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City of Lawrence

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION
AGENDA FOR MARCH 15, 2018

CITY HALL, 6 E 6™ STREET

6:30 PM

SPECIAL NOTICE: THE CITY OF LAWRENCE HAS EXECUTED AN AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE HISTORIC
PRESERVATION OFFICER TO CONDUCT STATE PRESERVATION LAW REVIEWS AT THE LOCAL LEVEL.
THEREFORE, THE LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION WILL MAKE ALL DETERMINATIONS
REGARDING PROJECTS THAT REQUIRE REVIEW UNDER K.S.A. 75-2724, AS AMENDED.

ITEM NO. 1: COMMUNICATIONS
A. Receive communications from other commissions, State Historic
Preservation Officer, and the general public.
B. Disclosure of ex-parte communications.
C. Declaration of abstentions for specific agenda items by commissioners.
D. Committee Reports

ITEM NO. 2: CONSENT AGENDA
A. February Action Summary
B. Administrative Approvals

1. DR-17-00367 1232 Louisiana Street; New Duplex; Oread Design
Guidelines Review

2. DR-17-00414 888 New Hampshire Street; Sign Permit; Certificate
of Appropriateness and Downtown Design Guidelines Review

3. DR-17-00526 830 Connecticut Street; Residential Accessory
Structure; Certificate of Appropriateness

4. DR-17-00564 816 Massachusetts Street; Sidewalk Dining Permit;
State Law Review, Certificate of Appropriateness and Downtown
Design Guidelines Review

5. DR-17-00658 811 New Hampshire Street; Sign Permit; State Law
Review and Downtown Design Guidelines Review

6. DR-17-00699 1201 Rhode Island Street; Mechanical Permit; State
Law Review

7. DR-17-00701 125 E. 10" Street; Sign Permit; Certificate of
Appropriateness and Downtown Design Guidelines Review

8. DR-17-00702 933 Rhode Island Street; Plumbing Permit; State Law
Review

9. DR-18-00015 1333 Kentucky Street; New Residential Duplex;
Oread Design Guidelines Review

10. DR-18-00016 1012 Tennessee Street; Electrical Permit; State Law
Review
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11. DR-18-00018 831 Massachusetts Street; Sign Permit; State Law
Review, Certificate of Appropriateness and Downtown Design
Guidelines Review

12. DR-18-00019 1337 New Hampshire Street; Residential Remodel;
State Law Review

13. DR-18-00022 302 W 11" Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet; State Law
Review, Certificate of Appropriateness and Oread Design Guidelines
Review

14. DR-18-00026 1103 Connecticut Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet;
Certificate of Appropriateness

15. DR-18-00029 844 Rhode Island Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet; State
Law Review and Certificate of Appropriateness

16. DR-18-00030 1300 New Hampshire Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet;
State Law Review

17. DR-18-00031 635 Rhode Island Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet; State
Law Review, Certificate of Appropriateness and Downtown Design
Guidelines Review

18. DR-18-00032 1246 Tennessee Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet; Oread
Design Guidelines Review

19. DR-18-00033 1300 Tennessee Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet; Oread
Design Guidelines Review

20. DR-18-00034 303 W 11t Street; AT&T ROW Cabinet; Certificate
of Appropriateness and Oread Design Guidelines Review

21. DR-18-00038 1012 Tennessee Street; Residential Remodel; State
Law Review, Certificate of Appropriateness and Oread Design
Guidelines Review

22. DR-18-00043 1340 Tennessee Street; Commercial Addition; Oread
Design Guidelines Review

23. DR-18-00048 1420 Crescent Road; Sign Permit; Certificate of
Appropriateness

24. DR-18-00050 941 Pennsylvania Street; Residential Remodel;
Certificate of Appropriateness

25. DR-18-00051 7 E 8" Street; Sign Permit; State Law Review, and
Downtown Design Guidelines Review

26. DR-18-00054 1124 Rhode Island Street; Residential Addition;
State Law Review and Certificate of Appropriateness

Deferred 27. DR-18-00058 413 E 7*" Street; Commercial Remodel; Certificate of

Appropriateness

ITEM NO. 3: PUBLIC COMMENT

ADDRESSING THE COMMISSION: The public is allowed to speak to any items or issues
that are not scheduled on the agenda after first being recognized by the Chair. As a general
practice, the Commission will not discuss/debate these items, nor will the Commission make
decisions on items presented during this time, rather they will refer the items to staff for follow
up. Individuals are asked to come to the microphone, sign in, and state their name and
address. Speakers should address all comments/questions to the Commission.

AGENDA ITEMS MAY BE TAKEN OUT OF ORDER AT THE COMMISSION’S DISCRETION
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ITEM NO. 5:
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ITEM NO. 7:
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DR-18-00060 801 Indiana Street; Residential Additions, Demolition of
Accessory Garage and New Accessory Garage; State Law Review. The property
is contributing to the Old West Lawrence Historic District, National Register of
Historic Places. Submitted by Sabatini Architects on behalf of Josh and Casey
Hunt, property owners of record.

DR-18-00059 826 Rhode Island Street; New Porch Modifications to DR-
16-00235; State Law Review. The property is located in the North Rhode Island
Street Historic Residential District, National Register of Historic Places.
Submitted by Paul Werner Architects on behalf of James Slough, property
owner of record.

ot Street Project Presentation; State Law Review, Certificate of
Appropriateness and 8" & Pennsylvania Street Conservation Overlay District
Guidelines Review. The street project spans the length of E 9 Street from
New Hampshire Street to Pennsylvania Street. The project crosses Lawrence’s
Downtown Conservation Overlay District, the North Rhode Island Street
Historic Residential District, National Register of Historic Places, the Environs
of the Social Service League, Turnhalle, and St. Luke African Methodist
Episcopal Church, Lawrence Register of Historic Places, and is located in the
8" & Pennsylvania Revitalization Overlay District.

East Lawrence Neighborhood Plan

MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS

A. Provide comment on Zoning Amendments, Special Use Permits, and
Zoning Variances received since February 15, 2018.

B. Review of any demolition permits received since February 15, 2018.

C. Miscellaneous matters from City staff and Commission members.



Feb.25, 2018
Dear ELNA Board, Rev. Verdell Taylor & the St. Luke A.M.E. Congregation,
Cindy Maude & the LAC Board, Stan Hernly & Assoc., Lynne Zollner, City
Preservation Planner & all who love East Lawrence,

Like board member Vanessa Reynaga, [ left the Jan. ELNA mtg. reflecting
on the Draft Plan for East Lawrence art and the ideas suggested at the meeting.
Good turn out folks!

I think the Draft Plan is strong and as a draft, ELNA and whoever is hired to
coordinate this challenging process will have to hammer out the workaday details.
Thanks to Cindy Maude, Josh Davis & Dave Loewenstein for their hard work on a
tight deadline.

The Draft Plan gives us a Community Art framework, embraces the five lead
artists, then five more and five more. East Lawrence neighborhood Artist’s
Assistants, Youth Corp, Research/Story Gatherers can work to engage more
residents, deepen neighborhood pride and buy-in. Paying these workers shows
respect and recognizes that making art is work and should be compensated.

I have trained, worked and deeply believe in the Community Art process. If
as many neighbors of all stripes gather to reflect, research and participate in the art
making, we will get better, more meaningful art rooted in our home place. I have
seen this model work over and over in many communities. It is a tested, grass roots
method used all over the world.

I feel strongly that we must hire a half-time Project Coordinator who
understands Community Art and here’s why. The City has no staff time to devote to
the project. The Art Center has no staff time to devote to the project and their new
Director will need time to get up to speed on all her/his responsibilities. The ELNA
board is all volunteer with an overworked, Y4 time Coordinator who already donates
many hours to ELNA. Done right, a Project Coordinator would manage the art
workers, help them with workspace, aid them in scheduling, keep the world
informed regularly and work to engage as many neighbors as possible. Tall order-
not a volunteer position.

We are all tired. We have all done a lot of work these past few years and
attended too matty meetittgs. Still, I would ask you to look back to the hundreds of
East Lawrencians, many gone now, who worked hard to make the city pay attention
to our needs, kept 2 highways from cutting through our neighborhood, fought 3
times to keep the School Bodrd from closing New York Elementary, ete., etc.

We don’t have to like each other (although that could happen) but we are
bonded by this place we live in. If we press on, we honor those who went before and
made it the neighborhood it is today and a better place for our kids and grandkids. I
urge you to study the Draft document, be very specific about any part you think
needs to be looked at and attend the March ELNA mtg., Monday, March Sth, 7:00
p.m. at the New York School Library. ‘

Our river neighborhood was originally home to Indigenous people, African
Americans fleeing the Jim Crow south, Mexican Americans who came to work the
railroads, Germans escaping conscription, Irish from the famine, Syiss; FEgnch, . -
Nordic peoples and on and on. There needs to be a book written my|frien

MAR 01 2013

City County Planning Office
Lawrence, Kansas




This brings me to St. Luke A.ML.E. and the idea that all the grant dollars
should go to the church. I would love to see if any of the Artists propose art about
this historic place. I would love to see St. Luke completely restored to stand another
hundred years. St. Luke is a historically African American church, has always been
a Civil Rights hub, is important architecturally and has ties to Langston Hughes.

Number 1, we must ask the congregation and Rev. Verdell what they want
and need. It is their church, their heritage and their choice.

When Rev. Taylor first arrived in Lawrence and learned about the long
history of St. Luke, his congregants reached out to the Lawrence Preservation
Alliance, Prof. Bill Tuttle and many others. Through grant writing and fund raising
they were able to begin the extensive repairs the building needed. They also did the
careful research work to get St. Luke on the Local, State and National Historic
Registers. As a listed property on the Registers they were eligible for grants and in-
kind denations.

Grants and donations paid for a comprehensive Preservation/Restoration
Assessment by Stan Hernly & Assoc. finished in 200S. This Assessment lays out
exactly the work that is needed to make sure this important church building
remains for future generations.

Since St. Luke is on the State and National Historic Registers, any work done
must be guided (presumably by Mr. Hernly’s firm since he knows the structure
inside and out) and done by experienced people adhering to the Secretary of
Interiors Standards. Our State Historic Resources Dept., City Preservation Planner,
Lynne Braddock Zollner and Lawrence’s Historic Resource Commission would
serve as advocates and advisors for a well done restoration.

Stan shared the 2005 Cost projections for a complete restoration and advised
adding 4% a year for inflation. He also cautioned that these were not hard and fast
numbers since materials, wages, etc. fluctuate. I’m no math whiz but it leoks like
they need approx. $ 2,837,000 in 2018 dollars. If they had 3 million they could also
start an endowment for maintenance and future repairs to their building and
grounds.

Any stained glass window restoration must be done by experienced
professionals. The cost estimate to repair the 2 largest windows would be approx.
$90,000 (2018 dollars) plus the cost of tuck pointing the brick walls around the
windows so they would support the restored windows. The Iowa firm that gave the
2005 bid and specializes in restoring historic stained glass would return (for free)
and give an updated quote.

Rev. Taylor and his congregation can let us know how they want to move
forward. I feel certain that any group that commits to a serious fund raising
campaign for them would be greatly appreciated. At the same time I believe we
should create a job description for an Art Coordinator and begin the hiring process.
We have approx. two years to pull this off. It’s an opportunity to try to heal and
continue the good work East Lawrence is known for.

Yours on the Eastside,
K T Walsh

N\ /W Ll —



East Lawrence Neighborhood Association

P.O. Box 442393
Lawrence, KS 66044
eastlawrence@yahoo.com

February 6th 2018

To: Dave Cronin, Public Works
Lynne Zolliner Historic Resources Administrator

Re: 9th Street Design Plans, sidewalk and curb replacement

The East Lawrence Neighborhood Association board voted at our February meeting to support
the use of brick to replace sidewalks where bricks currently exist, and to the use of limestone
curbs where they continue to exist on the streetscape. This is consistent with our neighborhood
plan as adopted by the City in 2000, as well as with the precedents of re-use that have been
implemented in other neighborhoods within the City.

These are some of the historic resources located within the original town site of the City, and
they will continue to pay back to the City as we confinue fo push our City's historicity as a selling
point to tourism and to our general quality of life.

We recognize the extra detail that brick requires, and we feel it is worth that exira detail. Studies
have shown and the City has demonstrated that the use of brick and limestone in these features
can be done to ADA standards and can last for decades when properly installed and
maintained.

We would also suggest additional training and/or outreach to property owners about the care
and maintenance of these valuable Historic Resources.

Thank you,

-

ety O Aol

East Lawrence Neighborhood Association
Phil Collison, President
eastlawrence@yahoo.com
phil@pcollison.com
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City of Lawrence

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION
ACTION SUMMARY FOR FEBRUARY 15, 2018
CITY HALL, 6 E 6™ STREET

6:30 PM

Commissioners Present: Bailey, Evans, Hernly, Veatch
Staff Present: Dolar, Weik, Zollner

ITEM NO. 1: COMMUNICATIONS
A. All communications were included in the packet.
B. No ex-parte communications.
C. No abstentions from specific agenda items by commissioners.
D. There were no Committee Reports. Ms. Zollner explained that the
applicant did not appear for the scheduled Architectural Review
Committee (ARC) meeting.

ITEM NO. 2: CONSENT AGENDA
A. October, November, & January Action Summaries
B. Administrative Approvals
1. DR-17-00555 821 New Jersey Street; New Accessory Structure;
Certificate of Appropriateness
2. DR-17-00699 1201 Rhode Island Street; Mechanical Permit; State
Law Review
3. DR-17-00701 125 E 10" Street; Sign Permit; Certificate of
Appropriateness and Downtown Design Guidelines Review
4. DR-17-00702 933 Rhode Island Street; Sewer Replacement; State
Law Review
5. DR-18-00005 745 New Hampshire Street; Sign Permit; State Law
Review and Downtown Design Guidelines Review
ACTION TAKEN
Motioned by Commissioner Bailey, seconded by Commissioner Veatch, to approve the October,
November, and January Action Summaries.

Unanimously approved 4-0.

Motioned by Commissioner Veatch, seconded by Commissioner Hernly, to confirm the
administrative approvals.

Unanimously approved 4-0.
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ITEM NO. 3: PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Dennis Brown, Lawrence Preservation Alliance (LPA), said there isn't much to add to the letter
he and the LPA board members submitted. He explained their holistic approach to addressing
proposals for detached garages. He was curious to hear feedback from the commissioners
regarding the thoughts in his letter.

Commissioner Bailey said they’ll likely see more proposals for detached garages in the future;
however, he pointed out that each application is unique and doesn't feel that they're setting a
precedent. He said he understands Mr. Brown'’s concerns and felt it deserved more discussion.
Commissioner Veatch said the issue could possibly be addressed with a conservation overlay
district. He felt they should remain cognizant of the difference between a State Law Review and
an environs review, and he’s not willing to say that residential forms such as detached garages
encroach upon, damage, or destroy properties in the environs.

Mr. Brown said he respects the commissioners’ opinions but feels the playing field needs to be
further defined and that in the real world, it does set a precedent.

Commissioner Hernly asked about the status of short term rental regulations.
Ms. Zollner said it's due back on a City Commission agenda soon.

Commissioner Hernly felt the short term rental regulations might have an impact on the
construction of accessory structures for the purpose of lodging.

Ms. Zollner said that will be a City Commission discussion and staff has been following its progress.
Mr. Brown pointed out that those residential forms are not appropriate in some areas where
zoning precludes detached dwellings. He felt that the construction of the structures in question

don’t solve any real problems, they only create them.

Commissioner Bailey said there is a balancing act in meeting a property owner’s desire to change
something and still meeting the code guidelines.

Mr. Brown discussed his thought process in writing his letter.

Commissioner Veatch said he appreciates Mr. Brown'’s letter.

Commissioner Erby said she particularly appreciated the point about gentrification.

Mr. Brown thanked the commissioners.

Commissioner Bailey said the topic is definitely worth further discussion.

Ms. KT Walsh, East Lawrence Neighborhood Association (ELNA), read a letter they sent to the
City Commission regarding the design for the curbs and sidewalks for the East 9™" Street plan.
She explained their concerns about removing limestone curbs and the historic brick sidewalks and

ways they can be maintained and still be “ADA compliant”. She asked for the Commission’s
support in maintaining those historic elements.
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Commissioner Bailey asked if the main concern driving the plan to remove the curbs and sidewalks
is ADA accessibility.

Ms. Walsh said it's the point everyone keeps bringing up.
Ms. Zollner said the East 9" Street plan will be a public hearing item on the March agenda.
Commissioner Bailey asked if ADA is the biggest concern with the plan.

Ms. Zollner explained that it has been a previous topic of discussion and staff plans to assess the
condition of the curbs and sidewalks before a recommendation is made.

Ms. Walsh added that many of the bricks are crumbling and they understand that some will have
to be replaced not reused.

Commissioner Bailey said he doesn't understand how the comfort of the sidewalks is an ADA
accessibility issue.

Ms. Walsh said it's their goal to make it a smooth ride for everyone.

ITEM NO. 4: DR-18-00007 726 Massachusetts Street; New Addition; State Law Review,
Certificate of Appropriateness and Downtown Design Guidelines Review. The

property is listed as a contributing struc wrence’s Downtown Historic
District, National Register of Hi E d is located in the environs of
Miller's Hall (723-725 Mmﬁ Street) and the House Building (729
Massachusetts Street), L nce Register of Historic Places. The property is

also located in the Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District. Submitted
by TreanorHL on behalf of BWB2 LP, property owner of record.

ITEM NO. 6: MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS

A. No comment on Zoning Amendments, Special Use Permits, and
Zoning Variances received since January 18, 2018.

B. No demolition permits received since January 18, 2018.
C. Miscellaneous matters from City staff and Commission members.
Historic Preservation Fund/Certified Local Government Grants

Ms. Zollner mentioned that scholarships are available for the July
18-22 National Alliance of Preservation Commissions Forum. She
reminded commissioners that the City is the Certified Local
Government and as such will make the final selection of grants, and
proceeded to explain staffs recommendation for grant
opportunities: a resurvey and PSIQ for University Place
Neighborhood, as well as a survey for half of the Barker
Neighborhood. She explained that East Lawrence Design Guidelines
would need more preliminary work before a grant proposal would
be feasible. She said staff recommends the neighborhood and staff
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work to get those preliminary items in alignment to prepare for a
grant application next year.

Commissioner Hernly asked if any of the preliminary items could be
funded through a grant this year.

Ms. Zollner said they could apply for the resurvey of the area and
look at preparing a neighborhood plan, although typically that’s
something the City has done.

Commissioner Hernly asked if it would be possible to update the
revitalization plan that was written 20 years ago.

Ms. Zollner said they could update the old plan or create a new one,
noting that a resurvey of the area would provide better information.

Commissioner Hernly asked if a two-stage grant is favorable or if
preliminary City staff work gives them a better chance.

Ms. Zollner said they certainly like to see City support- they prefer
survey grants followed by National Register nominations in the
second year, but have also granted preservation plans.

Commissioner Hernly said they’ll need a lot of momentum to get
the design guidelines grant on pace for next year.

Commissioner Erby asked how the grant process works.
Ms. Zollner explained the process.

Commissioner Hernly said all of staff's recommendations are for
good projects, but he noted how important East Lawrence Design
Guidelines are for the Commission’s review processes.

Ms. Zollner recommended the Commission narrow down their grant
choices to no more than two.

Commissioner Hernly asked if grants are requested for the
University Place and Barker neighborhood surveys, if there is
something the Commission can do to jumpstart the East Lawrence
Design Guidelines effort.

Ms. Zollner said yes. The Commission could hold a public discussion
and forward comments and concerns to the Planning Director.

Commissioners Bailey & Hernly suggested they accept staff's
recommendation to prepare grants for University Place and Barker
neighborhoods, and add a public discussion on East Lawrence
Design Guidelines to a future agenda.

PUBLIC COMMENT
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Ms. Norma Pierce, resident of University Place Neighborhood, said
they formed a committee to research and discuss survey grants and
living in a historic district. She said they created a website with
information and have sponsored two public meetings to discuss
their ideas. She said they are excited about the recommendation
for a survey grant.

Mr. Brown explained that LPA has also been working with University
Place to help with education and he explained LPA'’s preferences for
grant opportunities.

Ms. KT Walsh, ELNA, said they're experiencing a great deal of
pressure so they appreciate the idea of a pre-planning grant for
East Lawrence Design Guidelines. She asked if staff can help get
the Rhode Island Street National Historic District on the local
register.

Ms. Zollner said she can work with them on it.

Ms. Pam Burkhead, University Place Neighborhood, said she would
appreciate any funding for their survey.

COMMISSION DISCUSSION
Commissioner Bailey said they don’'t want to overburden staff with
grant requests.

Commissioner Hernly said as long as they get the East Lawrence
process started, he’'s ok moving forward with the surveys for
University Place and Barker neighborhoods.

Commissioners Erby and Bailey agreed.

Commissioner Bailey said they should add the discussion to their
next meeting.

ACTION TAKEN
Motioned by Commissioner Bailey, seconded by Commissioner
Veatch, to adjourn the meeting.

ADJOURNED 7:21 PM
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00367 1232 Louisiana Street; New Residential Construction (Duplex) permit; Oread
Design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
New Residential Duplex permit
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Oread Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Design Guidelines and determined
that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00414 888 New Hampshire Street; Sign Permit; Certificate of Appropriateness and
Downtown Design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Sign Permit

Tl A ——

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Downtown Design Guidelines (Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-
308(f)(3) of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Downtown Design
Guidelines and determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and
design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00526 830 Connecticut Street; Residential Accessory Structure; Certificate of
Appropriateness

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Residential Accessory Structure
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00564 816 Massachusetts Street; Sidewalk Dining; State Law Review, Certificate of
Appropriateness and Downtown Design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Sidewalk Dining

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Downtown Design Guidelines (Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Downtown Design Guidelines and
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determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00658 811 New Hampshire Street; Sign Permit; State Law Review and Downtown Design
Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

in Prmit
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C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Downtown Design Guidelines (Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Downtown Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00699 1201 Rhode Island Street; Mechanical Permit; State Law Review
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Inflow/Infiltration Abatement Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00701 125 E. 10th Street; Sign Permit; Certificate of Appropriateness and Downtown
Design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Sign Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Downtown Design Guidelines (Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District)
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D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Downtown Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-17-00702 933 Rhode Island Street; Plumbing Permit; State Law Review
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Sewer Replacement Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00015 1333 Kentucky Street; New Residential Duplex; Oread Design Guidelines Review
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

New Residential Permit - Duplex

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Oread Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Design Guidelines and determined
that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00016 1012 Tennessee Street; Electrical Permit; State Law Review
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Electrical Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00018 831 Massachusetts Street; Sign Permit; State Law Review; Certificate of
Appropriateness and Downtown Design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Downtown Design Guidelines (Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District)
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D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Downtown Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).




HRC Packet Information 03-15-2018
Administrative Review

LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00019 1337 New Hampshire Street; Residential Remodel; State Law Review
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Residential Remodel Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00022 302 W. 11* Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; State Law Review, Certificate of
Appropriateness and Oread design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00026 1103 Connecticut Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; Certificate of
Appropriateness

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00022 844 Rhode Island Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; State Law Review,
Certificate of Appropriateness

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00022 1300 New Hampshire Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; State Law Review,
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00032 1246 Tennessee Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; Oread design Guidelines
Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00033 1300 Tennessee Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; Oread design Guidelines
Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00034 303 W. 11% Street; AT&T Right of Way Cabinet; Certificate of Appropriateness
and Oread design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Right-of-Way Permit — AT&T cabinet
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00038 1012 Tennessee Street; Residential Remodel; State Law Review, Certificate of
Appropriateness and Oread design Guidelines Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Residential Remodel Permit
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00043 1340 Tennessee Street; Commercial Addition; Oread design Guidelines Review
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Commercial Addition Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Oread Neighborhood Design Guidelines (Oread Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-
308(f)(3) of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Oread Neighborhood
Design Guidelines and determined that the project, as proposed, meets these
development and design standards.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY
DR-18-00048 1420 Crescent Road; Sign Permit; Certificate of Appropriateness
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Sign Permit

Blade Sign Location
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C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
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landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00050 941 Pennsylvania Street; Residential Remodel; Certificate of Appropriateness
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Residential Remodel Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00051 7 E. 8% Street; Sign Permit; State Law Review and Downtown Design Guidelines
Review

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Sign Permit

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Downtown Design Guidelines (Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay District)
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D. STAFF DETERMINATION

Based on the information provided by the applicant and in accordance with Chapter 20-308(f)(3)
of the City Code, staff reviewed this project using the Downtown Design Guidelines and
determined that the project, as proposed, meets these development and design standards.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00054 1124 Rhode Island Street; Residential Addition; State Law Review and Certificate
of Appropriateness

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Residential Addition Permit
C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (State Preservation Law Review)

Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence (Certificate of Appropriateness)

D. STAFF DETERMINATION

In accordance with Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Lawrence, the standards of evaluation,
staff determined the proposed project will not significantly encroach on, damage, or destroy the
landmarks or their environs and issued the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed project.

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
approved the project and made the determination that the project does not damage or destroy
any historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places (Register of Historic Kansas Places).
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION
ITEM NO. 6: DR-18-00060
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00060 801 Indiana Street; Residential Additions, Demolition of Accessory Garage and New
Accessory Garage; State Law Review. The property is contributing to the Old West Lawrence Historic
District, National Register of Historic Places. Submitted by Sabatini Architects on behalf of Josh and
Casey Hunt, property owners of record.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The applicant is requesting to remove two existing porches and construct two new additions of

similar size and footprint. The applicant also proposes to demolish the existing accessory structure
and construct a new larger structure on the same corner of the lot.

b & TR

801 Indiana Street 801 Indiana Street Accessory Structure

The addition on the west elevation of the structure will remove an existing frame porch and replace
it with a glass conservatory. The glass conservatory will be recessed from the north elevation 1’ 6”
to match the existing setback of the current porch. The addition will extend 8’ to the west and to the
existing building on the south. The foundation will match the lattice style brick foundation that
currently exists. The glass roof will shed to the west but will have a gable centered over the west
elevation doors.

The southwest elevation addition will also remove an existing porch. The addition will wrap-around
the corner of the structure and project 7’ to the west the primary wall of the structure and 7’ south
from the primary wall of the structure. The addition will be 23" north to south. Clad in wood siding
with half round shingle siding courses, the addition will have a shed roof with a gable and
foundation to match the lattice style brick veneer.
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The existing accessory structure will be demolished and a new structure on the same corner of the
lot will be constructed. This frame structure will be 24’ x 28’ 3”, 678 sf, and will be clad with fiber
cement board lap siding. The roof will be asphalt shingle and the foundation will be concrete slab
on grade. The structure will be set back 5’ from both the south and west property lines. Vehicular
access to the structure is from the alley to the west. The fenestration patterns on the north and
south are similar. There is no fenestration on the east elevation.

C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Review under K.S.A. 75-2724 (State Preservation Law Review)

For State Preservation Law Review of projects involving listed properties, the Historic Resources
Commission uses the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards to evaluate the proposed project.
Therefore, the following standards apply to the proposed project:

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.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic material or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be
avoided.

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.

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

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

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterforation 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.

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.

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

9. New addlitions, 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.



HRC Packet Information 03-15-2018
Item No. 4: DR-18-00060 p.3

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 historical
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

D. STAFF ANALYSIS

The structure located at 801 Indiana Street was constructed c. 1893. When the Old West Lawrence
Historic District was listed in the National Register in 1972, it did not include a list of contributing
and non-contributing structures. The district was resurveyed in 1991, and the State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) generated a list of contributing and non-contributing structures based on
this survey to determine the eligibility of structures for the Kansas Historic Rehabilitation Tax Credit
program. (This list was never approved by the National Park Service as an official list of contributing
and non-contributing structures.) This list identifies 801 Indiana Street as a contributing structure to
the district. Staff is also of the opinion that the structure is contributing to the Old West Lawrence
Historic District.

The identification of key features, including architectural elements and setting, are the beginning
bases for project review of historic structures whether they are listed individually or as part of a
district. Careful consideration of the context and the reasons for the significance of the property
should be included in the overall determination of character-defining elements. Character-defining
elements include the overall shape of the building, its materials, craftsmanship, decorative details,
interior spaces and features, as well as the various aspects of its site and environment. Once the
character-defining features have been identified, the project can be reviewed using the guidelines to
determine if the proposed project meets the guidelines and if the project will damage or destroy the
listed property.

The construction of an exterior addition to a historic building may seem to be essential for a new or
expanded use, but the Secretary of the Interior’s guidelines emphasize that new additions should be
avoided, if possible, and considered only after it is determined that the proposed need cannot be
met by altering secondary, non-character defining interior spaces. After a thorough evaluation of
interior solutions, if an exterior addition is still judged to be the only viable alternative, the addition
should be designed and constructed to be clearly differentiated from the historic building and so that
the character-defining features of the structure are not radically changed, obscured, damaged, or
destroyed. New additions should be constructed so that there is the least possible loss of historic
materials, located at the rear or on an inconspicuous side of a historic building, and limited in size
and scale in relationship to the historic building. Design for the new work may be contemporary, but
it should always be clearly differentiated from the historic building and be compatible in terms of
mass, materials, relationship of solids to voids, and color.

West Porch

The applicant is proposing to remove the existing porch on the west elevation of the structure. This
porch appears to be historic. It is not uncommon for historic porches on rear elevation to change
over time. Historically, they were often filled-in and/or enlarged to gain additional interior space. The
location of rear porches is also a typical location for new additions to historic structures. Most often
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they provide an opportunity to expand in a location that is well suited for a lot and many times an
interior space arrangement. The standards and guidelines for additions to historic structures
encourage placing additions on the rear of structures. This addition is on the rear and is set in from
the adjacent side wall plane which is also recommended for new additions.

The difficulty for this addition is the material. The proposed addition is a glass conservatory. An all
glass addition is not typically a compatible material for a wood frame residential structure of this
architectural style. However, the addition is small in size. While the size is small, the addition height
is accentuated by a cross gable that is centered on the shed roof. This gable interrupts the typical
shed roof form for rear additions and adds extra glazing that is highly visible to the addition. (The
peak of the gable is only 9’ from the edge of the north wall.) The overall effect of the roof form
creates an addition that emphasizes the use of glass as the only material on the addition.
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A change in roof form to a simple shed roof like was common on most typical small porch-like
additions would reduce the overall impact of the use of glass as the material for the walls and roof
of the addition structure.

Southwest Addition

The proposed project will remove a second existing porch on the west elevation of the structure and
will replace the porch with a new addition that will wrap around the southwest corner of the
structure. This addition will allow for a mud room and an expanded kitchen. This addition is also
located at the rear of the structure but is not recessed from the adjacent wall plane. This addition
will also remove two historic exterior walls of the structure.

When new additions are added to historic structures, the least amount of historic material should be
removed. If walls need to be opened for additional space, they should be opened in such a manner
as to leave an appearance of the original wall configuration. Often this is achieved by using a cased
opening - leaving a small portion of the wall to either side and above. Due to the small size and
location of this addition, a cased opening is not possible for either the south wall or the west wall.
The small size of the addition removes only 16’ of the south wall and 16’ of the west wall.
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The southwest addition is located 7’ from the southern wall plane of the structure. This is not
recommended for additions to historic structures. Additions should be recessed behind the wall
plane of the adjacent side wall. While the addition is 7’ to the south, it will only be 2’ from the
furthermost wall plane of the structure — the first bay on the south wall. This new addition will also
be 73’ from the east property line. The concern for staff is the complicated roof form for the
addition. This roof form will increase the height of the addition and will amplify the extension of the
addition past the wall plane. If the roof form is simplified, like a shed roof form that was very
common for rear additions, the impact of the addition extending past the wall plane will be
minimized.
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Demolition and New Construction of Accessory Structure

Demolition of historic structures is rarely positive for a neighborhood because it destroys the
relationships between the structures, landscape features, and open space, and as a result the
overall character of the area is diminished. When possible, staff prefers rehabilitation to retain
structures and their relationship to the environs of the listed properties. If demolition is approved, it
removes the opportunity for a future owner to rehabilitate the existing structure. Therefore, each
request for demolition should be reviewed on a case by case basis and the approval of demolition
for one property does not support the demolition of other structures.

The accessory structure located off the alley at 801 Indiana Street is typical of accessory structures
in the Old West Lawrence neighborhood and the historic district.

The poor condition of this structure can be attributed to the general decline of accessory structures
of this type and the neglected maintenance and care of the structure over time. Staff is of the
opinion the poor condition of this structure is the result of the typical decline associated with
accessory structures due to materials and construction method. The rehabilitation of the structure
would likely require the lifting of the structure to construct a new foundation and carefully
supporting the existing framing of the structure to allow for the wracking of the structure to be
corrected. Because of the original construction materials and methods, this structure may not
withstand the rehabilitation without additional harm.
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The applicant has provided structural analysis and a simple cost replacement analysis. Staff has
evaluated the structure and agrees with the deficiencies identified by the structural analysis
submitted by the applicant.

The proposed accessory structure is larger than the existing structure but within the size of
accessory structures within the district. The main portion of the structure is limited to space for
vehicles and storage space is addressed by adding a small lean-to of 92 sf to the east elevation.
This small addition allows for the overall size of the structure to be minimized for the use of a
garage.

The proposed structure is one and Y2 stories at a building height to the roof peak of 24’ 5”. This
allows for an upper floor studio. (It should be noted that this property is zoned RS5 and an
accessory dwelling unit/apartment/living unit is not allowed in this zoning district.) The property
consists of a double lot. The size of a double lot helps to mitigate the height of the new accessory
structure. While tall for the typical historic accessory structures in the district, some accessory
structures of this type did historically exist in the district and were often on larger lots.

State Law Review

The City of Lawrence has an agreement with the State Historic Preservation Officer to conduct
reviews required under K.S.A. 75-2724 using the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. The Historic
Resources Commission is charged with determining whether or not projects will *damage or destroy”
historic resources. Interior alterations are also included in this review.

Standards 9 and 10 apply to this project.

New Additions and Interior Alterations

The interior alterations proposed are minor alterations in secondary locations that will not impact the
overall primary character of the historic structure. The amount of historic material loss, while
significant in the southwest corner of the structure, is at the rear of the structure. By trying to
minimize the size of the addition, there is not a good opportunity to do a cased opening on the
south wall due to the existing pantry location and proposed removal of the pantry.

The new additions are compatible in size, scale, and massing.

While the materials for the western addition are compatible, the all glass conservatory material is
atypical for an addition to a historic structure in the district. If the size and scale of the addition can
be minimized by altering the roof to a simple shed roof form, the impact of the all glass structure
will be minimized.

Additions to historic structures should be to the rear of the structure and should be setback behind
the wall plane of the associated side elevation. The proposed southwest addition extends past the
south wall plane of the first bay extension on the south wall plane by 2’. This extension beyond the
wall plane can be minimized by simplifying the roof on the addition to a shed roof that is similar to
other rear additions in the district. The change to a shed roof and the distance from the public right
of way will reduce the impact of the projection of the addition past the wall plane.
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Staff is of the opinion that the glass conservatory addition roof be altered to a shed roof form that is
the form of the existing porch and is the primary roof form for most rear additions.

Staff is also of the opinion that the roof form for the addition on the southwest corner should be
simplified to a shed roof form in keeping with rear additions and minimizing the height and mass of
this addition.

Accessory Structure

The demolition of the existing accessory structure is warranted due to the condition of the structure.
Because a new structure is proposed in a similar location, the overall effect on the district is
mitigated. The proposed materials for the new structure are compatible and the modern design of
the structure ensures that it is not viewed as original to the site. While the height is taller than
typical historic accessory structures, it is within the range of heights that existing historically in the
district. The size, scale, massing, and setbacks are appropriate for the double lot. If the structure
were removed in the future, the overall integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

Staff is of the opinion the demolition and new construction of the accessory structure will not
damage or encroach upon the historic district.

E. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff

recommends the Commission request the applicant to accept the amendments provided by staff to
1. Change the roof on the west addition/conservatory to a shed roof with no cross gable; and
2. Simplify the roof on the southwest addition to a shed roof appearance from the public right

of way of Indiana Street.

If the amendments are accepted, staff recommends the commission approve the proposed project

and make the determination that the proposed project does not damage or destroy any historic

property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of Historic Places

(Register of Historic Kansas Places).

Staff also recommends the Commission direct staff to administratively review any minor alterations
to the project such as materials, slight changes in roof slope, and fenestration that meet the
standards. Any other revisions or modifications to the project shall be forwarded to the Historic
Resources Commission for review.

If the amendments are not accepted, staff recommends the project be referred to the Architectural
Review Committee to work with the applicant on the roof lines of the additions to find solutions that
meet the project goals of the applicant while meeting Standard 9 for compatibility of additions to
historic properties.
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City of Lawrence
Douglas County

AEEP PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
6 East 6" St. www.lawrenceks.org/pds Phone 785-832-3150
P.O. Box 708 Tdd 785-832-3205
Lawrence, KS 66044 Fax 785-832-3160
DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION
PROPERTY INFORMATION

Address of Property 801 Indiana Street
Legal Description (may be attached) LANE'S FIRST ADD BLK 8 LTS 1 &2 (U04738 & 4739
COMBINED 1987)

OWNER INFORMATION
Name(s) Josh and Casey Hunt

Josh or Casey Hunt

Address 801 Indiana Street

City State KS
Phone (785) 749-7475 Fax( )

E-mail jhunt@mammothlive.com cchoricehunt@mammothlive.com _ Cell Phone (785) 550-4851

Contact

Lawrence ZIP 66044

APPLICANT/AGENT INFORMATION
Contact Dan Sabatini

Company Sabatini Architects

Address 730 New Hampshire St, Ste. 233
City Lawrence State KS ZIP 66044
Phone ( 785 )331-3399 Fax (785) 331-0846

E-mail dsabatini@sabatiniarchitects.com

Cell Phone (785) _550-6564

180 SF Garage

Porch + 770 SF Garage

Existing Zoning RS5 Existing Land Use Proposed Land Use # of Buildings
Residential Residential 2

Total site area Existing Building Footprint Proposed Building Footprint Open Space Area

11,700 sf 1,776 SF + 540 SF Porches + | 2,064 SF Home + 350 SF 8,516 SF

Existing Pavement Coverage
230

Proposed Pavement Coverage
450

Are you also submitting any of the following applications?

Building Permit - Site Plan

- Special Use Permit

- Zoning Change

- Variance - State or Federal Tax Credit Application

Other (specify)

Application Form
06/2016
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Property
Address:_ 801 Indiana St. Lawrence, KS
66044

Detailed Description of Proposed Project:
(Attach additional sheets if necessary)

The Existing House and Garage:

The existing two-story house is a good example of late 19*" century Queen Anne style located in the Old West
Lawrence Historic District. In the OWL Historic District MPS Inventory the structure is documented built in 1892
and is a contributing structure to the district. The house exterior is wood shingle with a cross hip roof with
asphalt shingles. The existing garage is a simple wood framed gable roof structure with garage door located on
the north end. The structure is supported on an exposed concrete stem wall. The garage has a concrete floor
believed to be of a later time period than the house. The garage door is modern sectional overhead door. The
existing property is a typical double lot of 100’ x 117°.

Proposed House Addition:

The proposed addition to the house occurs on the west (rear) and south sides of the house. The existing shed
roofed back porch on the west elevation will be removed and replaced with an addition extending 7’ beyond the
existing south elevation. The addition will continue to the east to align with the existing rear portion of the
house. This addition will have shed roof with gable at the SW corner, referencing the existing shed roof on the
porch. The roof extension will have similar exposed rafter tails and roof decking. The new siding will match the
existing wood siding with half round shingle siding courses to coordinate with detailing on the existing house and
matching siding exposure. The finish foundation material will match the existing brick lattice style veneer.

Another addition also occurs on the west (rear) side of the house. An existing shed roofed porch will be removed
and replaced with a glass conservatory designed to mimic the design of the existing house. The addition will be
set back from the north side of the house approximately 1’-6” to match the setback of the existing porch and
extend 8’ to the west of the existing house. The shed roofed conservatory will feature a cross gable similar in
style to the cross gable existing on the upper level of the house. A pair of glass entry doors will be centered on
the west elevation of the conservatory. Again, the foundation appearance will match the lattice style brick
foundation that currently exists.

Please see attached drawings.

Existing Garage Condition

The wood framed, 1.5-story building has a distinctive roof sag and significantly leans to the east. The existing
concrete foundation is shallow which is common for the time of its construction. The foundation is uneven and
has broken apart because heaving and settlement. This condition has transferred to the existing wood structure
and exposed the wood to decades of rot and deterioration. Lack modern lateral bracing and properly sized roof
structure create the lean and the roof to sag. On the interior, the existing interior concrete floor is also in poor
condition with large cracks. Rehabilitation of the garage would require a new foundation, new concrete floor
slab and straightening the structure. The most effective process to construct a new foundation is to relocate or
raise the structure temporarily while the foundation is constructed. Complicating the temporary relocation or
raising is the wood frame structure’s lean and poor condition which could be facilitated by total removal of the
exterior siding and replace much of the wall framing. If attempted to straighten even the existing nails could
snap due to rust and fatigue. The cost will double, if not close to triple to renovate the existing garage than
replace. We estimate renovation of the existing 254 SF garage at $74,000-$90,000. The anticipated cost for
proposed replace garage $120,000-$136,000. Although the structure could be renovated much of the original

Application Form Page 2 of 4 Design Review Application
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integrity of the structure and exterior is removed, replaced or rebuilt.

Proposed Detached Garage Structure:

The proposed garage is detached to retain the historical pattern of secondary structures that are accessed from
the alley. The proposed garage is 24’-0” x 28’-3" (678 S.F.) with a lean-to section on the east side for additional
storage (92 S.F.). appropriate for the double lot size. The owners desire to retain a historic appearance for the
garage in a similar, though much simpler style than the house. Using a gable roof is intended to match the house
and visually minimize the garage height. The construction details of the addition will be very simple, though
taking cues from historic garage design.

Materials proposed for the garage include:

¢ Wood framed asphalt hip roof with exposed soffit and rafter tails to match existing;

¢ Smooth wood or fiber cement board lap siding (approx. 4” to 4-1/4” exposure);

e Two new garage doors in a more historically correct style (painted);

* Smooth wood or cement fiber corner, eave and trim around windows and doors similar in size and
detailing to the existing;

e Skirting and mitered corner of shingle at the second-floor line.

¢ Wood or fiber cement shingles to match the existing.

¢ Double or single hung, insulated metal clad wood windows and painted door with a similar configuration
as the existing.

In addition to the new garage, the propose landscape modifications to their backyard will be possible
replacement of a portion of the backyard West, East and South fences with a new wood and metal fence

(6’-0” maximum height) to replace the existing wood fence. The existing concrete drive will be removed and the
fence along the alley rebuilt as indicated above. The new drive from the alley to the garage will be concrete. The
existing brick alley will be protected during construction and repair if damaged.

Reason for Request:
(Attach additional sheets if necessary)

The owners purchased this home loving its historic character. They are very committed to retaining the historic
elements of this home. Unfortunately, the existing kitchen is small and lacks both work and storage space. As
the primary family entrance of the house, there is also a lack of space for shoes, coats, backpacks, etc. The
addition will enlarge the space enough that the family can have a more functional kitchen and have a mud-
room/laundry area that will increase the usability of the space greatly. The conservatory addition will add much
needed space for the owner’s home-based business while providing added light to the northwest corner of the
house. The light nature of the conservatory retains the existing shed roof design so to limit the visual impact on
the north facade. The conservatory addition will also allow realignment of the existing basement stair directly
under the stair from the kitchen to the second floor. The current stairs to the basement are steep and precarious.

The owners desire to replace the existing garage to provide space for two cars in the garage. The owners feel
that to meet modern 21 century needs and to retain property's viability it is necessary to provide at least a two-
car garage. This also helps reduce the on-street parking needs. The owners are very concerned with retaining the
historic character of the property and believe because of the design and the structure’s location it will have
minimal impact to the overall character of the district. The upper floor area will be accessible for home office
activities. The owner has noted similar structures throughout the neighborhood including the property direct
south of theirs has a comparable 2-story garage.

Application Form Page 3 of 4 Design Review Application
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Architect/Engineer/Contractor Information: Please provide name and phone number of any
persons associated with the project.
Contact Dan Sabatini

Company_Sabatini Architects Inc.
Address 730 New Hampshire St., Suite 233

City Lawrence State KS ZIP 66044

Phone (785)_331-3399 Fax (785) _331-0846

E-mail_dsabatini@sabatiniarchitects.com Cell (785) _550-6564
REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS:

v" Photographs of existing structure and site

Scaled or dimensioned site plan with a graphic/bar scale
Scaled elevation drawings with a graphic/bar scale

Scaled or dimensioned floor plans with a graphic/bar scale

Materials list

AN NEE NN

Digital copy of application materials

ADDITIONALINFORMATIONMAYBEREQUIREDBASED ON THESCOPE OF THE PROJECT

SIGNATURE

I/We, the undersigned am/are the (owner(s)), (duly authorized agent), (Circle One) of the
aforementioned property. By execution of my/our signature, I/we do hereby officially apply for
design review approval as indicated aboye.

Signature(s): LA Date 2018-02-26
Date
Date
Note: If signing by agent submit Owner Authorization Form
Application Form Page 4 of 4 Design Review Application
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City of Lawrence
Douglas County

T PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
6 East 6" St. www.lawrenceks.or Phone  785-832-3150
P.O. Box 708 Tdd 785-832-3205
Lawrence, KS 66044 Fax 785-832-3160
OWNER AUTHORIZATION
) 1/, .
I/WE /&%u/ Chorice Hant 3 Tosk Fhct- , _ hereby

referred to as fhe “Undersigned”, being of lawful age, do hereby on this__~2™ day of f[afz{@q
20 /8’ , make the following statements to wit:

1. I/We the Undersigned, on the date first above written, am/are the lawful owner(s) in fee simple
absolute of the following described real property:

See "Exhibit A, Legal Description” attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

2. I/We S)the undersigned, ~ have  previously  authorized  and hereby  authorize

alnting 8 (Herein

referred to as “Applicant”), to act on my/our behalf for the purpose of making application with the

Plan% _ Office of Lawrence/Douglas County, Kansas, regarding

3 Itz no (common address), the subject

property, or portion thereof. Such authorization includes, but is not limited to, all acts or things
whatsoever necessarily required of Applicant in the application process.

3. Itis understood that in the event the Undersigned is a corporation or partnership then the individual
whose signature appears below for and on behalf of the corporation of partnership has in fact the
authority to so bind the corporation or partnership to the terms and statements contained within this
instrument.

IN WITNESS THERE%/éhe Undersigned, have set my hand and seal below.
CF L XN

STATE OF KANSAS
COUNTY OF DOUGLAS

Tu -
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this_ .2 day of Rb ,20/8,

A . JENNIFER L. SCHULZ]
EEAEl Notary Public - State of Kansas
My Appt. Expires 4. 2Y.20

Owner Authorization Form Page 4 of 4 Design Review Application
12/2009




801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

EAST (FRONT) ELEVATION.



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

L e R

NORTH ELEVATION (8TH STREET SIDE)



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

NORTHWEST CORNER FROM ALLEY



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

NW PORCH LOOKING SOUTH (PROPOSED CONSERVATORY LOCATION)



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

PARTIAL WEST ELEVATION CLOSE UP



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

WEST KITCHEN PORCH (PROPOSED ADDITION FOR KITCHEN EXTENSION)



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

SOUTH ELEVATION AND KITCHEN PORCH (PROPOSED ADDITION FOR KITCHEN EXTENSION)



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

ALLEY VIEW



801 Indiana Street Lawrence, Kansas
February 2018

EXISTING 1-1/2 STORY GARAGE ON BRICK ALLEY

")

e

CRACKED FOUNDATION ON EXISTING GARAGE



801 Indiana Street: Contributing

A significant increase in property tax valuation occurred in 1892 when C. H. Smithmeyer was
the owner of record. In 1893/94 and 1896 Frederick H. Smithmeyer (manager, Theo Poehler
Mercantile Co.) was listed as a resident. By 1898 Frederick and his wife Mrs. Clara P.
Smithmeyer were listed as occupants of this dwelling. Frederick H. and Clara P. Smithmeyer
continued to be listed as residents in 1900/01, 1902/03, 1905, 1907, 1908/09, 1911, 1913/14,
1915, 1917, 1919, and 1923. During this time Frederick became the vice president of the Thea
Poehler Mercantile Co. In 1911, 1913/14, and 1915 Frederick was also listed as the president
and manager of the Kaw Valley Canning Co. Other members of the Smithmeyer family to reside
at this location were: Fred P. (student, KU) (1907, 1908/09, 1911); Sophie (1908/09, 1911,
1913/14, 1915, 1917); Matilda E. (student) (1913/14, 1915, 1917, 1919). The dwelling was listed
as vacant in 1925/26. The Delta K. Fraternity was listed at this location in 1927/28. The dwelling

was again listed as vacant m 1929/30. The dwelling was recorded on the 1927 Sanborn Map.

Two and a half story, gable on hip, frame Shingle dwelling with classical details on rusticated
stone foundation. A full width, hipped roof porch supported by Doric columns on brick piers.
A two and a half story, round tower projects from facade. Second story of tower is open porch.
Doric columns, brackets and spandrel support tower roof above open porch. A brick chimney
pierces west roof slope. A brick chimney pierces south roof slope. Clapboards sheathe first
story, patterned shingles and clapboards sheathed second story. Exposed rafter tails under
eaves. Decorative verge boards in gable ends. Diagonal wood siding covers gable ends. A
hipped roof, shingle sheathed enclosed porch projects from south roof slope. A two story,
bracketed flat roof, shingle sheathed bay projects from south elevation. A metal stair connects
porch and bay. A one story, shed roof porch projects from west elevation. A concrete walk
leads from public sidewalk to five concrete porch steps. One and a half story, end gable, frame
garage located on southwest corner of property. Garage door in north elevation. Clapboards
sheathe building. Fenestration in east and north elevation. A shed roof projects from east
elevation. Garage entrance is from alley.

* Research courtesy of David Benjamin and Dennis Enslinger, Resurvey of Old West
Lawrence, 1991.



JAMIE SHEW

DOUGLAS COUNTY CLERK
1100 Massachusetts
Lawrence, KS 66044

Marni Penrod-Chief Deputy Clerk
Heather Dill-Deputy Clerk Elections

February 7, 2018

A CERTIFIED PROPERTY OWNERSHIP LIST WITHIN 250 FT OF 801 INDIANA ST
(U04738A). 02/07/2018. REQUESTED BY DAN SABATINI OF SABATINI ARCHITECTS.

JOHN R. NICHOLS

DOUGLAS COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE
1100 MASSACHUSETTS ST
LAWRENCE, KS 66044

785-832-5147

jnichols@douglascountyks.org

Douglas County Real Estate Division
County Clerk’s Office. I do hereby certify
the Property Ownership listed hereto, to be
true and accurate.




JOINPIN SYSCALACRES ownerl owner2 owner3 address city
067-36-0-10-15-015.00-0 0.40393589 WINTER WINTON A JR WINTER MARY B PO BOX 189 LAWRENCE KS
10-16-009.00-0 0.2558307 SALKIND LENIR 734 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
10-15-010.00-0 0.13459465 LEIBENGOOD DANA A LEIBENGOOD JUDITH L C/O LEIBENGOOD STEPHEN J 2805 WESTDALE CT LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-16-012.00-0 0.40396541 MILLER DON R TRUSTEE MILLER GERALDINE E TRUSTEE 922 WALNUT ST STE 402 KANSAS CITY MO
067-36-0-10-15-014.00-0 0.40380274 PAHR MICHAEL G SYRETT NICHOLAS L 743 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-15-011.00-0 0.10767201 WAGGONER JAMES M AND PEREZ YANIA R REV LVG TR WAGGONER JAMES M AND PEREZ YANIA R REV LVG TR 1324 NEW HAMPSHIRE ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-14-013.00-0 0.18074425 LOOMIS BURDETT A LOOMIS MICHELT 701 LOUISIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-16-010.00-0 0.13463648 RITCHIE COLEMAN P RITCHIE JAMIE M L 742 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-15-012.00-0 0.16149839 BUECHNER MATTHEW J 740 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-14-012.00-0 0.16890556 MAYGERS DENNIS E MAYGERS MELINDA Z 452 ROCKFENCE CT LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-16-011.00-0 0.13469719 CLARK JACKSON H MURPHY BRIGID K 746 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-15-013.00-0 0.13463613 SEBELIUS KEITH G SEBELIUS KATHLEEN G 744 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-001.00-0 0.26864841 WILDGEN HENRY M COTRUSTEE WILDGEN LINDA K D COTRUSTEE 801 LOUISIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-19-001.00-0 0.1868414 LEONARD LAURA 801 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-002.00-0 0.12307824 PILANT CAROL E 615 W 8TH ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-003.00-0 0.14579436 HAMILTON ALEX R HAMILTON SHERI A 3117 SADDLEHORN DR LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-001.00-0 0.26873224 HUNT JOSHUA K HUNT CASEY J C 801 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
0.09648052 ANDERSON ROBERT D ANDERSON MARY E 801 TENNESSEE ST LAWRENCE KS
0.17231534 ANDERSON ROBERT D ANDERSON MARY E 801 TENNESSEE ST LAWRENCE KS
0.15782846 BROWN DUSTIN T BRADLEY MAREN F 805 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-021.00-0 0.13421347 RUSSELL MARK K 809 LOUISIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-004.00-0 0.13443541 MARSHALL ROBERT B MARSHALL NANCY L 908 W 20TH TER LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-020.00-0 0.13436238 HOFER RODNEY J HOFER ROBERTA S 809 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-004.00-0 0.13440184 MENJIVAR TERESA C AGADJANIAN VICTOR 808 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-19-014.00-0 0.14363889 HARRIS QUINTIN A HARRIS JENNIFER S 805 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-020.00-0 0.13413998 LOGAN PETER M SHETLER-LOGAN THERESA L 813 LOUISIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-005.00-0 0.13443753 LYLES LINDSEY W/ LYLES MARGARET M 812 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-019.00-0 0.13436203 BELL JOSEPH W BELL KERRY K 815 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-005.00-0 0.13440197 D&S HOLDINGS LC 1216 BELAIR CT LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-19-013.00-0 0.14363945 BLAYLOCK BRENT L RUSIE KATHERINE G 8323 N SHANNON RD UNIT 24201 TUCSON AZ
067-36-0-10-17-019.00-0 0.1340668 JENNINGS GARY D DAVISON-JENNINGS DEBRA L 346 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-006.00-0 0.13443555 HEMPHILL JAMES R CO-TRUSTEE HEMPHILL CAROLYN L CO-TRUSTEE 3502 TAM OSHANTER DR LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-018.00-0 0.13436345 HETZLER TIMOTHY R 817 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-006.00-0 0.13440077 BRANDSTED TIMOTHY MCELROY LILLY 816 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
0.28727878 FULLERTON LARRY B FULLERTON MARILYNN J 821 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
0.13399191 SCHMITT JERRY W SCHMITT MARJORIE R 821 LOUISIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
0.13443663 HAYES BENJAMIN S 820 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-017.00-0 0.13436088 TOMAN JOURDAN A MAYFIELD-TOMAN RAE A 821 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-007.00-0 0.13440262 BRIAND MARC A 820 MISSISSIPPI ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-008.00-0 0.1344352 3M MANAGEMENT COMPANY 1201 WAKARUSA DR STE E2 LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-016.00-0 0.13436363 MINKIN PHILLIP H 825 INDIANA ST LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-008.00-0 0.13440202 FIXJOSEPH A FIX LAURA J 100 LAWRENCE AVE LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-17-009.00-0 0.13443683 FAYMAN SARAH C PO BOX 494 LAWRENCE KS
067-36-0-10-18-015.00-0 0.13436216 BRUNGARDT TRAVIS J BRUNGARDT TARA K 7117 CEDAR ST PRAIRIE VILLAGE ~ KS
067-36-0-10-18-009.00-0 0.13440185 HOWELL CARLTON A 1077 E 1479 RD LAWRENCE KS

| state | zip plate

66044
66044
66049
64106
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66049
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66049
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66046
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66049
85742
66044
66047
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66044
66049
66044
66049
66044
66208
66046

PID

[ Quickrefid |

situs

U04671A
u04702A
U04680
U04697A
U04674A
u04679
u04779-01
u04701
U04678A
U04779-03
u04700
u04677
U04714A
u04781
u04735
u04734
U04738A
U04760A
U04761A
u04780
04716
u04733
uo4740
u04759
U04764A
u04717
u04732
u04741
u04758
U04764A01
u04718
u04731
04742
04757
u04767A
u04719
u04730
u04743
u04756
u04729
04744
u04755
u04728
u04745
u04754

023-067-36-0-10-15-015.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-16-009.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-15-010.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-16-012.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-15-014.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-15-011.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-14-013.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-16-010.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-15-012.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-14-012.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-16-011.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-15-013.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-001.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-19-001.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-002.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-003.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-001.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-002.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-003.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-19-015.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-021.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-004.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-020.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-004.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-19-014.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-020.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-005.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-019.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-005.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-19-013.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-019.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-006.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-018.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-006.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-19-012.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-018.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-007.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-017.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-007.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-008.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-016.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-008.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-17-009.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-015.00-0
023-067-36-0-10-18-009.00-0

R7369
R7380
R7364
R7383
R7368
R7365
R7350
R7381
R7366
R7349
R7382
R7367
R7387
R7429
R7388
R7389
R7409
R7410
R7411
R7444
R7408
R7390
R7428
R7412
R7443
R7407
R7391
R7427
R7413
R7442
R7406
R7392
R7426
R7414
R7441
R7405
R7393
R7425
R7415
R7394
R7424
R7416
R7395
R7423
R7417

737 INDIANA ST
734 INDIANA ST
734 MISSISSIPPI ST
743 LOUISIANA ST
743 INDIANA ST
736 MISSISSIPPI ST
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LAWRENCE HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION
ITEM NO. 5: DR-18-00059
STAFF REPORT

A. SUMMARY

DR-18-00059 826 Rhode Island Street; New Porch Modifications to DR-16-00235; State Law
Review. The property is located in the North Rhode Island Street Historic Residential District,
National Register of Historic Places. Submitted by Paul Werner Architects on behalf of James Slough,
property owner of record.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The property owner has constructed the below structure that does not match the plans approved by
the Historic Resources Commission on July 21, 2016 that reflected a porch that was raised up to 2’
above grade in some locations. (DR-16-00235) Instead, the duplex was constructed with the porch
at grade with no steps, no side walls with vents, and the porch column details were not constructed
to the approved plans.

New Structure Located at 826 Rhode Island
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Approved Structure Sourth Elevation

The applicant proposes to add a swale to the site that will expose approximately 4” or possibly up to
6" of concrete on a portion of the west foundation slab to mitigate the slab on grade foundation for
the porch that was not approved as part of the original project.
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C. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards (State Preservation Law Review)

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.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic material or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be
avoided.

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.

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

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

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.

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.

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

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.

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 historical
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

D. STAFF ANALYSIS

The Historic Resources Commission (HRC), at their meeting on July 21, 2016, approved the
demolition of an existing structure located at 826 Rhode Island Street and the new construction of a
duplex. While the structure that was approved for demolition was not a contributing property, it did
not noticeably detract from the historic district’s sense of time, place and historical development. It
was compatible with the character defining elements of the district. The lot at 826 Rhode Island
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Street sloped to the east and the structure approved for demolition had a raised foundation that was
visible on the west, north, south, and east elevations. The height of the foundation from grade
changed with the slope of the lot. With this configuration, the western portion of the structure was
elevated above grade. The height above grade to the door of the structure is unknown, however the
photographs indicate that while the slope of the front yard may have changed to reduce the height
of the foundation from the ground level on the west, there was an increase/step in height from the
ground that was appropriate for the size, scale, massing, and architectural style of the structure.

Previous Structure Located at 826 Rhode Island Street in 1994
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Previous Structure Located at 826 Rhoe Island Sti‘t in 2016
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North EIevaion of Previous Structure Locatd at 826 Rhode Island Street in 2016

Visual inspection of other structures in this block of the historic district show a similar condition to
the previous structure on this site in some change to the grade in front yards has taken place over
time to reduce the appearance of the height adjacent to the front foundation walls and the front
porch, stoop, or door. Some structures were constructed just two to three steps above grade. One
brick structure has an at-grade front porch but this may be an alteration though the threshold was
historically only one step up. This type of threshold is appropriate for this vernacular architectural
style, size, scale, and massing of this architectural type.

New construction in historic districts should respect the size, scale, massing, setbacks, and materials
of the historic district. The North Rhode Island Street Historic Residential District includes a variety
of vernacular architecture that has a variety of foundation types and heights of floor grades above
ground level. The majority of the structures in the district are modest in size and are 1, 12, and 2
stories in height. Typically, larger structures are located on corner lots or on parcels that combine a
lot and 2 or 2 lots.

Architectural styles in the North Rhode Island Historic Residential District vary, but most structures
represent various forms of vernacular architecture. Each form has different components. One of
the more consistent components is a raised foundation. While some of the forms have only a slightly
raised foundation, the component still exists. Larger structures that are wood frame with complex
roofs have raised foundations. Some smaller structures that were built as a simple two-over-two
style and have a simple gable roof have a one step grade change.
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When the HRC approved the new construction of the now existing duplex, it was noted that the
overall footprint of the structure was large, and while the proposed structure met the setback
requirements for the zoning district, it was not typical for this area of the historic district. Neither
the staff report nor the commission discussion of the project reflect any discussion about the height
of the porch floor from grade, as the proposed project showed a concrete foundation wall and three
steps up to the porch floor. Typically most structures, especially large structures that are
comparable to the size of this new structure, are on raised foundations. The structure that was
approved had a similar foundation and porch construction to the previous structure on site that was
approved for demolition and the other existing structures in the block. The porch was elevated from
grade. The structure was not constructed in accordance with the approved plans. As a result, the
porch appears as a slab on grade rather than as a structure on a raised foundation wall.

Scale and massing are critical to compatible design for new construction in historic districts.
Foundations are a character defining element that help to create overall scale, and “platform”
contributes to the overall massing of a structure visible to the street. This structure is slab on grade
at the front porch on the western elevation of the structure. This is not typical for the historic
district. This slab on grade entrance is not appropriate for this lot, for this type of structure in the
historic district, or for the historic district in general. The size and mass of this new structure
accentuate the amount of mass that is visually vertically as well as horizontally placed on the ground
level. The lack of even a small amount of visible foundation elevation for the porch creates a
structure that has no platform for the large structure.

Staff has worked with the applicant to try to find ways to mitigate the effects of this non-typical,
non-compatible portion of the structure. Because the structure has been constructed, mitigation is a
significant challenge. The applicant has proposed a swale that will alter the slope of the front yard
and allow approximately 4” (drawing states 4” minimum 6" better) of concrete slab edge to be
exposed on a portion of the porch area.

The HRC reviewed a project for a front porch that was slab on grade in a historic district in 2017.
(DR-17-00369 1346 Rhode Island Street) The applicant worked with staff prior to construction to
find ways to mitigate the use of this form. Like the 800 block of Rhode Island Street, some of the
structures were of the size, scale, mass, and architectural type with some change in grade over time
that created a visual appearance of minimum elevation from the ground to the porch floor. For
1346 Rhode Island Street, the structure was placed on a pedestal to create a base for the mass of
the structure. This pedestal will also prevent future grade infill toward the concrete foundation wall.
The form slab edge was 2” X 12" and the front porch has a piece of 2” X 6" painted trim on the
edge of the porch. The pedestal in combination with this treatment gives a visual indication from
the street that the porch is raised from the ground level.
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1346 Rhode Island Street

The solution of the proposed swale for this property does not provide for these same mitigation
measures. While the swale may provide for some minimal visual indication of elevation for a portion
of the structure for a time, because there is no pedestal, it is likely that the swale will not be
successful over time to mitigate the visual appearance of the slab on grade porch.

The review standards staff must use to review projects do not change because a project has been
constructed. If this project were proposed prior to construction, staff would not recommend
approval. Staff is of the opinion the project does not meet Standard 9. Raised porches, however
small, are a character defining feature of the historic district. The size, scale, and massing of this
structure are large for the historic district. While the structure was approved with a minimum raised
porch, the elevation was enough to create a pedestal and base for the scale and mass of the
structure. Without this character defining detail, the structure does not protect the integrity of the
district and does encroach upon and damage the historic district. Because the mass and scale
created for the structure by the lack of a raised porch are not compatible with the historic district,
staff recommends the HRC deny the proposed project.

Like staff, the HRC uses the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for review. If the HRC denies the
project, the City Commission is the body that considerers if all possible planning has been done and
if there are any feasible or prudent alternatives to the project.

E. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

In accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, the standards of evaluation, staff
recommends the Commission deny the project and make the determination that the project does
encroach upon, damage, or destroy one or more listed historic properties.
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WINDOW SCHEDULE: DOOR SCHEDULE:
WIN. #|5IZE MODEL NO. | COMPOSITION |FINISH GLAZING HEAD HEIGHT REMARKS DOOR FRAME
WOl |4-0" X 4-6" 4036 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE | LOW-E T-8" AFF. ANDERSEN 100 SERIES GLIDER DR # 2 7 COMPOSITION | FINISH GLASS | coMPOSITION 1FNGH | TTE REMARKS
no2 |3-0" X 6-0" 3060 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E 1-8" AFF. ANDERSEN 100 SERIES SINGLE HUNG DOl |3-0" X 6'-8" FIBERGLASS | PAINT FROSTED | WOOD PAINTED |HINGED HALF VIEW TEMPERED GLASS, DECORATIVE  DEADBOLT, LEVER
Wo3 |2-0" X 36" 2656 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E 1-8" AFF. ANDERSEN 100 SERIES SINGLE HUING DIO2 [3-0" X 6'-8" FIBERGLASS | PAINT LOW-E  |WOOD PAINTED | HINGED HALF VIEW TEMPERED GLASS DEADBOLT, LEVER
Wo4 |2'-6" X 60" 2060 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E 1-6" AFF. ANDERSEN |00 SERIES SINGLE HING DIO3 | 2'-10" X 6'-8" MASONITE PAINT NA WOOD PAINTED |HINGED LEVER
WO5 |3-0" X 5-6" 3056 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E 1-8" AFF. ANDERSEN |00 SERIES SINGLE HING DI04 | 2'-8" X 6'-8" MASONITE PAINT NA WOOD PAINTED |HINGED LEVER
Woe |2'-0" X 2'-0" 2020 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E 5-6" AFF. ANDERSEN 100 SERIES SINGLE HING DIO5 |2'-4" X 6'-&" MASONITE PAINT NA WooD PAINTED |HINGED LEVER
Wo1 |3-0" X 3-6" 2036 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E T-8" AFF. ANDERSEN 100 SERIES SINGLE HING DIo6 |PR. I'-6" X 6'-&" MASONITE PAINT NA WooD PAINTED |HINGED CABINET PULLS WITH MAGNETIC LATCH
WO |2'-6" X 5'-6" 2656 FIBREX PREFINISHED WHITE LOW-E 1-86" AFF. ANDERSEN |00 SERIES SINGLE HING DIO1 | 2'-0" X 6'-&" MASONITE PAINT NA WOOD PAINTED |HINGED LEVER
* MAX U VALUE OF 038 FIXED AND 0.45 OPERABLE WINDOWS; MAX SHEC OF 0.40 FOR SEW EXPOSURE AND 0.53 NORTH EXPOSURE DIO® |16-0" X 7-0" STEEL PAINT NA NOOD PAINTED | OHD OVERHEAD DOOR
DIod |6'-0" X 1-0" WOOD PAINT NA WOOD PAINTED | HINGED BARN DOOR, HANG 2" OUT FROM WALL TO CLEAR HARDWARE AT MECH. RM.
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DIl |PR. 20" X 6'-8" MASONITE | PAINT NA WOOD PAINTED | HINGED LEVER
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[2'-0" MAX

ROOF SLOPE PER PLAN ROOF FRAMING NOTES: ROOE TRUSS NOTES:( GARAGE) GENERAL NOTES:
[2] 2x4 TOP PLATES R-36 MIN, BLOWN INSULATION :
CLASS 'A' COMPOSITION SHINGLES OVER #I5 ROOF DESIGNED FOR LIGHT ROOF COVERING 30pst TOTAL . ROOF TRUSSES TO BE REVIEWED BY BUILDER FOR . VERIFY SAN. SENER DEPTH FOR STRUCT. PRIOR TO SIGNIFICANT PROPERTY DAMAGE WE HIGHLY
S S LAPPED BUILDING FELTS LOAD [I0pst DL, 20psf LL (5L)] COMPLIANCE WITH PLANS PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRCTN. RECOMMEND THAT ALL FLOOR/CEILING AND
CONSTRUCTION, ROOF/CEILING ASSEMBLIES IN HABITABLE AREAS BE
o] o] 1000 Ib. STRAP SIMPSON H25 CLIPS AT EACH END OF RAFTER * RAFTERS (HEM-FIR, DOUG-FIR, OR EGUAL): 2. IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT STRUCTURE |S EQUIPPED WITH TECTED BY A MINIMUM MEMBRANE TECTION
¢ @ INTERMEDIATE SUPPORTS A. MIN. (4) 2X4'5 BELOW EA. BEARING POINT OF EA A BACKFLOW PREVENTER ON THE SANITARY SEWER PROTECTED B PROTECTIO
s 4 OPPOSITE SIDE AS SHEATHING : SEE SPAN CHARTS BELOW iy ' ' ' CONSISTING OF 1/2" GYPSUM BOARD (5/8" TYP. ¢!
B 4 BOTH SIDES OF 16'-0" MAX. FOAM INSULATION IN THIS AREA ABOVE TOP GIRDER TRUSS. 3. INSTALL A FLOOR DRAIN AT EACH SUMP PUMP RECOMMENDED) OR EGUIVALENT
o o OPENING PLATE CODE MINMUM LOCATION. '
6. ALL FRAMING TO BE PER REQUIRED CODE OF THE
A A MIN. 3 X II I/4 HEADER 2x10 BLOCKING B/W ROOF RAFTERS WHERE CAFTERS SPACING AX HORIZONTAL CLEARSPAN | 2 TRUE5E5 TO BE DESIGNED FOR LIGHT ROOF 4. 1-JOIST SUPPLIER TO VERIFY AND FURNISH COMPLETE
s [ REQD AT BWP'S. : — COVERING. JOIST SYSTEM. TYPICAL SECOND FLOOR LOAD LOCAL IIRISDICTION OR 2012 IRC.
~ SITRRK , #2-2x6 0 24'0C. =1 3. ALL EXTERIOR HEADERS SHALL BE MIN (2) #2 2xI0. REQUIREMENTS OF 50 PSF LIVE AND 10 PSF DEAD FOR 1. FIREBLOCKING/DRAFTSTOPPING SHALL BE INSTALLED
u ,0:0:0:0:0:0: /16" 0SB (MIN. 24" APA SPAN RATING FOR #2-2x6 e 16" OC. 142" 4 2% SUPPORT CONT. TO BEARING STRUCTURE BELOW OR A TOTAL OF 60 PSF WITH L/480 LIVE LOAD PER THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE 2012 IRC.
A REERLRLREKS ROOFS) W/ H-CLIPS ATTACHED TO TRUSSES 00 o 24" OC Yy C FONDATION. DEFLECTION, -
9.0.0.90.9.9:0.0.9, \ W/ 10d NAILS AT 6" OC — 5 NOTE REGARDING |-JOISTS ¢ FIRE PERFORMANCE:
+ XXX XXX X - ) Ly . _ : '
N N 2XI0 RAFTERS @ 12" OC UNLESS NOTED #2-2x6 @ 16" 0C. - P DR PPN 25 CLIP ATEACH END ¢ BEARING INDEPENDENT TESTS HAVE PROVEN THAT UNPROTECTED, FRAMING NOTES: w N
N NAIL SHEATHING TO HEADER AT N OTHERWISE #2-2xI0 @ 24" 0C. [1-10" ' LIGHTWEIGHT FRAMING SYSTEMS SUFFER SERIOUS AND
sl =] 4 3" 0.C. BOTH WAYS. , #2-2v10 @ 16" OC. o1 ':EAAPFA?UTDRE?QEUR% %EEC—‘];IEQED%:EOI; g%%ﬁ?ggp TO . RAFTER AND CEILING JOISTS TO BE #2 OR STANDARD 4 : -
S SES _ : BETTER - MIN.
2132 L o 2> 2x oms NAL SHEATHING NOTE: CODE MINIMIM ALLOWS FOR A RAFTER DEFLECTION OF Y O
¥ APA RATED 51-.IE ATHING /16" Wt T+ PRE-FINISHED GUTTER W/ METAL DRIP EDGE L/180 TOTAL LOAD 2. WOOD CONSTRUCTED ROOF TRUSSES TO BE INSTALLED AT 24" L
- = = = + ;(
HIGHER PERFORMANCE 0.c. W/ SIMPSON H2.5 HIRRICANE CLIP AT EACH END ¢ m
g MIN. 24/ ¢ EXP | - IX6 SMART TRIM FASCIA W/ 2x SUB-FASCIA ENERGY REQUIREMENTS - ER|I COMPLIANCE ALTERNATIVE INTERMEDIATE SUPPORT - DESIGN ¢ SPECIFICATIONS PER -
5 A= S0LID BLOCKING WITHIN 24" OF MID VENTED 0SB SOFFIT RAFTERS SPACING MAX HORIZONTAL CLEARSPAN (THE HERS INDEX IS A COMPLIANT ER| METHOD - RE: IECC-R406 FOR MORE INFO) TRUSS MANUFACTURER. —_
2 [ 'l POINT OF WALL - 8d NAILS @ 3" OC. 4 % (2) #2 TOP-PLATES UNLESS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE #2-2x6 e 24' OC. 86" CERTIFICATE R-4013 | A PERMANENT ENERGY CERTIFICATE AS REQUIRED BY THE CODE SHALL BE T
S e . < o 5/4 ¥ 6 SMART TRIM FRIEZE ot o 16" OC. P POSTED ON OR IN THE ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION PANEL. 3. RAFTERS (IN PLACE OF ROOF TRUSSES): 2xI0 #2 at 16" O.C.
Ty gﬂ%ﬁg&%ﬁh ngTUDS = 5/8" GYP. BD. AT CEILINGS FINISHED W/ 02D 0 24' OC 13" REQUIRED MRAUZIBA|2 | 3RD PARTY: MAX. ERI (ENERGY RATING INDEX) SHALL BE ¢ 70. Lﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁ %L?g#fgﬁffg&gﬁ%g%%%ﬁog iOTXDHA VE — ()
= == ' % 3 KNOCK-DOWN TEXTURE & PAINT oD o o.c : BT TESTING, R-406.4 VISUAL INSPECTIONS, BLOWER-DOOR ¢ DUCT TIGHTNESS TESTS: BEARING WALL. 2x6 COLLAR TIES INSTALLED AT 4-0" oc 3 v
e =E 3 - 2x PLATES, NAIL stz B I X <. - INSEPCTIONS TESTS SHALL BE PERFORMED AFTER CREATION OF ALL ' .
e ’ SHEATHING TO EACH PLATE. 2= R #2-2x10 @ 24" OC. 143" + PENETRATIONS OF THE BUILDING THERMAL ENVELOPE. TYFICAL. (-U <
d E 2z o] %" Y REPORTS AIR LEAKAGE RATE: NOT TO EXCEED 3ACH (THREE AIR
. Q HOLD DOWN DEVICE, (2)3500 # CAPACITY S ~2x10 6 16" 0C. - CHANGES PER HOUR) ONNER 70 VERIET
{ 4 (MIN,) SIMPSON STRAP TIE STHDI4 OR u % 2" SHEETROCK APEX ENGINEERS, INC. RECOMMENDED DEFLECTION= PROVIDE TEST REPORTS TO THE CODE OFFICIAL SPECIFICATIONS: ALL NOTES Q_
ﬁ | EQUAL(PFH) 5 = L/360 LIVE LOAD, L/240 TOTAL LOAD AH: VISUAL INSPECTIONS AS REQUIRED BY THE AHJ
= 3t Sy 2X6 WALL R-I9 INSULATION RECOMMENDED WALLTS T0 BE 9x10 DEFTH RIDGE BOARDS ARE WOOD ¢ TICS:
s || Tz 15 . . _ X - .
() 55" DIA A. B. - T* EMBEDMENT (PFH) OR e (OPTION: 2X4 STUD WAL W/ R-) (NLESS OTHERHISE NOTED) MANDATORY REQUIREMENTS FINISH CARPENTRY SomEB2 et
o 2 B T EVEEDMENT (C5-FF) 2 3/4" PLYWOOD SUBFLOOR #2-2xI0 UP TO 4:12 PITCH *BARRIER R40212 | THE BUILDING THERMAL ENVELOPE SHALL BE 3 LEVELS OF EFFICIENCY AND DOOR/WINDOW CASINGS: 2 1/4 * COLONIAL LAWRENCE, KS 66044
5 . C ONCRETE FOUNDATION i #2-2x12 OVER 4:12 PITCH + SOLAR HEAT GAIN COEEFICIENT IN TABLE 402111, 40213 OF THE 2004 IECC. BASE BOARD: 3 I/4 " COLONIAL
W Ej (3000 P5| MIN) = *ALL HIPS ¢ VALLEYS ARE (INLES5 OTHERWISE NOTED) gt . NNDON LFACTOR HOOD FLOOR: HARDWOOD SELECTED BY OWNER OFFICE: 785.832.0804
1= AN H#- . . -
E =4 MR PFH - ONE STORY STRUCTURES ONLY < % TJI FLOOR SYSTEM PER PLAN INSTALLED o oxo o 1o 2 P 040  WINDOW SHEC PREFINISHED CABINETS FAX: 785.832.0890
< [S) CONTRIBUTING LENGTH = 48" ¢ PER 1-JOIST MANUFACTURER TO INCLUDE *PURLING ARE 2 6'M|N R-VALUES: WHITE WITH SHAKER STYLE DOORS
Z CS-PF - TWO STORY CONTRIBUTING RIM JOIST PER I-J0IST MANUF. X6 MIN. R-36 CEILING THERMAL ¢ MOISTURE PROTECTION: ——
O < .
i LENGTH = ACTUAL LENGTH ] -PURLIN STRUTS ARE AT 4-0" OC. R-Id WOOD FRAMED WALL
S 6" MIN. o . -PURLIN STRUTS SHALL BE INSTALLED AT NOT LESS THAN A R-10 /2 FT SLAB / DEPTH BUILDING INSULATION
SH Co T, o STORY CORTRIEUTING ; o T e i 45 DEGREE ANGLE WITH THE HORIZONTAL NO INSULATION AT GARAGE.
*&—' v . " -ALL PURLIN STRUTS SHALL HAVE A MAX UNBRACED"  LENGTH VENTILATION R-4036 | MECHANICAL VENTILATION 15 REQUIRED PER THE IRC OR IMC AS APPLICABLE. ROOFING
® 8" MIN, C5-PF - TWO STORY CONTRIBUTING HEADER MIN (3)#2 2x&'s W/ 1/2" RIGID INSULATION OF -0 - REQUIRED AIR INTAKES/EXHAUSTS SHALL HAVE AUTOMATIC OR GRAVITY DAMPERS THAT TAMKO, HERITAGE 30 ARCHITECTURAL SHINGLES, 30
LENGTH = ACTUAL LENGTH : BETWEEN EA 2X | " _CPOUNRIL—IEUEATRTHJI)?\J i;*@LLF-JE f%; %ﬂ?ﬂg&%ﬁ&& CLOSE WHEN VENT. SYST. IS5 NOT OPERATING. YEAR WARRANTY, "WEATHERED WOOD COLOR'
L : (OPT. FOR 2X4 WALL: (2) #2 2XI0'5 W 1/2" RIGID | THERMOSTATS R-403] | PROVIDE MIN. ONE PROGRAMMABLE THERMOSTAT PER EA. SEPARATE SIDING
2'-0" MIN. PEH - FIRST STORY OF TWO STORY INSULATION BETWEEN 2X's) HEATING/COOLING SYST. HORIZONTAL LOUISIANA PACIFIC TEXTURED LAP
STRUCTURE CONTRIBUTING LENETH = 48" \1 WINDOW SILL PER OWNER OR AS SPECIFIED PURLIN STRUT MAX PURLIN STRUT LENGTH MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT  |R-40312 | HEATING + COOLING EQUIP. SIZED IN ACCORD. W ACCA MANJAL 5 BASED ON SIDING.
_ — al_An Ji I
PFG - MAX WALL HEIGHT = &-0 N (2) 2x4 B 0" HEATING ¢ COOLING R-4037 | BLDG. LOADS CALCD. IN ACCORD. W/ ACCA MANUAL . DOORS ¢ NINDOWS:
?;F;UGTBUEE éﬁNTf}BnglNe LENGTH = \7\ 0 7 o R-4038 | NEW OR REPLACEMENT EQUIP. - EFFICIENCY RATING » THE MIN. REQD BY FED. e S =
5(AC GTH) 36" - 1) 2x4 ¢ (1) 2x6 -0 LAN. DOORS:
Xl ©
Q) ) n
m & REF MINDOW SCHEDULE FOR () 2x6 ¢ () 2«8 2070 DUCTS R-40332 | DUCT TIGHTNESS TESTING NOT REQUIRED WHEN AIR HANDLER + ALL DUCTS S AT Ao IOR 201 ORE DOORS, OR
o § SIZE AND TYPE OF WINDORS (2) 2x6 & (1) 2x& 30-0" R-40333 |LOCATED WITHIN CONDITIONED SPACE ¢ A WHOLE HOUSE AIR LEAKAGE TEST IS HARDWARE TO BE SELECTED BY OWNER
- = - ’
E PORTAL PANEL PFH , PFG , CS-PF £ 3o ; 246 (OR 2X4) STUD GRADE WOOD STUDS @ 16'0.C. CONSULT ARCH/ENER 300" R-40335 | PERFORMED. FRAMING CAVITIES SHALL NOT BE USED AS SUPPLY DUCTS. ———
SCALE: 3/4" = |'- O" 2015 |RG. R6O2.10. - R6O2.10.] DE S E ’/ INSTALL 2X BLOCKING MID-HEIGHT @ WALLS 10" OR LIGHTING R-404 MIN. T5% OF HIGH EFFICACY LAMPS IN PERMANENTLY INSTALLED FIXTURES. WINDOWS: OPAL WERNER ARCHITECTS, LLG.
: KO A0, A0, = i 5 x HIGHER *RIDGE BRACES ARE SAME AS PURLIN BRACES- ANDERSEN 100 SERIES SINELE HING REF SCHEDULE THIS DRANING 15 COPYRIGHTED WORK BY
<l g 2X6 WALL R-19 INSULATION RECOMMENDED SPACING, SIZE. CONFIGURATION ¢ INSTALLATION (GEE MANDATORY INFILTRATION, AIR BARRIER + INSULATION INSPECTION COMPONENT CRITERIA: FOR SIZES. PAUL KERIER ARCHITECTS LG, THE
(2] 24 TOP PLATES o (OPTION: 2x4 STUD WALL W/ R3) PURLIN BRACE NOTES ABOVE) *AIR BARRIER + THERMAL  [R-4024 | A CONTINJOUS INTERIOR/EXTERIOR AIR BARRIER SHALL BE INSTALLED IN THE PLUMBING: e N o PAL
$ N A ¢ ‘ SIZE, CONFIGURATION & INSTALLATION (6 R-4024.. | BREAKS OR JOINTS SHALL BE CONSIDERED AS AN *"AIR BARRIER". SEALING SANITARY AND VENTS TO BE PVC SCHEDULE 40. ———
SIDING SCHEMATIC ONLY. RE: ELEV. FOR MATERIALS ' METHODS BETWEEN DISSIMILAR MATERIALS SHALL ALLOW FOR DIFFERENTIAL WATER LINES TO BE PEX, SHUT OFFS UNDER ALL
¢ \ AND MFR. INSTALLATION SPECIFICATIONS PURLIN BRACE NOTES ABOVE) EXPANSION AND CONTRACTION.  AIR-PERMEABLE INSULATION SHALL NOT BE USED SINKS. 50 GALLON GAS WATER TANK.
- ! 4 4 t BASE TRIM \ 42 TREATED SILL PLATE - ADD BEAD OF SEALANT AS A SEALING MATERIAL. FIXTURES
_l —
2 : N N ) ¢ CHEATHING AS LISTED AT INTERIOR OF SILL CEILING / ATTIC ALIGN + SEAL ANY GAPS IN THE *AIR BARRIER TO INSULATED DROPPED KITCHEN DELTA GRANT CHROME WITH UNDER COUNTER
- A — \, S— ) ; A CEILINGS/SOFFITS. INSULATE/SEAL/WEATHERSTRIP ATTIC ACCESS TO A LEVEL MOUNT STAINLESS STEEL SINK.
= | R R ! i Y Q @ SLAB PERIMETER (2) BOLTS/PLATE MIN. PER CODE : :
~ | A CNENENE 2R |" EXTRUDED POLYSTYRENE WALLS INSULATE CORNER + HEADER CAVITIES COMPLETELY MIN. R-3 PER INCH. HEATING ¢ AC:
? W =g - . ————— 2" EXTRUDED POLYSTYRENE SEAL JUNCTION OF FOUNDN. TO SILL PLATE, THE TOP PLATE, KNEE WALLS, ETC.
TR 'V M ; T S i R ~ INSTALL EXTERIOR THERMAL ENVELOPE INSULATION IN SUBSTANTIAL CONTACT + 5% EFFICIENT, 14 SEER. Q
\ ) | :\Mﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁ‘ 6" PROTECTION BOARD MATCH SIDING CONTINUOUS ALIGN W/ AIR BARRIER. AC UINIT TO MEET MANUAL J, AND THE 2012 IECC.
| R R I ) L HETE T =R o WINDOWS + DOORS SEAL SPACE BETWEEN WINDOW/DOOR JAMBS + FRAMING. IALTIES: z
$ j 2x 5TUDS @ 16" O.C. of | ETETET R T 0" REINE. CONC. FDTN. WAL —=F TOP OF PIFE TO 1R-40243 | WINDOWS - AIR INFIL. RATE ¢ 0.3 CFM/SF.
I @ﬁ:\ T PR FONDATION PLAN _ VENT MINIMUM SWINGING DOORS - < 05 CFM / SF. EXCEPTION: SITE-BUILT COMPONENTS, MIRRORS: <
L * i f = 1 - Q 10-0" AWAY RIM JOISTS SHALL INCLUDE THE AIR BARRIER AND BE INSULATED. '
A ! | s o I al PLATE GLASS 48" TALL ABOVE ALL VANITIES FULL . |
= | ﬁ@ 4 FROM OPERABLE NARROW CAVITIES CUT TO FIT BATTS IN NARROW CAVITIES, OR FILL NARROW CAVITIES W/ WIDTH OF VANITY. )
L M M f o ‘ B % B — lg%%gwgpgfmes SPRAYED/BLOWN INSUL. TOLET ACCESSORIES m <
I O/ m s < RN L T [ —
| 2 SILL PLATE S ‘ I o e — \ 0 CONDITIONED RECESSED LIGHTING RECESSED LIGHT FIXTURES ARE SHALL BE TIGHT, IC RATED + SEALED TO (2) 24" TOREL BARS PER BATH —_—
i ¢ ¢ f | BACKFILL AND =T, - LTI 4 ’ RADON PIPE TO BE ACCESSIBLE - DRYWALL. EXCEPTION: FIXTURES IN CONDITIONED SPACES. =
R | % COMPACT SOIL N=] - = 4 BARS @ 16" O.C. VERTICAL FOR FUTURE INSTALLATION OF ATTIC SPACES (1) TOILET PAPER HOLDER PER BATH <
| & : == = HEEHE |, ACTIVE DEPRESSURIZATION SYSTEM PLUMBING, WIRING + CUT BATT INSULATION TO FIT AROUIND WIRING + PLUMBING OR EXTEND v/
i ¢ﬂ pe A i e S e e A ¢ﬂ e | >|  GEOTECH ENGINEER @ﬁ@:‘ | D g \ " ELECT./PHONE BOX SPRAYED/BLOWN INSULATION BEHIND WIRING + PIPING. I.I.I N
U N [ MIN. 1/2' DIA AB. @ Q| TO VERIFY SOIL =i e % 4 BARS 16" 0.C. HORIZONTAL | ATTIC —~——— INSTALL AN EXTERIOR WALLS INSTALL AIR BARRIER BEHIND ELECT/PHONE BOX OR PROVIDE AIR-SEALED I IOR FINI : Q T
H H 30" 0.C.; " EMBEDMENT MIN Tl BEARNGPRIORTO - i | ][] CONTINJOUS ELECTRICAL CURCUIT BOXES, O
T ' = POURING CONCRETE.  T—H . - — == D COWNTER TOPS:
F#——— CONCRETE FOUNDATION N | I B I = T TERMINATED IN AN z
4-0" MIN. (5000 % MIN) o SLA% CAPACITY OF ﬁgﬁ\ . ﬁgﬁgﬁg‘: 5 3" DIA MIN. ABS OR PVC OR EQIV. APPROVED BOX SHOWER/TUB ON EXT. WALL PROVIDE INSULATION + *AIR BARRIER SHALL SEPARATE EXT. WALL FROM KITCHEN 3/4 " GRANITE "GIALO CREME" W/ MATGHING L
DIM. OF SHEATHING ' 2000 PSF M E=l1= SO N === 6" PERF. PVC DRAIN TILE AT GAS-TIGHT PIPE EMBEDDED VERTICALLY NEAR RADON PIPE TUB/SHOWER BACKSPLASH I %
=1 A= § PERIMETER OF FDTN. W/ CLEAN  INTO THE SUB-SLAB AGGREGATE. TO ALLOW FOR VENT BATH CULTURED MARBLE W MATCHING BACKSPLASH 3
DEADMAN 20'-0" e .l il o GRAVEL BACKFILL COVERED WITH  PIPE MUST BE IDENTIFIED W/ LABEL PIPE FANS TILE: [ e
oC. :m:" - :m:m:m: X FILTER FABRIC STATING "RADON REDUCTION SYSTEM" AT TO BE SELECTED BY OWNER EXTEND UNDER
| -T BRAGED WALL PANEL | ; === PR EIEIE = EACH FLOOR, INCLUDING ATTIC —— 5‘2%8@45235@58@ CABINETS. '
SCALE: 3/4" = |- 0" 2015 |RC. R602.10.1 - R602.10.ll IS ) R I A e PAINT: (Jo)
} :‘ﬁ@ﬁ;‘ CLe Lq_ L :mfé‘: e (3) #4 BARS CONTINUOUS . T INSTALLED PER APPENDIX EXTERIOR, SATIN FINISH (3) COLORS SELECTED BY A
Braced Wall Panel Construction Methods from 2015 IRC Section R602.10.2: I o A sl =HE GEOTECH ENGINEER TO VERIFY —s S SRSV F AS RECOMMENDED BY ONNER.
. NEP (Wood Structural Ponel) Hood structural panel sheathing with o thickn = 11= 1 (SR == SOIL BEARING PRIOR TO 709\ 3" DIA MIN. OPTION {é 4 | MFR. SHEETING SHALL BE INTERIOR, ENAMEL TRIM, FLAT LATEX ON WALLS, w
. ood Structural Panel) Wood structural panel sheathing with a thickness = E T e T POURING CONCRETE. BOTTOM %&;@)ﬁi}o eSO AN , LAPPED AT LEAST 2" ¢ COLOR SELECTED BY OWNER
not less than /16 inch for 16-inch stud spacing and 24-inch stud spacing. :\Qﬁ@ﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁ@ﬁgﬁgﬁi OF FOOTING To BEAR ON T T T e BE FITTED AROUND ALL UNDERGROUND INSTALLATIONS CEILING WHITE WITH KNOCK DOWN TEXTURE.
Wood structural panels shall be installed in accordance with Table R602.10.2. S e e e e e T UNDISTURBED SOIL W/ BEARING HTEAT=T= == == = — PENETRATIONS AS ¢ ROUGH-INS BY
Panel Nail spacing 6" from edge and 12" in field per table R6023(3). size CAPACITY OF 2000 PSE MIN | == = = === = REQUIRED \/\4 SUB-CONTRACTORS TO BE | T, |
nails per table R602.3(1) L LL E ' e == | COORDINATED DURING APPLIANCES:
TYPICAL WA SECTION O o 10 B A 3" PIPE SHALL BE INSTALLE "T" FITTING SHALL BE OPEN TO N CONSTRUCTION OF TRENCH AND BRAND TO BE DETERMINED
2. SFS (Structural Floerboard Sheathing) One-half-inch or 25/32-inch thick |4 T = ALT. ~ A 3" PIPE SHALL BE INSTALLED SUB-SLAB PERMEABLE MATERIAL OR INTERIOR FOOTINGS :
g/ One-nal-inch or inch thic SCALE: 3/4" = I'- O HORIZONTALLY THROUSH FOOTINGS AND RANGE 50
structural fiberboard sheathing applied veritcally or horizontally on studs SHALL BE EXTENDED MIN. 3" INTO SHALL BE CONNECTED TO INTERIOR F 7‘ EXHAUST HOOD WITH INTEGRAL MICROWAVE. AND
- : - , : PERIMETER DRAIN TILE LOOP. SEE Y ————— = SEE FOUNDATION PLAN ¢
spaced a maximum of 16 inches on center. Structural fiberboard sheathing GRAVEL BOTH SIDES TO ALLOW RADON it i s . LIGHT
shall be installed in accordance with Table R602.10.2 APPENDIX F FOR MORE OPTIONS. = o e et NOTES FOR SLAB DISHNASHER
102. TO PASS THROUSH BARRIER AT 4" MINMUM UNIFORM LATER CLEAN Q. G p U U ATTEL DETAILS T —
: - N~ el e NON-LOAD BEARING OPENINGS ONLY. - 0 ¢ o . (5] #4 BARS HORIZONTAL REFRIGERATOR
3. 6B (6ypsum Board Single(1)Gypsum board with minimum 1/2-inch thickness 2 2 2 2 AGGREGATE THAT WILL PASS THROUGH A CONTINUOUS GARBAGE DISPOSAL 3/4 HORSEPOWER
placed on studs spaced a maximum of 24 inches on center and fastened at T i RE: IRC APPENDIX F FOR ADDITIONAL INFO. ¢ ALT. METHODS 2" SIEVE ¢ BE RETAINED BY A 1/4" SIEVE SRAVEL FILL WASHER .
‘”‘ﬂe? f,? °§gt§§ fgt; :he -‘c'itz © nail SPGCiT,ed ‘{; Table R60210:2 for sheathing . OPENINGS AROUND BATHTUBS, SHOWERS, WATER CLOSETS, PIPES, WIRES OR OTHER BOTTOM OF INTERIOR PRTER PROJECT # 213-T10
an aole J0.Z tor Interior Sum board. ' ! J ! !
w OBJECTS PENETRATING THE CONCRETE SLAB SHALL BE FILLED W A POLYURETHANE FOOTING TO MATCH TOP LANDSCAPING:
Section R6O5) installed in accordance with Table R602.10.2. - 2. ANY & ALL JOINTS IN CONCRETE SLABS OR BETWEEN SLABS 4 FOUND'N WALLS FINE GRADE AND SEED SITE.
SHALL BE SEALED W CAULK OR SEALANT. GAPS ¢ JOINTS SHALL BE CLEARED OF TRICAL: RELEASE OATE
5. PCP (Portland Cement Plaster) Portland cement plaster on studs spaced a —] LOOSE MATERIAL, : :
maximum of 16 inches on center and installed in accordance with Section L 3. gf;’éDFESSATEL?;ﬁJm SHALL BE TRAPPED OR ROUTED THROUGH NONPERFORATED ‘Ip"l-ll—llf— 510|$2|NIC;}1 Tﬁgiﬁ?g&tgég%gﬂ%t %%ngDELY WITH ||(|) O;-llz-zollz
RI036. TYPE 'A' TYPE B' 4. IN BLDGS. WHERE FOOTINGS/BARRIERS SEPARATE THE SUB-SLAB AGGREGATE OR | NTER| OR FOO'” Né 200 AMP SERVICE ' ' 0616.20
. . . . GAS-PERM. MATERIALS; EA. AREA SHALL BE FITTED W AN INDIV. VENT PIPE ¢ 5 RECESSED CAN LIGHTS IN KITCHEN
6. HPS (Hardboard Panel Siding) Hardooard panel siding for maximum 16" wood CONNECTED TO A SINGLE OR MILITPLE VENTS AT THE ATTIC EXTENDING THROUGH T .
stud spacing when nstalled in accordance with Table R602.10.2. HANDRAIL TO BE MADE OF METAL OR WOOD AND PROVIDED AT ALL SCALE: 3/4" = I'- O 6 TV OUTLETS
- THE ROOF AS SPECIFIED. SEE ALTERNATE DETAIL ABOVE FOR PIPES EXTENDING | PHONE QUTLETS
STAIR AND RAMP LOCATIONS - BOTH SIDES. ANCHOR TO WALL AT 6'-0 TROUGH FODTNGS e NG BAN N BACH BEDROOM
1. C5-NWSP (Continuous Sheathed Wood Structural Ponel) required braced wall 0.C. MAX OR AT ALL BENDS. PROVIDE SOLID 2X BLOCKING AT :
lines to be continuously sheathed above and below openings and at gable ANCHORS. TOP OF HANDRAIL TO BE 34" TO 38" AFF EXHAUST FANS IN EACH BATH ROOM/POWDER ROOM.
ends With a minimum ofH 3" wood structural panel sheatphing ’ ? H AN R Al 5 PAss | VE SUBSLAB DETACHED GARAGE TO HAVE DOOR OPENER
: D L NOTE TO OWNER/BUILDER: IF ENERGY SAVING COMPONANTS ARE INSTALLED (IE. RECEPTACLE, TWO LIGHTS AND ONE CONVIENCE
RECEPTACLE.
VERIFY MANUFACTURERS SPECS FOR BRACED WALL PANEL INSTALLATION RADO N SYSTEM SEALANT AT JOINTS, CONTINJOUS RIDGID FOAM AT THE EXTERIOR, INSULATED
CEQUIREMENTS PRIOR To CONSTRUCTION, SCALE: 3" = 10" q T—— DUCTS, ETC. OR THE INSTALLATION OF ICYNENE FOAM INSULATION) IT 15
SCALE: 3/4" = |- 0 RECOMMENDED THAT AN APPROPRIATELY SIZED ENERGY RECOVERY Asoo
VENTILATOR BY OTHERS BE INSTALLED FOR MECHANICAL VENTILATION.
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City
Dougla

of Lawrence

s County

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Pre-Application Meeting Required
Planner

Date

Date Received

6 East 6" St.
P.O. Box 708

www.lawrenceks.ora/pds

Lawrence, KS 66044

DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION

PROPERTY INFORMATION

Address of Property _826 Rhode Island
Legal Description (may be attached) _Rhode Island Street, Lot 58, Lawrence, Douglas County, Kansas

Phone  785-832-3150
Tdd 785-832-3205
Fax 785-832-3160

OWNER INFORMATION
Name(s) _James Slough

Contact James Slough

Address PO Box 763

City_Lawrence

Address

State Kansas ZIp 66044
Phone (785) _841-3479 Fax (__)
E-mail troutdadd@aol.com Cell Phone ( )
APPLICANT/AGENT INFORMATION
Contact Paul Werner
Company _Paul Werner Architects
123 W 8th Street, Suite B2
State Kansas ZIp 66044

City__Lawrence

Phone ( 785 832-0804

Fax (785) 979-2243

E-mail Paulw@paulwernerarchitects.com Cell Phone (785) 979-2243
Existing Zoning Existing Land Use Proposed Land Use # of Buildings
RM24 Duplex Duplex 2
Total site area Existing Building Footprint Proposed Building Footprint Open Space Area
5,850.00 2595 2595 4730
Existing Proposed Pavement Coverage

Pavement Coverage

1436

Are you also submitting any of the following applications?

Building Permit

- Site Plan

+ Special Use Permit

-Zoning Change

Variance

- State or Federal Tax Credit Application

Other (specify)

Application Form
06/2016

Page 1 of 4

Design Review Application




Property
Address: 826 Rhode Island

Detailed Description of Proposed Project:
(Attach additional sheets if necessary)

The project at 826 Rhode Island has been built. However, the porch was not constructed per the approved
plans. The owner/contractor apologizes for this oversight and hopes to come together with the HRC to
agree on a solution that everyone can be happy about.

The owner is proposing to dig out a portion of the front yard and expose 4-6" of the concrete porch. We

can only dig out 4-6" before we are essentially creating a pond, which will not be good for the structure, or
the neighboring properties.

While we agree that a raised porch may be a better design, what we are proposing is not inappropriate for
the area. After surveying the properties on the block, we have found that 3 out of 8 have only slightly
raised porches, which meets the standards as required by the HRC.

Reason for Request:
(Attach additional sheets if necessary)

We need approval from the HRC in order to obtain a final occupancy permit.

Application Form Page 2 of 4 Design Review Application
06/2016




@c_:mgeothngineer/Contractor Information: Please provide name and phone number of any
persons associated with the project.

Contact ,P/‘\\A\ N\eyney

Company Pﬂ\l \NQ\\(\H PN \kechs

Address \777 Wi ‘%\A\\'f BL :
city_LA\WNVECNLe State Y-S 2\ 0H
Phonem 6”2 0 T)i “" Fax (
e-mail_DAM LW @ pot il wevneniicn e G

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS:

O Photographs of existing structure and site
Scaled or dimensioned site plan with a graphic/bar scale
Scaled elevation drawings with a graphic/bar scale

Scaled or dimensioned floor plans with a graphic/bar scale
Materials list

O00ao0oao

Digital copy of application materials

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION MAY BE REQUIRED BASED ON THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT

SIGNATURE
I/We, the undersigned am/are the (owner(s)), (duly authorized agent), (Circle One) of the

aforementioned property. By execution of my/our signature, I/we do hereby officially apply for
design review approval as indicated above.

’ / . 7 - P
/ / / 7 ‘{/ , £
Signature(s): | / / Pk ik Date /2 27]§

Date

Date

Note: If signing by agent submit Owner Authorization Form

Application Form Page 3 of 4 Design Review Application
06/2016




Lawrence Douglas County

Metropolitan Planning Office

6 East 6™ Street, P.O. Box 708, Lawrence, KS 66044
(785) 832-3150 Fax (785) 832-3160

http://www.lawrenceplanning.org\

OWNER AUTHORIZATION

1, James Slough, hereby referred to as the “Undersigned”, being of lawful age, do hereby
on this B day of &n\ 2014, make the following statements to wit:

1. I the Undersigned, on the date first above written, am the lawful owner in fee simple
absolute of the following described real property:

RHODE ISLAND STREET, LOT 58, LAWRENCE, DOUGLAS COUNTY, KANSAS

2. I the undersigned, have previously authorized and hereby authorize Paul Werner
Architects (Herein referred to as “Applicant”), to act on my behalf for the purpose of
making application with the Planning Office of Lawrence/Douglas County, Kansas,
regarding 826 Rhode Island, Lawrence, Kansas (common address)the subject
property, or portion thereof. Such authorization includes, but is not limited to, all acts or
things whatsoever necessarily required of Applicant in the application process.

3. It is understood that in the event the Undersigned is a corporation or partnership then
the individual whose signature appears below for and on behalf of the corporation of

partnership has in fact the authority to so bind the corporation or partnership to the
terms and statements contained within this instrument.

INW THEREOF, I, the Undersigned, have set my hand and seal below.

Own S : Owner

STATE OF
COUNTY OF
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this _3_ day of BPLL_, 2014,

by .

My Commission Expires: &4 .1-171 <$<

£) | NOTAHY PUSLIC - Stats of Kansa
_4 TIFFANY
EZ2TES My Arpt. Expires

C:\Users\Tiffany\Desktop\826 Rhode Island Owner Auth.doc




Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Public Works Department

TO: Lynne Zollner

FROM: Dave Cronin, City Engineer

DATE: March 8, 2017

RE: Agenda Item for Historic Resources Commission

E. 9™ Street Project

Background
In 2017 the City Commission authorized staff to proceed with final design plans for the

reconstruction of 9w Street from New Hampshire to Pennsylvania to meet the ‘basic
street” design concept presented by staff. Construction is anticipated to begin in Summer
2018 and take 4-6 months. The project will be constructed in two phases: New
Hampshire to New York; New York to Delaware. The project is in the 2018 CIP with a
budget of $2,500,000.

The ‘basic street’ design includes reconstruction with concrete pavement, storm sewer,
6’ sidewalks on both sides of street, on-street parking, pedestrian lighting, street trees,
retaining walls and preserving green space. The ‘basic street’ design does not include
bike facilities, underground electrical or decorative street light poles at intersections.
Existing sidewalks will be reconstructed with similar material; brick sidewalks will be
replaced with brick and concrete sidewalks will be replaced with concrete. There is
approximately 480" of limestone curb in the corridor. Based on past experience with
removing and replacing limestone curb, approximately half is reusable due to the
condition. Any salvageable limestone curb will be stockpiled for reuse in the East
Lawrence neighborhood.

Staff has discussed the preliminary plans with St. Luke AME Church at 9" & New York.
The Church is working on plans to improve ADA accessibility at the north entrance to the
building. The design team will be evaluating options to improve sidewalk accessibility
adjacent to the Church.

Attachments
Preliminary Plans


https://assets.lawrenceks.org/assets/agendas/cc/2017/06-20-17/pw_pw1502_9th_st_reconstruction_memo.html
https://assets.lawrenceks.org/assets/agendas/cc/2017/06-20-17/pw_pw1502_9th_st_reconstruction_memo.html
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