Leavenworth Preservation Commission
Wednesday, July 10, 2019, 6:00 PM

Commission Chambers
100 N 5t Street
Leavenworth, Kansas

AGENDA

1. Callto order, determine a quorum

2. June 12,2019 Minutes - Motion

3. Old Business:
None

4. New Business:

e 2019-06 LPC—-507 SHAWNEE STREET

A State Law review under the US Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation for the proposed exterior modification to the property located at 507
Shawnee Street, a property located in the Leavenworth Downtown Historic District.
A Major Certificate of Appropriateness is required for the proposed new
construction.

5. Other Business/Correspondence:

e FYI—-MINOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS (0)

6. Adjournment




CITY OF LEAVENWORTH PRESERVATION COMMISSION
COMMISSION CHAMBERS, CITY HALL
100 N 5% Street, Leavenworth, Kansas 66048
Wednesday, June 12, 2019 6:00 PM

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission met Wednesday, June 12, 2019. Chairman Rik Jackson called the meeting to
order. Other commissioners present were: Ed Otto, John Karrasch and Debi Denney. Sherry Hines Whitson was absent.
Also present for the meeting were City Planner Julie Hurley and Administrative Assistant Michelle Baragary.

Chairman Jackson noted a quorum was present and called for a motion to accept the minutes from April 3, 2019 as
presented. Mr. Otto moved to accept the minutes as presented, seconded by Mr. Karrasch and approved by a vote of 4-
0.

OLD BUSINESS
1. 2018-12 LPC-202 POTTAWATOMIE

A State Law review for the proposed demolition of the property located at 202 Pottawatomie Street, a property
listed on the Kansas State Register of Historic Places.

Chairman Jackson called for the staff report.

City Planner Julie Hurley stated this is a State Law review for the proposed demolition of the property located at 202
Pottawatomie Street, a property listed on the Kansas State Register of Historic Places.

Ms. Hurley continued stating structures that are assessed to be in an unsafe and dangerous physical condition pose a
threat to the public health, safety and welfare of the City. To address and abate these structures, the City Commission,
through its powers under Chapter 22, Article X (Dangerous Structures) of the Code of Ordinances, has requested that
City staff annually develop an inventory of unsafe and dangerous structures for review and potential removal through
demolition.

Staff has compiled a list of dangerous structures, which have been evaluated by staff in accordance with KSA 17-4759,
including the house located at 202 Pottawatomie. The property was constructed in 1860 and was listed in the Kansas
State Register of Historic Places in February 2017. It is not listed in the National Register of Historic Places.

The City Commission reviewed the structures at their regular meeting on June 26, 2018, and passed a resolution
granting the property owner of 202 Pottawatomie an extension until October 9, 2018 to commence repair of the
structure. The Leavenworth Preservation Commission reviewed the property at their July 11, 2018 meeting and
instructed the applicant to commence repairs prior to their October 3, 2018 meeting.

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission again reviewed the property at their October 3, 2018 meeting. The owner
was not present at that meeting and necessary repairs were not complete, so the Commission members requested that
staff send a letter to the owner requesting a written plan for completing the repairs. A copy of that letter is included in
this packet. The owner provided staff with an email outlining his repair plans on October 22, 2018, a copy of which has
been included. The City Commission reviewed the property on October 9, 2018 and granted a 90 day extension for the
completion of repairs.

The Leavenworth Preservation Commission again reviewed the property at their January 2, 2019 meeting. At that time,

the property owner stated that he had made application to the State of Kansas for grant funds to be used in restoration
efforts. The Commission voted to grant an extension until after such time as the owner has been notified of his status as
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a grant fund recipient. The State Historic Preservation Office indicated to city staff that grants should be awarded in
May 2019.

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 structure was constructed as a residential building, it is currently vacant.

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.

The entire structure is proposed to be demolished. It has previously been damaged by fire, and has not been fully
restored. The historic clapboard siding present when the house was constructed was previously covered with
asbestos siding in the mid-20"" Century and has not been exposed by the removal of the asbestos siding.

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 building is proposed to be demolished, no changes or additions are proposed.

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

The building is proposed to be demolished, however, there are no known changes to the original structure with
historic significance.

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

The building is proposed to be demolished, no portions of it are proposed to be preserved.

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.

There are a number of deteriorated or missing historic features, including the original clapboard siding, which

have not been repaired or restored.

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.

The building is proposed to be demolished.

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.

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.
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The building is proposed to be demolished, no new construction is proposed at this time.

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.

The building is proposed to be demolished, no new construction is proposed at this time.

ACTION/OPTIONS:
e Motion, to approve the property located at 202 Pottawatomie as being eligible for potential demolition.
e Motion, to deny the property located at 202 Pottawatomie as being eligible for demolition.
e Motion, to Table item until the next meeting for the purpose of further study.
e Motion, to forward to the SHPO for review.

Ms. Hurley stated the only significant change since the last meeting was the removal of the majority of tarpaper from
the siding. The clapboard siding has not been repaired or painted and the windows have not been replaced.

Ms. Hurley further pointed out that although not a condition for demolition, there are a number of other property
maintenance violations on this property, including a brush pile and an inoperable vehicle parked in the yard.

Mr. Otto asked if the City Commission gave the property owner until October 2019 to fix the property.

Ms. Hurley stated the City Commission voted on June 26, 2018 to give the property owner until October 2018 to make
repairs. Those repairs have not been undertaken.

Mr. Karrasch stated he believes the Preservation Commission gave the property owner an extension in January as well.

Ms. Hurley stated this board gave an extension October 3, 2018. The Preservation Commission reviewed it again
January 2, 2019, at which time the property owner informed the board he had applied for the grant fund. At that time,
the board voted to give an extension until after the grand funds had been awarded so the property owner would have a
better picture of his financial resources for improving the property.

Mr. Karrasch asked if the board had requested some type of progress schedule from the property owner.

Ms. Hurley responded that the property owner had emailed City staff on October 22, 2018. The email stated in October
2018, his plans for the home were to repair/replace the gutters, soffits, eaves, and complete the roofing. In November,
he planned to replace doors. Siding work would begin after that.

Mr. Jackson asked Rickey Giles, property owner of 202 Pottawatomie, if he heard back from the State Historic
Preservation Office about the grant.

Mr. Giles stated this was his second time applying for the grant and he was denied again. Mr. Giles further stated he
contacted the SHPO for the reason for the denial. He stated the State wants a clearer scope of work. Mr. Giles intends
to apply for the grant a third time.

Mr. Giles continued stating since the last meeting, gutters have been installed and progress has been made.
Furthermore, a neighbor’s tree fell onto Mr. Giles property so they have been cutting the tree up for the past couple
weeks.

Mr. Giles stated the City of Leavenworth has never welcomed his home. His home has good bones. The only issue with

the home is cosmetics. Only about 10-15 of the clapboard siding boards need to be replaced. Mr. Giles stated he has a
bid. All the contractors he has spoke with said the siding needs to be done before the doors and windows.
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Mr. Giles stated he emailed the Mayor and the Mayor stated the City would have volunteers come help but Mr. Giles
has not seen anyone come out to help. Mr. Giles sees Leavenworth as the “good old boys” and he is not part of the
“good old boys” system. Because of this, Mr. Giles had to get a contractor in Tonganoxie, who will not be available until
August. Mr. Giles stated he could have everything complete by August 15%.

Mr. Giles stated he put in for a $60k or $70k grant, of which you must have 15% of that. Mr. Giles continued stating he
has two bids coming up. He further asked if the board members knows of anyone who can repair/replace the siding.

Mr. Giles stated he is not sure what windows the City wants repaired/replaced. To him the only thing that needs to be
done to the house is pressure washed, painted and doors. He stated every contractor that has been inside of the house
said the house is beautiful.

Mr. Jackson stated the board’s perspective is not so much what is inside of the house but the exterior of the house. He
further continued stating the Preservation Commission provided an extension to allow Mr. Giles to hear back from the
SHPO about the grant and to allow him more time to repair the house. Now that the grant determination has been
made and they have denied grant funds, Mr. Jackson feels like plenty of extensions have been granted to Mr. Giles and it
is time to make a recommendation to the City Commission.

Mr. Giles stated that is irrelevant because even though he was denied the grant money, he still has the financial
resources to fix up the house.

Mr. Otto asked what bids Mr. Giles has that can be completed in a short amount of time.

Mr. Giles responded the contractor in Tonganoxie is backed-up until August. The other contractor in Leavenworth gave
him a quote but he is also behind due to the rain. He further stated people from the City’s neighborhood has an issue
with his home but nobody in his neighborhood is complaining. This is an African American home that is historic. If the
home is painted it would look like a million dollars. Mr. Giles wants the board to recommend a contractor because the
contractors that he has spoken to want to know how much money he has. When Mr. Giles does not show proof of
funds, the contractors do not call him back. Again, Mr. Giles wants the commissioners to recommend someone.

Mr. Jackson stated the Preservation Commission is not here to provide name of contractors that could possibly repair
the house. Mr. Jackson further stated this commission has been extremely flexible with the property owner and
provided an exuberant amount of time for repairs to be undertaken. The Preservation Commission is to review the case
and provide the City Commission their opinion on whether they believe the property is eligible or not eligible for
demolition. At that point, the property owner may plea his case to the City Commissioners. Mr. Jackson feels the
Preservation Commission has done everything they can to assist the property owner.

Mr. Giles stated he is the only person working on the house and cutting the grass. He has a contractor who can
repair/replace the siding. He is disturbed the property is even on the demolition list. He stated there are no rats or
roaches. The house has good bones and only needs cosmetic work. He just needs to find a contractor to do the work.
Mr. Giles further stated the city told him to do several different repairs but never told him to cut the tree limbs over the
house; he did this without the city telling him to. He also took the asbestos siding off because he wants the house
registered on the National level not just with the State of Kansas. Mr. Giles continued by stating he has two different
individuals who could do the work. He stated the work will be simple because it is only doors, siding and some windows.

Mr. Giles asked what windows need to be replaced/repaired.

Ms. Hurley responded the windows need to be repaired or scrapped and painted in a way so they look maintained. The
City provided Mr. Giles with a list of repairs in May of last year, of which nothing has been completed.

Mr. Giles stated the house has had electricity and water for at least the past year and a half. The house has a bathroom.
The master bedroom and living room are complete. The only room that needs to be addressed is the dining room.
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Ms. Hurley stated per state law the city can only look at the outside of the house. The City’s concern are these
structures being a blighting influence on the neighborhood. The blighting influence does not come from what is on the
inside of the property; it is what is on the outside that the neighborhood has to experience.

Mr. Giles stated that the city must want a petition because no one in his neighborhood has complained about his
property.

Mr. Jackson stated if that is the course of action Mr. Giles chooses to take, then it still needs to go to the City
Commissioners.

Chairman Jackson asked for a motion for the property being eligible for demolition or not eligible for demolition.

Mr. Jackson started speaking but moved away from the podium so the beginning of his statement is inaudible. He
further stated at the last meeting he asked why the property was on the demolition list.

Ms. Hurley stated the property is still a blighting influence on the neighborhood and this has been explained to Mr. Giles
multiple times.

Mr. Giles stated the only reason it was on the demolition list was because the structure was a dangerous structure. Now
that Mr. Giles believes he has fixed everything, he stated at the last commission meeting the city said the property is
now on the demolition list to prevent him from going to court and being fined.

Mr. Jackson replied that the Preservation Commissions were not at the City Commission meeting and therefore are
unable to address Mr. Giles statement. Mr. Jackson further stated that regardless of the Preservation Commission’s
determination, Mr. Giles still has the opportunity to present evidence to the City Commission to support his position.

Mr. Giles responded he is not worried that his house will be demolished because it does not meet the criteria.

Mr. Jackson stated in order to make progress the Preservation Commission needs to give a recommendation to the City
Commission.

Mr. Giles asked if the repairs are to be reported.

Mr. Jackson responded in the affirmative.

Mr. Giles stated he tells the Mayor and everyone in the city what he does to the property on a monthly basis. He further
stated the only thing left to repair on the house is the siding, windows and doors. He has the money for the windows
and doors and just needs a contractor for the siding.

Mr. Karrasch asked if there is siding under the black paper on the rear of the house.

Mr. Giles responded there is siding on the second floor of the rear part of the house and there is also plywood where the
fire occurred.

Ms. Denney asked if Mr. Giles owned the property when it caught fire.
Mr. Giles responded he took possession of the property after it caught fire. His father gave him the property.
Ms. Denney asked if Mr. Giles considered the money that would need to go into the property to fix it.

Mr. Giles responded he did consider the cost and that he has the money to fix the property. He further stated the first
contractor he contacted stated he needed $20,000 upfront.
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Mr. Karrasch stated his initial opinion is to provide Mr. Giles with another extension. The extension could be to October,
which is the end of the painting season. By this time, everything required on the exterior of the house must be
completely finished.

Mr. Otto stated he recently had his house painted and a new roof installed and not one contractor asked for the money
upfront.

Ms. Denney stated she would be hesitant to give yet another extension. She further stated she recently had her kitchen
remodeled and a sunroom replaced and she was also not asked to put any money upfront.

Chairman Jackson asked Ms. Hurley if the commission is allowed to grant an extension.

Ms. Hurley responded they can grant an extension for it to come back to the Preservation Commission to review again
or you can make a motion tonight as the property being eligible or ineligible for demolition, which would then forward it
to the City Commission, who also has the power to give an extension if deemed appropriate.

Mr. Otto directly asked Mr. Giles if he can guarantee that the entire exterior of the property will be completed by the
October 2, 2019 Preservation Commission meeting.

Mr. Giles said he can guarantee it will be complete.

With no further questions for comments, Chairman Jackson closed the public hearing and called for a motion to either
grant an extension to October 2, 2019, recommend that the property is eligible for demolition or recommend that the
property is ineligible for demolition. Mr. Karrasch moved to grant an extension to the October 2, 2019 Preservation
Commission meeting with the caveat that all repairs/replacements listed by the City shall be completed by this date.
The repairs/replacements include roof repairs, siding, soffits and eaves, guttering, windows, doors (to include the
framing of all windows and doors), remove all peeling paint and repaint the entire structure. The motion was seconded
by Mr. Otto and approved by a vote of 4-0.

Chairman Jackson stated to Mr. Giles that he needs to apply for the proper permits before working on the house.

NEW BUSINESS
1. Preservation of Downtown Historic District

Wendy Scheidt, Leavenworth Main Street Director, suggested a new survey of the Downtown Historic District. Ms.
Scheidt further stated that Katrina Ringler, Grants Manager / CLG Coordinator for the Kansas Historical Society, said that
since it has been so long since a survey was done, folks may have to fill out Part 1 of the Tax Credit Application. The
other reason for the survey is that there may be properties that should be included in the Downtown Historic District.
Tax credits are important. They make up the difference from new construction, to demolition, to what people can do to
save a historic structure. As the first city of Kansas, this is extremely important. The surveys are eligible for Heritage
Preservation Fund Grant.

Ms. Scheidt further stated a benefit of having a Historic District is that Part 1 of the Tax Credit Application is already
completed so long as your building is part of the Historic District.

Ms. Hurley stated she is not sure who initiated the original Downtown Historic District application. Ms. Hurley further
stated she is aware that the survey is eligible for funding from the state. A survey of a historic district requires a
preservation architect or specialist perform the survey. This expense is eligible for state funding. Ms. Hurley stated the
city can look into this for 2020. A new City Planner will be starting next week so the city will have more resources to
devote to projects like this.

Leavenworth Preservation Commission Minutes June 12, 2019



Ms. Scheidt stated four large buildings have been sold this year and are currently in the process of renovation. The
property owners are looking at upper story development. They are working toward mixed use development with
apartments on the upper story. The codes do not always work well with this type of use. Ms. Scheidt would like to have
some sort of meeting with the appropriate city staff and/or the Preservation Commissioners to discuss issues they are
running into. For example, a building in the historic district was only used as office space. If they renovate it as mixed-
use with residential in the upper story, they are being told they need to rip-up the wood floors and ornate ceilings in the
storefront and install fire rated material. You lose the beautiful historic properties of the building. Ms. Scheidt stated
the question is how do we not only retain our built structure and our history on the outside but we also make it
somewhat equal to be able to retain and utilize the upper story. Ms. Scheidt provided the Commission an informational
handout (Attachment A) and a letter she received sometime in 2018 from Hal Burdette, Chief Building Inspector
(Attachment B).

Ms. Hurley stated the primary purpose for building codes are life-safety issues. She does not know what type of
accommodations can be made for historic structures. Ms. Hurley stated she will do some research and will contact the

State for some resources on what can be done with building codes when working with historic properties.

Ms. Scheidt stated she has been visiting with Ray Stockman, state historical architect. She will reach out to KU and K-
State about getting some of their architecture engineer students to help out.

Mr. Jackson stated he appreciates the information and research will need to be done. It will probably come down to
what the building codes determine.

Ms. Scheidt asked if the building codes are currently the 2006 codes.

Ms. Hurley responded they are. Furthermore, Building Inspections will soon be adopting a newer code (possibly the
2016 building codes). Hal Burdette, Chief Building Inspector, is the point of contact for building codes. Ms. Hurley is not
familiar with what provisions can be made for historic structures, fire suppression systems, etc. Therefore, research will

need to be done to see how the city can work with property owners of historic properties.

Mr. Karrasch asked if it would be possible to schedule a workshop where the Preservation Commission, Planning
Commission, Leavenworth Main Street and city staff can discuss these issues and get everyone on the same page.

Ms. Hurley stated there are funding opportunities from the State that we could apply to use for a training workshop to
discuss expanding historic districts, tax credits, rehabilitation, or whatever topic needs to be discussed.

Chairman Jackson called for the next item on the agenda, Minor Certificates of Appropriateness.
Ms. Hurley did remind the Commissioners that the July meeting will be Wednesday, July 10, 2019.

With no questions or comments, Chairman Jackson called for a motion to adjourn. Mr. Otto moved to adjourn,
seconded by Ms. Denney and approved by a vote of 4-0.

Meeting was adjourned at 7:06 p.m.

JH:mb
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Attachment A

Ferst &'g'; af Aansas

Downtown Historic District

Updating with a new survey could possibly add & designate several locations and be helpful to those
applying for tax credits

| attended the KSHS Tax Credit workshop & Kansas Preservation Conference recently and inquired about
the possibility of having Leavenworth's Downtown history district re-surveyed and | was told that Katrina has
money. So I'm not sure if a Heritage Trust Fund Grant application is the process? | also found out that even though
we have a listed downtown district, applicants applying for tax credit projects will have to fill out Part 1 (which |
thought being listed eliminated this step) because of the time lapse of the original district survey/listing. Maybe funds
through the CLG could pay for a new downtown survey? I'm hoping there are a few add'l buildings that might be
contributing since several bricked up fronts have been removed, efc.

Kristy @ Ben Moore Studio
| did some research and a downtown re-survey is eligible for the HPF grant. They are taking draft applications
through March 1st and final applications are due March 30th. With the HPF fund, salaries also count as “in-kind”
services also, so the salary that you and your employees are already getting can go towards the match if you choose
to apply through Main Street. We haven't been able to put together a proposal fee for the survey this week, but | can
get that to you next week. We can also assist with the writing of the HPF grant. | will get back with you with the fee
next week.

Awareness of upper story development downtown.

> Upper Story Development is starting to be very active
> I'have been working with a minimum of 9 building owners desiring to develop their upper stories

» This is exactly what downtown needs - Mixed Use Development

> Mixed Use Development means more residential dwellers living downtown, therefore more potential
customers at restaurants, retailers, service businesses = all businesses = A Vibrant Downtown! 24/7

LMS is very active in downtown economic development, currently actively working with Hanna, Ken, Aree, Stevie,
John/Burr, LMS building, Renee, Dave Richards, Masons, Amy, and encourages building owners to retain and
maintain historic storefronts; retain historic windows & building features; retain the historic character/features of the
interiors (tin ceilings, moldings, hardwood floors, bead board ceilings, beams, exposed brick, and related) to utilize
tax credits; work directly with KSHS

It's just as important to retain the historic integrity/character/features of the interior of a historic building as the
exterior. If you own a historic home and were told you had to remove the majority of its built features on the interior,
would you go to the expense of re-installing the original wood flooring, tin ceilings, etc. or opt to sheetrock and use a
new material, and throw out the wood flooring for plywood and carpeting or laminate flooring? It wouldn't be a lovely,
one of a kind, historic home anymore??? That's what our codes are doing in some instances — how can we retain

what we have? — After all, we are the First City of Kansas!
Our Mission Statement

Leavenworth Main Street Program, Inc., through community awareness and involvement, works to energize and preserve the downtown
through economic development and historic preservation to cultivate a viable and attractive area for the benefit of the entire community.

416 CHEROKEE + LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS 66048 + TELEPHONE (913) 682-3924 « www.leavenworthmainstreet.com + e-mail: director@leavenworthmainstrest.com




Attachment B

Wendy,

There are more issues than | can list accurately when discussing renovation of upper floors of downtown
structures, but here are some of the most common ones.

One of the main issues is if an automatic sprinkler system is required. The 2006 International Building
Code and the 2006 International Fire Code require that any building that contains an R (residential)
occupancy is required to be sprinklered throughout. if the upper stories of a property were occupied as
a residential occupancy the City will allow that use to continue with or without a sprinkler system.
However, if the upper stories were not previously, or partially used as a residential occupancy but the
owner wants to renovate the upper floors for residential use, then the sprinkler system will be required.
The codes state that a change in use of a structure require that the structure meets the current
requirements for the new use. Another concern related to an R occupancy is egress rated windows for
sleeping areas. IF there is an automatic sprinkler system the current code does not require an egress
window from each sleeping area, but future codes will. If there is not an automatic sprinkler system,
than each sleeping area is required to have an egress window in that area. A fire alarm system that is
more than interconnected smoke detectors may also be required, but most structures are small enough
that this is not a common occurrence.

Another issue related to residential above commercial is the required occupancy separation required
between the types of occupancy. | have tried in the past to take into consideration the fact that many
downtown structures have ornate ceiling work, and will give as much lead way as possible to not alter
those ceilings, but typically some repairs need to be made. Patching of holes and other such things. The
code does allow me to assign a value for the existing structure and assign a separation value to it, and |
try to be a generous as possible depending on the situation. If an automatic sprinkler system is installed
throughout then the patching of holes would still be requested, but the overall occupancy separation
issue becomes much less of an issue.

If the upper floors are to be used for a more commercial type use, say office space, then an automatic
sprinkler system will likely not be required. Nor would egress rated windows be required, but there may
be other exiting concerns based on the proposed use and occupant load for the space. Also take into
consideration that any public space for commercial purposes should be designed to meet ADA
standards. This does not typically require that an elevator be installed, but such things as door swings,
door width and restroom facilities still need to be met. There may still be issues related to occupancy
separation as described above, but typically not as strict when dealing with residential occupancy above.



LEAVENWORTH PRESERVATION COMMISSION

State Law Review
507 Shawnee Street

JULY 10, 2019

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

QA oS5l

Julie H%’ey, Qt_y}lénner Pa&l Kramer, ERVM-a-n%ger )

OWNER & APPLICANT:

Angelina Marrero, Owner
Willie Jones, Jr., Applicant

SUBJECT:

A State Law review under the US Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation for the
proposed exterior modification to the property located at 507 Shawnee Street, a property located in
the Leavenworth Downtown Historic District. A Major Certificate of Appropriateness is required for
the proposed new construction.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

The applicant is proposing to install an exterior exhaust fan to the west side of the building as part of
renovations to install a commercial kitchen in the building. The west side of the building is adjacent to
an existing parking lot, and is visible from Shawnee Street. Several other buildings in the Downtown
area have similar existing exhaust fans.

The existing building is a two-story brick commercial structure located in the Leavenworth Downtown
Historic District, which was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in April, 2002. The property
is zoned CBD, Central Business District, and the proposed addition meets all development requirements
of the district.

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 existing structure will undergo no physical changes. The proposed fan will not change the
defining characteristics of the 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.
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10.

No physical changes to the existing structure that create a false sense of historical development
are proposed.

Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved.
No prior changes to the existing structure will be removed or altered.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

To install the fan, bricks will need to be removed from the west face of the building. The area
disturbed will be minimal in size.

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.

Should the exhaust fan be removed in the future, the area disturbed could easily be repaired to
its original state so that the essential form and integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
The staff recommends approval of the installation of the proposed exhaust fan.

ACTION/OPTIONS:

Approval, based upon a point by point review of Preservation Commission findings as stated.
Disapproval, based upon a point by point review of Preservation Commission findings as stated.
(applicant may appeal to the City Commission)

Motion, to Table item until the next meeting for the purpose of further study.

Motion, to forward to the SHPO for review.

CITY of LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS




Project No. % CO\NA - Lo LPC
Application No. 6 852?3

Fee (non-refundable) $200.00
Filing Date (- \D-\&

Fee Paid/Receipted By: 28050 by Shec,

MAJOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Landmark Impact Determination

Printed Name of Property Owner:

— ik Y i ; i

—~ ~ b /

Address of Property Owner: & ML

} 1Y \ / \ e
OO AT

Phone: Email;

Applicant Name (if different from property owner):

Phone: Email;

Property Address of Landmark or Contributing Property for review:

Legal Description: (Attach full legal description provided by the REGISTER OF DEEDS OFFICE or-a-FITLE COMPANY)

Nature of Repair or Alteration/demolition:

Historical or Architectural significance:

National Register [ ] Kansas Register [ ]
Leavenworth Landmark Register [ ] Listed on Historic Resource Survey [ ]
Other Contribution:
Physmal Descrlptron of Demolltlon/lmprovement work \ { W 1( u\\‘\i 5T ff‘;"‘zf!-‘. N XN
- ( 7 {\. ’ ." , 1 N0 \L * f-"f)‘”:“‘ ) ,_,;:- :! "_ |1‘;ﬂ n ( i“ {5‘ \1“('-'1}1 {_5“‘4‘;‘:1{":'(-: )

o

Determination: No detrimental effect as proposed [ ] ‘

Reasoning for this determination (attach necessary documentation including site plan, elevation,
architectural detail, or rendering, in keeping with Secretary of Interior standards or specials
considerations for historic characteristics, patters size, acceptable substitutions and other general
design criteria). This will be reviewed by the Preservation Commission at its next regular monthly
meeting. Following approval, the appropriate permit may be issued. This action does not trigger a
public hearing, but the board may make changes with consent of the owner/applicant.

Detrimental Effect on Historic Property [ ]

Reasoning for this determination (check all that apply):

Significant Deviation from general character of the historic property(ies) [ ]
Height/scale/spatial inappropriateness [ ]

Inappropriate fagade/window/entrance elements [ ]

Inappropriate roof form/horizontal/vertical elements [ ]

Other (requires documentation) [ ]

1 Major Certificate of Appropriateness October 2017



Project No. LPC
Application No.

Fee (non-refundable) $200.00
Filing Date

Fee Paid/Receipted By:

MAJOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Landmark Impact Determination

Printed Name of Property Owner: \Q\(\Q{g,’(;;_ Q. WMo e O

Address of Property Owner: __ 2005 (olins Ade, MPT %08 MicaiRuack E 35"
Phone: _ 250-832- 4743 Email: _Pvoelvno S\aereen @ G\MC{; . CoM
Applicant Name (if different from property owner): N\\\\i\e, :S_')\Q,\% -Jf

Phone: C}PD ) Q(Xa -Q1T1 Email: \wO'(c\mp\e 5 @CQ(IYC\\ (0

Property Address of Landmark or Contributing Property for review: _ S0 1 Shounaot Dc g ane NS
S eledU§

Legal Description: (Attach full legal description provided by the REGISTER OF DEEDS OFFICE oraHTLE COMPANY)

Nature of Repair or Alteration/demolition: DA o 0% Cornaec o\ Yddnen vt

: ExXaust Dot o Wt outyy  Sherrhcondt
Historical or Architectural significance: *W(LMQ ot 5\ Ott-t of Wal\, Ot Swe bO\“
National Register [ ] ( Kansas Reagister [ |}

Leavenworth Landmark Register [ ] Listed on Historic Resource Survey [ ]




(Attach all necessary documentation to show how the proposed improvements are inappropriate for the
site or building).

Remedies to correct detrimental effect: Project owner may undertake the following improvements which
would remedy the above named inappropriate factors (cite secretary’s standards with each suggested
remedy, attach additional materials as necessary):

NOTE: All signatures must be in ink. Signature of owner(s) must be secured and notarized.

~ ¥ : \ ;
Owner's Signature: Qllhr;&.\x.’\& DA RGO Date:_ 1D Atun 2019

State of iF(ONQ/\

County of _
Signed or aitested before me - (UI* day of IUV‘(L 20 4 by A]\/} {yoihﬁ Q Wf@rb

Notary Public My appointment expires (2 \/ 141 21

(

e ELIESER GONGORA
% Nelary Public— State of Flonda
*:  Commission & GG 169357

: < My Comm. Expires Dec 19. 2021

| For Office Use:
| Date of Public Hearing: = \ -\ -\ A

Date of Notice of Public Hearing published _( 4-\R -\4
Date Notice sent to property owners within historic district. as appropriate: (a-\X-\9
Date of request for appeal to City Commission, if appropriate:
Date scheduled for City Commission review and action, if appropriate:

Final Action:
Deny as proposed [ ] Approve as proposed [ ] Approve with modifications [ ] i
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510 Shawnee St - Google Maps ' Page 1 of 1

Google Maps 510 Shawnee St %/

Image capture: May 2018  © 2079 Google

Leavenworth, Kansas

Google

Street View - May 2018
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338 S 6th St - Google Maps Page 1 of 1

Google Maps 338 S 6th St

—

Image capture: Jul 2013 © 2019 Google

Leavenworth, Kansas
Google

Street View - Jul 2013
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