Leavenworth Preservation Commission
Wednesday, June 7, 2017 5:00 PM

Commission Chambers
100 N 5" Street
Leavenworth, Kansas

AGENDA

1. Call to order, determine a quorum

2. Approval of Minutes: May 3, 2017
3. Old Business:
e 418 CHEROKEE STREET — BARIS RESTAURANT LLC D/B/A LUIGI'S RESTAURANT

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission heard this item at the January 21, 2015
and October 7, 2015 meetings. Since the last meeting, the owner has installed a
railing which does not match the appearance of what was shown on the approved
plans, and has applied for a building permit to install an awning which does not
match what was shown on the approved plans. Additionally, new signage, as shown
on the approved plans, has not been installed; signage moved from the previous
location of the restaurant is in place. Due to these factors, staff requested the
applicant discuss his plans with the Preservation Commission prior to issuance of a
building permit for the requested awning.

4. New Business:
None
5. Other Business/Correspondence:

e FYI - Minor Certificates of Appropriateness (6)
o 307 N Broadway — replacement of retaining wall and chain link fence
513 Delaware St — 6’ x 6" wall sign — Jo Jo Dee’s Pets
419 Delaware St — flat roof repairs
417 Delaware St — flat roof repairs
433 Shawnee St — 2’ x 4.625" wall sign — Health Recovery Options
507 Shawnee St — interior repairs and improvements; will not change floor plans

© O O O O

6. Adjournment




CITY OF LEAVENWORTH PRESERVATION COMMISSION
COMMISSION CHAMBERS, CITY HALL
100 N 5% Street, Leavenworth, Kansas 66048
Wednesday, May 3, 2017 5:00 PM

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission met Wednesday, May 3, 2017. Chairman Ken Bower called the meeting to
order. Other commissioners present were: John Karrasch, Rik Jackson, Stephen Hansen, Debi Denney, and Sherry
Hanson. Also present for the meeting were City Planner Julie Hurley and Administrative Assistant Michelle Baragary.

The chairman welcomed new board member Sherry Hanson. It was noted a quorum was present. Mr. Bower called for
a motion to accept the minutes from November 2, 2016 as presented. Mr. Karrasch moved to accept the minutes,
seconded by Mr. Otto and approved by a vote of 5-0. Mr. Bower and Ms. Hanson abstained.

OLD BUSINESS:
None.
NEW BUSINESS:
1. 2017-06 LPC—-320S 7™ STREET

Consider exterior alteration of the property located at 320 S 7" Street, in the Leavenworth Downtown Historic
District. A Major Certificate of Appropriateness is required for the proposed exterior changes to the building.

Chairman Bower opened the public hearing and called for the staff report. City Planner Julie Hurley stated that a State
Law review under the US Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation for the proposed alteration of the
property located at 320 S 7" Street is required.

The subject property is the former Leavenworth Terminal Railway and Bridge Company (LTRBC) building. The building
was constructed in 1893 and is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and has formerly housed a number of
various commercial operations. The applicant is proposing to repurpose the building as five apartment units.

The structure is located immediately west of the Haymarket Square and retains much of its original industrial character.
It was originally constructed as a train depot, with two distinct portions: a 2 story brick building on the east 1/3 of the
structure, and a metal-sided storage area on the west 2/3. The exterior appearance of the brick portion of the building
will remain as it is. The applicant proposes to install corrugated steel panels on the storage portion of the building to
reflect the original industrial appearance of the structure. There are three proposed residential units in the western
portion of the building, and a small stoop will be constructed for each.

This location is part of the Redevelopment Overlay District, whose purpose is to facilitate the development of property
in the downtown and northeast Leavenworth in accordance with the 2010 Downtown-North Leavenworth
Redevelopment Master Plan. In particular, this location is identified as part of the Downtown West Gateway sub-area.
The intent of the district it to accommodate diverse business and building formats within the urban block and
streetscape framework, complementing and supporting other areas of the Downtown. Preservation of historic
structures is identified as a goal in the Redevelopment Plan.

REQUIRED REVIEWS:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the
defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
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The structure is being repurposed as a multi-family resident, and the exterior modifications are being made to
bring the appearance of the structure back into conformance with buildings of the original time period while
accommodating for multiple residential units.

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.

No removal of historic materials or features is proposed. Materials are being proposed to reflect the original
appearance of the building.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false
sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural elements from other
buildings, shall not be undertaken.

The proposed changes would be in harmony with existing structures in the historic district, and present a more
accurate historical appearance.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their own right shall
be retained and preserved.

There are no prior changes with known historic significance to the building.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
historic property shall be preserved.

No existing historic features, finishes or construction techniques will be altered.

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 proposed changes do not involve replacement of any historic features.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials shall not be used.
The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.

No chemical or physical treatments are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

No known significant archeological resources exist for preservation.
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9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that
characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the
massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its
environment.

The proposed changes do not destroy any historic materials that characterize the property.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed
in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

No new additions are proposed.

Chairman Bower opened the public hearing. With no one in the audience to speak, Chairman Bower called for
comments or questions from the commissioners.

Mr. Karrasch mentioned the subject property was heard by the Planning Commission for a request to change the zoning
from General Business District (GBD) to Residential Mixed Use (RMX). Although the subject property will currently be
used as residential, the RMX district affords the option to be used as both residential and commercial.

Mr. Jackson asked about the requirements for residential structures in the flood plain. Ms. Hurley stated that historic
structures are exempt from the flood plain requirements. Jeremy Greenamyre stated no unit will be at or below the
100-year flood level.

Ms. Hanson asked about the two different options and the corrugated panels. Ms. Hurley stated they will be new
corrugated panels, which will be chosen to have the same look as the original panels. She further stated option 1 is the
corrugated metal panels the entire height of the building and option 2 is the corrugated panels with brick at the bottom
portion of the building. The consensus among the commissioners is option 1.

After reviewing the sample color panel, the commissioners were in agreement with the Cityscape color for the
corrugated panels.

Mr. Bower asked if the historic marker was removed from the building. Mr. Greenamyre stated the historic marker was
not removed; it is located on the north east side of the building.

Mr. Bower asked if the individual units will have roofs over the entry doors. Mr. Greenamyre stated the thought was to
have roofs over the entry doors to allow tenants to get out of the elements when entering the apartment. The
commissioners feel the covers should have a pitch and be of the same material; corrugated steel.

Mr. Bower asked if the parking would be paved. Mr. Greenamyre stated the required parking is one stall per one-
bedroom unit; however he plans on having 8-10 parking stalls. The plan is to recontour the lot but not bring in or
remove dirt and asphalt only the area to but used for parking. The rest of the parking lot will be landscaped to soften
the look.

With no further comments, the Chairman Bower closed the public hearing and called for a motion. Mr. Jackson moved
to approve the request for a Major Certificate of Appropriateness based on the findings of the review; seconded by Ms.
Hanson and passed by a unanimous vote 7-0.

OTHER BUSINESS/CORRESPONDENCE

Chairman Brower noted there were twelve Minor Certificates of Appropriateness:
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e 781 Shawnee —roof

517 Marshall St — roof

410 N Broadway — roof

429 Delaware — sandwich board sign

417 S 2™ St — double-sided flag wall mount

e 130 Cherokee — minor interior wall changes and update existing signage

e 419 Shawnee —4’ x 12’ black ornamental fence

e 208 Choctaw —replace 15 windows

e 513 Delaware — installing handicap bathroom & ramp. Installed fire alarm system

e 900 S Esplanade —replacing roof, gutters, downspouts and driveway. Also doing landscape work

e 519 N Broadway — sidewalk replacement

e 501 N Broadway — repair fire damage: replace entrance to basement, fix damage with like-same material,
repair/replace window

Chairman Bower called for a motion to adjourn. Mr. Otto moved to adjourn; seconded by Mr. Hansen and passed by a
unanimous vote 7-0.

Meeting was adjourned at 5:35 pm.

JH:mb
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LEAVENWORTH PRESERVATION COMMISSION

UPDATE AND REVIEW — DOWNTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT
418 CHEROKEE STREET

JUNE 7, 2017

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

&./ P/
Julie ?u/r/le\//, CiW Pad| Kramer, City Manager

OWNER & APPLICANT:

—

Baris Restaurant, LLC
DBA Luigi’'s Restaurant

DISCUSSION:

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission heard this item at the January 21, 2015 meeting and
approved a Major Certificate of Appropriateness, and again at the October 7, 2015 meeting and
approved changes from the previously approved plan. The approved revised plans included
installation of new signage, a steel and glass awning, and an aluminum railing.

Since the October 7, 2015 meeting, the owner has installed a railing which does not match the
appearance of what was shown on approved plans, and has applied for a building permit to install an
awning which does not match what was shown on approved plans. Additionally, new signage, as
shown on the approved plans, has not been installed; signage moved from the previous location of the
restaurant is in place. Due to these factors, staff requested that the applicant discuss his plans with
the Preservation Commission prior to issuance of a building permit for the requested awning.

ACTION/OPTIONS:
e Consensus that proposed changes meet approved Certificate of Appropriateness
e Table the items and request further information or revisions from the applicant

ATTACHMENTS

Minutes of January 21, 2015 LPC meeting

Minutes of October 7, 2015 LPC meeting

Approved plans

Application materials for building permit for awning

CITY of LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS



CITY OF LEAVENWORTH PRESERVATION COMMISSION
COMMISSION CHAMBERS, CITY HALL
100 N 5" Street, Leavenworth, Kansas 66048
Wednesday, January 21, 2015, 5:00 PM

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission met Wednesday, January 21, 2015. Acting Chairman Otto called the meeting
to order. Other commissioners present were: Rebecca Stewart, John Karrasch and Rik Jackson. Commissioners Ken
Bower and Felix Derezinski were absent. The board has one vacancy. City Staff present: City Planner Julie Hurley.

The chairman noted a quorum was present. He also took a moment to thank staff for the work put forth in the staff
report.

On motion made by Ms. Stewart and seconded by Mr. Karrasch, minutes from the December 3, 2014 meeting were
approved by a unanimous vote.

Chairman Otto called for the first item on the agenda.

OLD BUSINESS:

1. 2014-17 — BARIS RESTAURANT, LLC D/B/A LUIGI'S RESTAURANT — Tabled December 3, 2014

Conduct a State Law Review and hold a Public Hearing on Project 2014-17 - 418 Cherokee Street. The
subject property, the proposed site of Luigi’s Restaurant, is in the Leavenworth Downtown Historic
District. A Major Certificate of Appropriateness is required for the proposed exterior changes to the
building.

The chairman called for the staff report. City Planner Julie Hurley stated the subject property is located at 418 Cherokee
Street, the site of the former American Legion building. This item was reviewed at the December 3, 2014 meeting, but
was tabled so the applicant, Baris Restaurant, could provide more detailed drawings and information on proposed
materials and lighting. It was noted a detailed drawing of the facade has been provided for consideration, as well as
samples of material. Ms. Hurley went on to state the current brick fagade will be removed; windows and awnings will be
installed and a travertine pile for the facade will be utilized in the project. Ms. Hurley closed by saying there are a
number of required reviews the board will need to address that are based on State regulations.

Chairman Otto opened the public hearing. Andy, representing Baris Restaurant, addressed the board. He described the
current material on the fagade as hollow cinderblocks with brick veneer and displayed material to the board along with a
color for consideration. Ms. Stewart asked the applicant if any consideration was given to using brick on the facade.
The applicant responded no.

Mr. Jackson indicated he had concerns about the use of lighting on the outside. Andy stated they decided not to use
outdoor lighting so it should no longer be an obstacle.

Mr. Otto asked if the business would house a separate bakery. Andy replied saying a bakery could be in the next phase
of work but is not part of the current project. Mr. Otto also asked about available space for the proposed outdoor
eating area and if it met all requirements. Andy responded saying the proposal met the requirements for wheelchair
accessibility and space required for the dining area. Ms. Hurley advised the building plans for the property are currently
being reviewed to determine if they meet ADA requirements and all standards.

Mr. Karrasch noted that during the last meeting, reference was made to incorporating some of the historical character
of the neighborhood into the project, i.e. brick, etc. Andy responded saying there is no brick left in the building (after
the fire and storm), only a brick veneer exists. He noted brick facades throughout the city have been painted or covered
up with unattractive materials. The applicant commented he is somewhat reluctant to change too much of the facade
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as the building is resting on steel beams and cinderblocks. He indicated he could retain the current brick veneer if the
board so desired.

Ms. Stewart stated the project basically is replacing one veneer for another type of veneer and asked if the applicant
had considered painting the brick veneer red. The applicant indicated he is not a fan of the color red. Ms. Stewart asked
for clarification on staff’'s recommendation that “the proposed changes will bring the building in line with the character
of the historic district”. The city planner responded saying the building, in its current state, is not considered historic in
nature. She went on to say the proposed changes would not be taking it further out of line historically than as the
current structure. Ms. Stewart asked if the board was not to consider the overall effect on the historic district. Ms.
Hurley replied the board could discuss the overall impact on the district.

The chairman stated the board is responsible for the preservation of buildings, but also noted he is interested in the city
itself with regards to nice restaurants, etc. He stated he didn’t have a problem with the proposal. Andy commented he
could leave the building as it is; if the board wishes, as the changes will be costly to him.

Ms. Stewart commented she appreciates what the applicant is trying to do and looks forward to the restaurant
reopening, however, the board is charged with the responsibility of maintaining the integrity of the historic district and
determining appropriateness. She noted that the patchwork appearance of some of the buildings downtown was not
the result of decisions made by this board, but commented it does not promote the unity and harmony the board is
trying to create. Ms. Stewart suggested the applicant utilize a red travertine in the plans for the fagade.

Chairman Otto asked if staff was saying the proposal was not a problem with regards to State regulations. The city
planner stated as long as the board goes through the ten (10) items listed for required reviews and comes to a
consensus, their decision will be good.

Marty Poe of Reunion Antiques, 414-418 Delaware, addressed the board. Mr. Poe stated he is president of the Main
Street organization. He commented that as a business owner, he is excited for the proposed fagade changes to the
building. Mr. Poe went on to talk about the request for consideration of incorporating red brick into the facade for
Luigi's and noted nothing in that particular block is red and the brick that exists is painted. He pointed out some specific
features of the block: windows boarded up, a yellow painted door, brick and stucco veneer facade, and an aluminum
metal building situated directly across from the subject property. He commented the changes may not be 1854 era, but
are a great improvement. Additionally, Mr. Poe advised Main Street board members voted unanimously, without
hesitation, to provide staff a letter endorsing the changes to the building (copy provided in the board’s packet).

Ms. Stewart wished to address the comments regarding the surrounding buildings noting changes were done before the
board was actually in place, but stated the commission must consider the guidelines for restoring and repairing buildings
in the district. Ms. Stewart stated the original facade/building would have been made of brick. At this point, Mr. Poe
asked if the regulations state buildings must incorporate brick in all facades. Ms. Stewart replied yes if they are being
redone.

Ms. Stewart noted there is no historical integrity left in the building itself, but historical pictures show brick on the
fagade. She read aloud Required Review #6 with regards to “...the new feature shall match the old in design, color,
texture...and, where possible, materials.” Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by pictorial evidence.
Ms. Stewart said the board is trying to reproduce a look that works with the district. She asked how Mr. Poe would like
the proposed fagade on a building next to his business. He remarked he would be excited about it. Ms. Stewart
commented that if the building and block are ever to be improved, it would be better to meet the historic nature of the
district.

Ms. Hurley commented Main Street has compiled a list of suggested guidelines to help property owners incorporate
new projects into the historic district.
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Ms. Wendy Scheidt, director of the Main Street program, addressed the board. She stated the Department of Interior
Standards are partially utilized in as much as they have access to a booklet published by the Department. She stated it is
her understanding that when a building's historic nature is gone, it is not supposed to be rebuilt as a historic building.
Ms. Stewart agreed. Ms. Scheidt went on to state the structure has no historic qualities/character. In addition, she
pointed out that the rehab going on next door to 418 Cherokee is not historic as stucco is being used on the facade. Ms.
Scheidt confirmed the board looked over the plans and materials and support the changes. Ms. Stewart asked Ms.
Scheidt why the board would consider the material appropriate for the area. The Main Street director commented they
never looked at the facade as one that should revert back to brick. They gave consideration to the proposed tiles and
noted many downtown buildings have utilized different types of tiles. Ms. Scheidt stated the proposed changes are
appropriate for a building that has no historic character.

Finding no one else wishing to speak, Chairman Otto closed the hearing and proceeded to the Required Reviews, reading
each review item and comment from staff.

REQUIRED REVIEWS:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the
defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
The defining characteristics original to the building have been previously removed. The proposed changes will

bring the building in line with the character of the historic district.

Ms. Hurley clarified staff's comments by saying the proposed changes would not make the structure
any more out of line with the historic district that it is in its present condition.

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.
No removal of historic materials or features is proposed.

M:s. Hurley confirmed no historic features/elements are being removed with this proposal.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false
sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural elements from other
buildings, shall not be undertaken.

No changes suggesting a false sense of historical development are proposed. Proposed changes are in

harmony with the district.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their own right shall
be retained and preserved.
There are no prior changes with historic significance to the building. Previous changes made are generally

detrimental to the character of the building and district.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
historic property shall be preserved.
No distinctive features, finishes or construction techniques exist for preservation.

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.

No historic features exist for repair or replacement.
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7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials shall not be used.
The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.
No damaging treatments are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.
No significant archeological resources exist for preservation.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that
characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the
massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its
environment.

No historic materials exist. Proposed exterior alterations are in harmony with the district.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed
in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

No additions or new construction are proposed.

The chairman called for comments. Mr. Jackson stated he was split on his decision as there is no existing structure to be
preserved from a historical application standpoint. All historical perspectives have been eliminated from the structure.
He stated he would support the proposed changes.

Mr. Karrasch commented on responses to Required Reviews #1, 3 and 4. He suggested an individual could argue that a
travertine is a historic element. Mr. Karrasch stated he would support the changes and commented this could be an
opportunity to blend the old with the new.

Ms. Stewart asked if this property was considered a contributing structure when the historic district was designated. Ms.
Hurley stated she was uncertain if the structure was contributing to the district. It was noted information should be
available on contributing status through the Department of the Interior’s website.

Mr. Otto agreed with board members Karrasch and Jackson, but was concerned about Ms. Stewart's comments. He
pointed out that once the project moves forward, others may attempt to circumvent problems in the future, but noted
according to regulations and information provided, the proposal will not have a negative impact.

Ms. Stewart briefly talked about establishing historic districts and the percentage of properties that are considered
contributing and non-contributing that make up a historic district. She expressed concern that other properties could be
brought to them for consideration of changes, such as for 418 Cherokee, which could possibly result in the loss of
historic status for the structure and eventually even the district.

Ms. Lisa Weakley, city commissioner and business owner, asked if she could address the board. Ms. Weakley owns
Weakley’'s Antiques located at 618 Cherokee. The chairman reopened the public hearing. Ms. Weakley stated they had
a very similar situation with renovation of their building. She was required to look at Cherokee Street, as a whole, in the
district, and noted her property was non-conforming, non-contributing. She stated her building was actually compared
to structures in the 400 block of Cherokee and went on to say the entire block was non-contributing. Ms. Weakley said
they tried to do something historical to their facade; however the State saw them as mimicking historic features and did
not consider their structure to be historic. Ms. Weakley commented Baris owners cannot make the building look historic
and it is not required for non-conforming structures. She noted there is an eclectic mix of structures in the downtown
area citing Mutual Savings as having a very modern architectural style. Ms. Weakley closed by saying she approves of the
design which should enhance the block.

The public hearing was closed again. City Planner Hurley noted contributing structures start in the 600 block of
Cherokee. Chairman Otto called for a motion to approve the Major Certificate of Appropriateness.
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Mr. Jackson moved to approve the Major Certificate of Appropriateness for 418 Cherokee Street based on the findings
of the review. The motion was seconded by Mr. Karrasch and approved by a vote of 3-1 (Stewart).

NEW BUSINESS:

1. 2015-03 LPC Conduct a Public Hearing for Major Certificate of Appropriateness

The applicants, Oliver and Kathryn West, are seeking approval for new construction/in-fill for a portion
of vacant sections of Lots 12 and 13 located at 626 Cherokee in the Downtown Historic District.

Note: The application was withdrawn January 15, 2015.

City Planner Hurley stated the applicants had been looking at possibly constructing a two story addition to their business
(The Pot Rack), instead of the one story structure that what was approved by this board in 2012. The application was
withdrawn January 15, 2015. Ms. Hurley went on to state the Wests are proposing a couple of minor changes; one of
which is to add brick to the fagade. She noted a drawing is provided in the board’s packet. She commented staff
thought the Wests could move forward with the minor changes. Ms. Hurley clarified the application was withdrawn
January 15, 2015 and the application is for The Pot Rack.

The chairman opened the public hearing. Mr. West addressed the board stating he and his wife made the decision to
revert back to the one story design from the recently submitted two-story design. Additionally, they propose to remove
a wrought iron railing from the front of the store so there would be no barrier between the sidewalk and the store. He
noted a light colored brick has been added to the design elements in an effort to make the building look as one
continuous building. A double entry door was also added to the drawing for the new structure. Lastly, Mr. West stated
they would be adding a garage on the back side.

Ms. Hurley confirmed the Wests would not be required to submit another application and again noted the Preservation
board approved the original plans in 2012. Ms. Hurley stated no motion is required on this matter. Chairman Otto
closed the public hearing again and called for the last item on the agenda.

OTHER BUSINESS:

Board members were provided a copy of an approved Minor Certificate of Appropriateness for signage at 515 Delaware
Street for the Euro Pottery Shop.

There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 6:02 pm.

JH:cb
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Other Business/Correspondence
1. 2014-17 LPC Conduct a State Law Review and hold a Public Hearing for 418 Cherokee Street

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission heard this item at the January 21, 2015 meeting and
approved a Major Certificate of Appropriateness for the changes as attached. The proposal
included the installation of travertine tile over the entire face of the building, steel and glass
awning, new windows, installation of an aluminum railing to create an outdoor sidewalk eating
space, and new signage.

The chairman called for the staff report. City Planner Hurley stated the Leavenworth Preservation Commission heard
this item at the January 21, 2015 meeting and approved a Major Certificate of Appropriateness for the changes as
attached. The proposal included the installation of travertine tile over the entire face of the building, steel and glass
awning, new windows, installation of an aluminum railing to create an outdoor sidewalk eating space, and new signage.

Since the Leavenworth Preservation Commission last heard this item, the applicant has commenced work and the scope
of the project has been modified. Windows have been cut and installed as shown on the approved plans. However, in
lieu of the travertine tile, the applicant has painted the existing brick black and gray. No awning, railing for outdoor
eating space or new signage will be instailed at this time. The applicant has indicated that the awning, railing and new
signage will be installed at a later date.

Given the significant nature of the modifications made to the approved plan, the Leavenworth Preservation Commission
must review the project as is being constructed. Should the Leavenworth Preservation Commission vote to approve the
changes as constructed, a new Major Certificate of Appropriateness will be issued.

Ms. Hurley read aloud each of the 10 Required Reviews including the responses:
REQUIRED REVIEWS:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the
defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
The defining characteristics original to the building have been previously removed.

The once multi-story structure has been changed significantly to a single story building.

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.
No removal of historic materials or features is proposed.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false
sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural elements from other
buildings, shall not be undertaken.

No changes suggesting a false sense of historical development are proposed.

4, Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their own right shall
be retained and preserved.
There are no prior changes with historic significance to the building. Previous changes
made are generally detrimental to the character of the building and district.

Changes were made prior to current owner, Baris Restaurant LLC.
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5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
historic property shall be preserved.
No distinctive features, finishes or construction techniques exist for preservation.

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.

No known historic features exist for repair or replacement.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials shall not be used.
The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.
No damaging treatments are proposed.

Paint was applied to the brick which was not historic to the site.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.
No known significant archeological resources exist for preservation.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that
characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the
massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its
environment.

No known historic materials exist.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed
in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.
No additions or new construction are proposed.

Chairman Bower opened the public hearing and called for questions or comments. Ms. Hurley stated staff recommends
approval of the changes and the proposal meets all 10 criteria. Ms. Hurley advised staff had actually noticed changes to
the scope of work and contacted the owner of the property to discuss the issues.

Mr. Bower asked why the owner had deviated from the approved plan. Andy from Baris Restaurant addressed the board
saying the project costs exceeded their budget, thus prompting the need for alternatives to the proposed project. Andy
advised the board the travertine tile would not be installed, but the awning and railings had been ordered and would be
installed once received. He indicated the proposed bakery was now going to be in the second phase of work. He noted
there are two colors used on the brick fagade; grey designating the restaurant space and black which was used for the
bakery area. It was again noted that the deviation from travertine tile was a significant difference. Andy commented
the costs for the remodel had tripled from the initial budget due to unforeseen issues with the building.

Board members asked the owner of Baris Restaurant how many building renovations he had previously completed and
how many were in a historic district. Andy responded saying this was his first building in a historic district but had
completed another 24 remodels. Additionally, Mr. Karrasch and other board members were clear that changes to the
scope of work, without prior approval from the board, should not happen again. It was noted any future changes to the
approved plan would need to come back to the Preservation Commission. Andy apologized for not taking the
appropriate action in regards to the changes.

Mr. Jackson pointed out that the board had previously discussed the fact that there was nothing of historical significance

in this building. He went on to say he supports the use of the tile in the approved plan, but he understands the situation
with escalating costs.

Leavenworth Preservation Commission Minutes October 7, 2015



Mr. Bower indicated he wanted assurances that the restaurant owner would follow through with the plan. Andy
assured board members the awning and railings would be in place. He thought the work at the restaurant would be
complete within a week or so with the bakery side renovations complete possibly by the end of the year-first part of
January.

Mayor Lisa Weakley, speaking as a business owner in the downtown area, indicated she was in favor of the travertine
tile as that would give the building a more modern look; however, she said the painted brick actually meets the
character of the neighborhood, of the downtown area.

The public hearing was closed and the chairman called for a motion. Mr. Otto moved to accept the revised proposal for
work and approve the request for a Major Certificate of Appropriateness based on findings of the review; seconded by
Mr. Jackson. The motion was approved by a unanimous vote.

Annual Preservation Board member training:

City Attorney Tom Dawson provided annual training for board members. Mr. Dawson commended the board on their
work this evening and noted they did a great job of executing their responsibilities as members of the Commission. Mr.
Dawson talked about the board’s role as Leavenworth is designated a “Certified Local Government”. He noted that with
that designation, board members are permitted to address issues and review projects, at the local level, involving
preservation and historic districts. Additionally, Mr. Dawson reviewed the list of 10 criteria and remarked the board only
considers those criteria when making their decisions, while the City Commission is not limited to the 10 criteria in the
case of an appeal. He emphasized the importance of decisions being made locally.

With no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 6:07pm.

Leavenworth Preservation Commission Minutes October 7, 2015
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Page #1

Luigi's Restaurant
Awnings will be atached to the existing

%— plates already designed for the structure _h
) 0 (u] m] o n]

Outer supports will be atached to the existing

/_ rail and supported by the concrete sidewalk

O\

[ |




MBIIA JUOI4

OSudog .8/£8

punole Aem syl ([8 .b/L 84 [[IM SPjom J[e pajBubjsep ssajun ‘
) - . — -
8IS 16 .2/ 5-8
g— aqnl .9 HEX WP X Wb —
8qny .v/L X 0L X u¥ v/l v/l
Yy /_ X < !
i 1 o o ] n n H

w8

W80y [ —>| g0 Je—

ssni) egny abeo LL X .2 X v8

w0 L-6¥

S~ tem %90ig —



punose Aem aui ife i/ ©q [Im spiem |fe psjeubisep ssejun

|

o

9t

0a sereid jrem Bugsisxe 0}
POM 19SND 211 X ub X ub I/

af

oqny. O/ X o

4
i [} BUanL.w/L X .01 X Wb N\ ‘s 3
M M _r__ ] M
| — —J
r./ i H /
= . = W ¥ r— — = —_— =
eqn} ebeo 1L X .2 VV\ -, p/€ (
uoddng jeauop A1eag 1y ISIOf payoly
- ..QFU.QT.I




A0S uj doig
punose Aem ayj |le /L 99 |m Spiem e pajeubisap ssajun «

«8/1 8

== i

eqnl SLIE X Xt ||
WE X8 Xob i

[
bIL g
t
o vl
eoe.q jeucbelp ebey |1 X .9 X .2 —
§ i iy “,
T [T Buany b/t X 0L X ub | I _
— - | S—
‘l = = = — ——— o | — .  — ), -
T WPIE O~ '_
Sisiop paydly usamjeg seqn] uoddng
I:O—.l.mﬂ '_

it ebed



punose Aem au} |8 /1 @] [|IM Spjem |je paleubisep ssajun

jossnY .2/ b

Ssm.l. WG X wG

G# abey

agnL IE X ¥ X u¥ \?

L

Ifem %30]q pue 3oLg

I1Sior payosy Alone je
“ aqnL /L X 0L X u¥ aqn poddns g X .2
10 0l -
Isior payoly 148 dAL
v/l dAL

uBIL g'lle H
qnt abebil X .2 X .}

Jeg .2/t | X ue/}

v/l dAL



punose Aem ayi f|e /1 ©q |im splem |le pareubisep ssejun

eqny OHEX P X WP \

Ilem %00{q pue oug

v/l

°qni W/l X OF X ub

T / voddng payosy /L

SOSSI) Usamieq aoelq
dens .2/t L X 94/

yoddns ssnuj
Qleld na“- X uv X uv ]

aterd jrem Bupsixg -
Ssm.]. nz X -.3 =

eqny abeo LI 2 X .

agm abey (| .2 X 4t
W8/L Ok H

v/l

94 abed




punose Aem 8y Ife /1 oq [IIM SPiaMm |je pejeubisep ssajun

e

|

/ 3aNL OL/E X o X ub

suyoddns ss
\l U ny agny 0@@0—.—. X Xue I/

Buiany w71 X 0L X Wb |/

i

n

[ 4
-y I
11

| — —

N

|~

|/

™LA

/

N

L~

\ooeig dens .2/ L X /L

pe——
N
\U
/

Moddns [eonien Aions Je aJe ISIop payoly |\

l# obey




punose Aem ay) |18 .&/1 e |Im Spiem |je payeubisep ssajun

— I L T
093._- ..0—.\@ x ...v x ...v /
_—— somiqeuoBepegnl 9X &

“E“ n nr\ n n n /'..T "p_.
=i 1 o 11 =HE— 1] pp—— | ﬂ..”_
2 =R = oy x —

_AI..Em o-.vlv_ ﬂ SISION payoly usamieq saqn) poddng payoly IV
“ISIOP peyodly OM] ise| ay) usamieq padeds Ajenba pue pappe sem agn) yoddng
pPaydly elxe ue ‘pud siy} e papsau s| Yibus) jo 1| [euonippe ue Jo esnedeg
-0 _-l.m..ﬁl - >

84 ebed




Wall Flashing

Polygal 10 mm Standard Twin Wall
4' X 8' Polycarbinate sheets

Mega-lock Aluminum
Base & Cap

Arched Joist

End Flashing 4" X 10" X 1/4" Tube

End View

4" X 4" X 316" Tube

Wall

Page #9

1" Air Gap

- 2" X 2" Truss

—— Existing wall plate

™~ 1/2" End gusset to
support truss and tube
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MINOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS % 2
Historic Resource Preservation Ordinance
Leavenworth, Kansas

\.'ag y
Y LEAVENWORTH ©

Date of application S\-2.\-\") . All information is subject to verification. Willful
falsification may lead to issuance of a ““stop work™ order on your project.

1. Address of Property 307 & %{09{\\&(\_,\
[ ] National Register
[ ] Kansas Register
[ 1 Landmarks Register
Historic District

Name of District: O\ A (QN(QMM\J\ \(\'\WRL(D‘\%(\(}:

2. Project Type:
[ 1 Replacement of roofing materials with like-kind materials
[ 1 Repair of architectural elements such as porches, fascia, windows, doors, with like-kind
replacement materials

] Installation of mechanical, plumbing, or electrical systems that require minimal changes

] Installations of awnings and signs on commercial properties

| Interior modifications that do not affect character-defining elements of the structure

] Installation of fire safety equipment, or minor alterations to meet the Americans with
Disabilities Act

[ | Public improvements including improvements to streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas,
parks, and other amenities

] Subdivision of property, or vacation of streets or alleys

] Minor exterior building changes

] Sidewalk dining

] Minor exterior building additions to accessory structures

[} Other projects:__ V£ A AcgMENT 4 RETAINNC WAL ;i'CHA»w LINIC FENE

3 Describe improvements and give reason why such improvement does not detract from the
historic character of a registered property or historic district (attach supporting materials as
necessary): THE- SXISTIN(G Pex MINING whAlL | € CoUAPIING Whl witl RPr
(2EPLACED NITH BUCK WALL &-STINE. MATCHING- THE HAME

4, Printed name of owner:  STEvEAl CLA V

Telephone Number: 9 [2-687 /-G F
APPROVEE}_I?OR I/SS%AN CE
% Date: , Zﬁ) l
U, ! l
Sigrﬁt/ure of property owneﬁ C\@<
cc: KS Historic Preservation Office Julie Hurley/ City/Planner
6425 SW 6™ St

Topeka, KS 66615-1099

Minor Certificate of Appropriateness 11.02.2016
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: MINOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS é\% Q \
R i ot Historic Resource Preservation Ordinance
Leavenworth, Kansas

Date of application & -25-\7) . All information is subject to verification. Willful
falsification may lead to issuance of a “stop work™ order on your project.

1. Address of Property _ D\™ Do\ pa,ec e Sk .
[ ] National Register
[ ] Kansas Register
[ 1 Landmarks Register
Historic District

Name of District: e s~ dsme \)\\":}m(«__ O e

2. Project Type:
[ 1 Replacement of roofing materials with like-kind materials
[ ] Repair of architectural elements such as porches, fascia, windows, doors, with like-kind
replacement materials
Installation of mechanical, plumbing, or electrical systems that require minimal changes
Installations of awnings and signs on commercial properties
Interior modifications that do not affect character-defining elements of the structure
Installation of fire safety equipment, or minor alterations to meet the Americans with
Disabilities Act
[ ] Public improvements including improvements to streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas,
parks, and other amenities
Subdivision of property, or vacation of streets or alleys
Minor exterior building changes
Sidewalk dining
Minor exterior building additions to accessory structures
Other projects:

L

—
e L P

— e ———

3. Describe improvements and give reason why such improvement does not detract from the
historic character of a registered property or historic district (attach supporting materials as
necessary):

4. Printed name of owner: ‘Dad-;. (\ S ot
Telephone Number:__§73 (4 f- 08S S

\g /T\ APPROVED FOR ISSUANCE
/r/) : A L@/U\\ Date: o) Z/(7

Signaﬁ??%f property owner

/.
cc:  KS Historic Preservation Office Julie Hurlgg, C@ner
6425 SW 6™ St

Topeka, KS 66615-1099

Minor Certificate of Appropriateness 11.02.2016
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L} . -
Y LEAVENWORTH

eou
MINOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS %\k
Historic Resource Preservation Ordinance
Leavenworth, Kansas

Date of application S - Y-\ - All information is subject to verification. Willful
falsification may lead to issuance of a “stop work™ order on your project.

. Address of Property _ B\ A D e\ace
[ ] National Register
[ ] Kansas Register
M Landmarks Register

Historic District

Name of District: @ CLSOPTD U \)C\ S\r\\,\“i ¢ "k sxic

2. Project Type:
f@ Replacement of roofing materials with like-kind materials

[ ] Repair of architectural elements such as porches, fascia, windows, doors, with like-kind
replacement materials
Installation of mechanical, plumbing, or electrical systems that require minimal changes
Installations of awnings and signs on commerecial properties
Interior modifications that do not affect character-defining elements of the structure
Installation of fire safety equipment, or minor alterations to meet the Americans with
Disabilities Act
[ ] Public improvements including improvements to streets. curbs. sidewalks, parking areas,
parks, and other amenities
Subdivision of property. or vacation of streets or alleys
Minor exterior building changes
Sidewalk dining
Minor exterior building additions to accessory structures
Other projects:

—— ——

Y r—— — —
e e e e

3, Describe improvements and give reason why such improvement does not detract from the
historic character of a registered property or historic district (attach supporting materials as
necessary):

— A=

Telephone Number:/ &

4, Printed name of owner: ()7;{ ,'/< 7,m WA ﬂg/\(_)ﬁ /
Y alr

APPROVED F})R /S_SUANCE
[0/

@wfﬁ@%édu Date: ___ 5
C ™\

Signature of property owner
Julie Furldy” Cit Planng

cc: KS Historic Preservation Office
6425 SW 6" St
Topeka, KS 66615-1099 i

Minor Certificate of Appropriateness 11.02.2016
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( ﬂ'@t‘wq\i MINOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
L Historic Resource Preservation Ordinance

Leavenworth, Kansas

Date of application S-\O-\"] . All information is subject to verification. Willful
falsification may lead to issuance of a “stop work™ order on your project.

2.

Cc:

Address of Property U\\’—\ (Qe&&\gc\-c e
[ 1 National Register

[ ] Kansas Register

[ ] Landmarks Register

[}(j Historic District

Name of District: @N\\(_\)q:u\(\ \)\\Q\uf‘\c Q\&\f\(_}:

Project Type:
Replacement of roofing materials with like-kind materials
[ 1 Repair of architectural elements such as porches, fascia, windows, doors, with like-kind
replacement materials
| Installation of mechanical, plumbing, or electrical systems that require minimal changes
| Installations of awnings and signs on commercial properties
|
]

Interior modifications that do not affect character-defining elements of the structure

Installation of fire safety equipment, or minor alterations to meet the Americans with

Disabilities Act

[ ] Public improvements including improvements to streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas,
parks, and other amenities

| Subdivision of property, or vacation of streets or alleys

] Minor exterior building changes

| Sidewalk dining

|

]

————

Minor exterior building additions to accessory structures
Other projects:

— o — ——

Describe improvements and give reason why such im provement does not detract from the
historic character of a registered property or historic district (attach supporting materials as
necessary):

Printed name of owner: ﬂQ\O /:g 7 m 87(/((_{‘2//4

Telephone Number: 9 '/R (LYDSE IR '

@ g APPROVEB__ FOR /{S%UANCE
. : Date: 5
Laco X 7] J L . ¢

Signature of property owner

KS Historic Preservation Office Julie Hurley, )@ty Plangler
6425 SW 6" St
Topeka, KS 66615-1099

Minor Certificate of Appropriateness 11.02.2016
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2 ) MINCR GERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 3\
Historie Rescurce Preservation Ordinance Y /}/)
Leavenworth, Kansas

Date of application 5 \ -\ All information is subject to verification.  Willful
falsification may lcad to issuance of 2 .up vork™ order on your project.

Address of Propai: '~ 20, ThniplanOee. e
] National Koz
[ 1 Kansas Registe
{ ] Landmarks Ruegisie
N Historic Distric
Name of Diutrivt: “ ey ok

¢

o Vishnoie Wishcick

2. Project Tvpe:

[ ] Replacemi2nt o roet g miwerads with like-kind materials

[ ] Repairof zrehiteci: s such as porches, lascia. windows, doors, with like-kind
replacement mucrinis
installation of mechanican, plambing. or electrical systems that require minimal changes

I?eL Installations < =wairos ane signs on commercial properties
Interior modificatio o that Co notalTeet character-defining elements of the structure
Installaticn of tire < 1L = eau poent, of minor alterations to meet the Americans with
Disabifives \«

1 Public improve oo locheding improvements to streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas,
parks. and oiber pncnitic

£ 1 Subdivision oi nrooweris, o vacation of sireets or alleys

I 1 Minor exiericr fraibling cimnees

| 1 Sidewalk diine

[ 1 Minorextering b fdinians 1o aecessory structures
[ ] Other prowe:s R -

s

Describe e mioie do wive reason why such improvement does not detract from the
|1"s[0:h charact : ol dored property or historie distriet (attach supporting materials as
e ..-. v s / ,,,,/ Jren ,:rmé-% S rgﬁaf [2Eos [opascs.
'~[/ < My -’/Jn#m/f(o

ety j Lj‘%/ 2] f//f/r, &&f& M/ £

4. Printed rame oi a0 6 AA[LAC
Telephenc © (% 72 Z wf 7 ?

APPROVED FOR ISSUANCE
Date: "’/7/?/} /SI%

2
cie: bS Historn ! P e b Tulie Murley) CityPlanner
0425 SW AT ‘
Topeka. hy Grefi- 0 :

Nhnor Certificate of Appropriateness 11.02.2016 ‘
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ot MINOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS )\ b
B Historic Resource Preservation Ordinance
Leavenworth, Kansas
Date of application 5-\% -\ . All information is subject to verification. Willful
falsification may lead to issuance of a “stop work” order on your project.
I. Address of Property S 070 Dpaneee SN .

[ T National Register
[ 1 Kansas Register
[ 1 Landmarks Register
KA Historic District

Name of District: ‘S D @\ !@. e SR ﬁg';c__ Q’\55§;c_£

2. Project Type:

[ 1 Replacement of roofing materials with like-kind materials

[ 1 Repair of architectural elements such as porches, fascia, windows, doors, with like-kind
replacement materials

[ 1 Installation of mechanical, plumbing, or electrical systems that require minimal changes

[ 1 Installations of awnings and signs on commercial properties

}43 Interior modifications that do not affect character-defining elements of the structure

[ ] Installation of fire safety equipment, or minor alterations to meet the Americans with
Disabilities Act

[ 1 Public improvements including improvements to streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas,
parks, and other amenities

[ 1 Subdivision of property, or vacation of streets or alleys

[ 1 Minor exterior building changes

[ ] Sidewalk dining

[ 1 Minor exterior building additions to accessory structures

[ T Other projects:

3. Describe improvements and give reason why such improvement does not detract from the
historic charac )Bl‘ of a registered property or historic district (attach supporting materials as
necessary):_~La 2 v\ O 'sz ST ovoteme a4

4, Printed name of owner: ﬁ\\(\g\g Lo S EL\:Q-@\ WAQ
Telephone Number: 7S\ - R33 - 476

APPROVEIg‘_?R IS;IIJAN CE

Q 5\; ; }* SC/ ! . Date:
Signature of property owner O 2 i

cc: KS Historic Preservation Office Julie [”74' City Pla““

6425 SW 6™ St
Topeka, KS 66615-1099

Minor Certificate of Appropriateness 11.02.2016



