the existing back porch with extensive carpenter ant damage and wood rot,
and replacement with back entry steps to historic district standards.

Ms. Ferraro provided color pictures of the property. The rail is being replaced to historic
standards. The owner needs approval to reconfigure the back porch. Ms. Ferraro is 95%
certain that the existing porch is not original to the house. You can see through the porch
ceiling and the original clapboards still exist along the back of the house. The foundation
under the porch is smooth face concrete block, which is of a time period much later than
the house. Ms. Ferraro advised that removing the porch would not be huge loss. The
applicant would like to replace it with something else at a later date, but right now she
just wants to eradicate the carpenter ants. Where the porch is attached to the house, there
are gaps from the porch to the attic that are letting in air and wildlife.

Mr. Bonsignore inquired if removal of the porch would include repair of any damaged
siding to match the rest of the house. Ms. Ferraro confirmed that the siding would be
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repaired, and a 3’ x 3’ platform and steps will be constructed by the back door to meet
historic district standards. There will be no roof over the back steps at this point.

Mr. Nave, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved to accept the application for 708
Eleanor as submitted. Any damage created by removing the roof and other
materials would be repaired to match the existing materials. With a roll call vote
the motion carried unanimously.

VIil. APPROVAL OF MINUTES.

Ms. DeYoung requested the following changes: Page 3, last paragraph, should read, “if
storm doors were to be installed over the wood doors.” Page 9, “performance of the
material ... “it” may weather differently. Page 13, discussion regarding 609 Elm, it
should be noted that Mr. Cinabro left the meeting during the discussion.

Mr. Oudsema, supported by Mr. Tribu, moved approval of the minutes as amended.
With a voice vote, the motion carried unanimously.

XIl. OTHER BUSINESS:

A. FYI| Report

Ms. Ferraro advised that the number of approvals this year is almost identical to the
numbers last year. However, more substantial repairs are being requested such as roofs,
steps and rails.

Mr. Nave suggested finding another architect to assist with some of these projects. There
are very few architects in the city, but they would necessarily need to reside in the city
limits to provide assistance with projects. Mr. Oudsema suggested maintaining a list of 4
or 5 architects with contact information to be handed out to applicants when needed.
Currently, Mr. Nave is placed in the position of being the only architect on the HDC and
applicants seek his advice for the projects they are doing. Mr. Oudsema expressed
concern about Mr. Nave appearing in front of the HDC on a regular basis. This could
mistakenly convey the message that this is the normal course of action for completing a
project.

Ms. Ferraro stated that she has a list of approved contractors. Contractors are eligible to
be on the list if they complete a project in the historic district that has been approved.
Currently, there are only two architects on the list. 1t was suggested that Kent DeBoer,
Michael Dunn and Brendan Pollard be contacted to find out if they are interested. Mr.
Nave stated that he would send an e-mail to a local group of architects to find out if there
are people who are interested in being on the list.
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IX. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Oudsema, supported by Ms. DeYoung, moved to adjourn the August 18, 2009
meeting of the Historic District Commission. With a voice vote, the motion carried
unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m.
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