
Next Regular Meeting:  June 26, 2013, 747 Market Street, Tacoma Municipal Bldg., Rm. 248  5:30 p.m. 
 
This agenda is for public notice purposes only. Complete applications are included in the Landmarks Preservation Commission records available to the 
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747 Market Street, Floor 3· Tacoma, WA ·98402 · Phone (253) 591-5200 · Fax (253) 591-2002 

www.tacomaculture.org 

 

Members 

Ken House, Chair  
Edward Echtle, Vice Chair 
Katie Chase 
JD Elquist 
Jonah Jensen 
Megan Luce 

Daniel Rahe 
James Steel 
Duke York 

 
Ross Buffington, Wedge Neighborhood Ex-Officio 
Marshall McClintock, North Slope Ex-Officio 

 
Staff 

Reuben McKnight, Historic Preservation Officer 
Tonie Cook, Landmarks Coordinator 

 

 
Date:        June 12, 2013 LPC  49 /13 
Location: 747 Market , Tacoma Municipal Bldg, Room 248  
Time:       5:30 p.m.  
 
Please note assigned times are approximate.  The Chair reserves the right to alter the order of the agenda. 
  

1. ROLL CALL    

 

2. CONSENT AGENDA 

 
A. Excusal of Absences   
B. Meeting Minutes:   05/08/13 
C. Summary of Administrative Approvals:  (May 2013 – June 6, 2013) 

i. 517 N I Street, North Slope, fence, Type I, (05/22/13) 
ii. 401 N Cushman, porch reconstruction, Type II, (06/04/13) 

 

3. DESIGN REVIEW 

 
A. 1003 N Grant (North Slope) Rich Mundell, Owner’s representative 5 m  

Retroactive window removal and replacement     

   

4. CHAIR COMMENTS 

 

5. BOARD BRIEFING 
 

A. Totem Pole  5 m 
B. Live Work Building Code update  Sue Coffman, PDS, & Ryan Erickson, TFD 15 m 
C. Demolition by neglect ordinance  5 m 

 

6. BOARD BUSINESS/PRESERVATION PLANNING 

 
A. Letter of support:  Frank Herbert Park  5 m 

 
 

 
Reuben McKnight 
Historic Preservation Officer 

  

Agenda 

Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Planning and Development Services Department 

Meeting Time Change:   

5:30 p.m. 
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Members 

Ken House, Chair  
Edward Echtle, Vice Chair 
Katie Chase 
JD Elquist 
Jonah Jensen 
Megan Luce 

Daniel Rahe 
James Steel 
Duke York 

 
Ross Buffington, Wedge Neighborhood Ex-Officio 
Marshall McClintock, North Slope Ex-Officio 

 
Staff 

Reuben McKnight, Historic Preservation Officer 
Tonie Cook, Landmarks Coordinator 

 

 
Date:        May 8, 2013 LPC    /13 
Location: 747 Market Street, Tacoma Municipal Building, Room 248  
 
 
Commission Members in Attendance: 

Ken House Chair  
Edward Echtle, Vice Chair 
Ross Buffington 
Katie Chase 
JD Elquist 
Jonah Jensen 
Megan Luce 
Marshall McClintock 
Daniel Rahe 
James Steel 
Duke York 

 
Commission Members Absent: 
 
 

Staff Present: 
Reuben McKnight 
Tonie Cook 
 
Others Present:  
David Bonewitz, Bekah and Dustin Osterhaus 

 
Chair Ken House called the meeting to order at  5:00  p.m. 
 
 

1. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

 

A. Meeting Minutes 

 
The meeting minutes of  January 9 and 23, March 13 and 27, and April 10 and 24,, 2013 were approved. 
 

 
2. NOMINATIONS – FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
A.  Nominations to the Register of Historic Places 

 
i. Cobblestone and Brick Streets (700-1000 Blocks of N 9

th
, 10

th
 and 11

th
 Streets) 

 
Mr. Reuben McKnight presented a summary of the Cobblestone and Brick Streets nomination, noting the 
previous meeting records on the background, previous meeting discussions, Tacoma Register Criteria, 
effects of the designation, summary of public comments including the public hearing conducted on April 
10, 2013, and reviewed the several options to recommend designation, denial or deferral of the 
designation. 

 
There was a motion: 
 

draft 

 

MINUTES 

Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Planning and Development Services Department 



 
Draft_LPC Minutes 05/08/2013, Page 2 of 7 

 

 

 

747 Market Street, Suite 345 · Tacoma, WA · 98402 · Phone (253) 591-5030 · Fax (253) 591-5433 
http://www.tacomaculture.org  

 

“I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend to City Council that the 700-1000 Blocks of N 9
th

, 

10
th

 and 11
th

 Streets be included on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places, finding that they meet Criteria A, C, E and F 
of TMC 13.07.040.” 

 
 
MOTION:  Chase 
SECOND:  Luce 
MOTION:   Carried 

 
 
 

ii. Kellogg-Sicker and H.C. Pochert Buildings (1110-12 and  

1114-16 Martiin Luther King, Jr. Way) 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight presented a summary of the Kellogg-Sicker and H.C. Pochert Buildings nomination, noting 
the previous meeting records on the background, previous meeting discussions, Tacoma Register Criteria, effects 
of the designation, summary of public comments including the public hearing conducted on April 10, 2013, and 
reviewed the several options to recommend designation, denial or deferral of the designation. 

 
 
There was a motion: 

 
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend to City Council that the Kellogg-Sicker and H.C. 

Pochert Buildings (1110-12 and 1114-16 Martin Luther King, Jr. Way), be included on the Tacoma Register of Historic 
Places, finding that they meet Criteria A, B and C of TMC 13.07.040.” 

 
MOTION:  York  
SECOND:  Luce 
MOTION:   Carried 

 
B. BOUNDARY CHANGE – FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

i. 1239 E 54
th

 Street (J.M. Hendrickson Homestead) 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight presented a summary of the J.M. Hendrickson Homestead request for boundary change on 
the original designation, noting the background, previous meeting discussions, effects of the boundary change, 
summary of public comments including the public hearing conducted on April 10, 2013, and reviewed the several 
options to recommend approval, denial or deferral of  the boundary change. 

 
There was a motion: 
 
 

“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend to City County that 1239 East 54
th

 St / J.M. 

Hendrickson Homestead landmark boundary change be approved; the modification would retain the buildings 
onto one parcel as the landmark property and segregate the remaining parcel outside the landmarks designation 
boundary.” 

 

MOTION:   Rahe  
SECOND:  York 
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MOTION:   Carried 
 

C. National Register Nominations 
 

i. 5801 Trolley Lane (Point Definance Streetcar Station or Pagoda) 
  
Mr. Reuben McKnight presented the staff report on the Pagoda’s nomination to the National 
Register of Historic Places, including the Commission’s responsibility as a Certified Local 
Government to comment on the listing prior to consideration by the State Historic Preservation 
Office.  He explained the Commission the Commission may (1) recommend to the SHPO listing on 
the National Register of Historic Places, (2) may recommend against listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places, or (3) may decline to make any recommendation.  If the Commission 
and City Council recommend against listing on the National Register, the nomination process is 
halted.  However, if either the Commission or Council vote to support the nomination, it will 
proceed. 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight described the seven standards met for national Register listing, inlcudng:  
Location, Design, Setting, Materials, Workmanship, Feeling and Association.   He noted the criteria 
under which the Point Definance Streetcar Station is nominated:   
 

A:  Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of our history.   

 
C:  Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 

construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual distinction. 

 
Point Defiance Streetcar Station is being nominated for its association with broad patterns of 
history, specifically, in the development of transportation, and as a good local example of both 
Asian and Arts & Crafts style of architecture. 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight explained the effects of the designation, as follows: 
Listing on the National Register of Historic Preservation provides recognition of a property’s 
significance in history, architecture, engineering or archaeology.  It does not place restrictions on 
the use, maintenance or alterations to a property; nor does it obligate a government entity to 
maintain or restore a property.  However, it does provide some protection for the property if a future 
project affecting the property using Federal funds or with Federal oversight is undertaken under the 
National Historic Preservation Act. 

 
Staff recommended the Commission, representing the CLG of Tacoma, recommend designation to 
the Washington Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. 
 

Ms. Melissa McGinnis, Metro Parks’ Historic and Cultural Resource Manager, presented the Point Defiance 
Streetcar Station or Pagoda  completed in 1914, including its contribution to the development of the transportation 
network of Tacoma, its Asian-inspired and Arts and Crafts designs representing the work of Tacoma architect 
Luther Twichell, and retaining its integrity despite the damage caused by a 2011 arson fire; changes occurred in 
secondary spaces in the basement. 

  
There was a motion: 
 
“I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commission, adopt the analysis as findings and recommend designation to 
the Washington Advisory Counicl on Historic Preservation.” 
 
MOTION:   York 
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SECOND:  Jensen 
MOTION:   Carried 

 
3. DESIGN REVIEW 

 

A. 1701 Pacific Avenue (Tacoma Art Museum) 
 

Mr. Reuben McKnight read the staff report into the record, as follows: 
 
Built in 2003, Tacoma Art Museum is located in the Union Station Conservation District, and is adjacent to the 
Union-Depot Warehouse Historic Special Review District, which is listed on the Tacoma, Washington and National 
Registers of Historic Places. Although the Tacoma Art Museum building is a contemporary building, because it is 
located within the Union Station Conservation District, the proposed addition must be approved by the 
Commission prior to permits being issued.  The original 2003 construction was reviewed by the Commission 

(minutes attached).  The authority of the Commission is limited to the exterior appearance of new construction 
and additions to existing buildings in the Conservation District. 

 
On April 24, 2013, the Commission was briefed on the proposed project to construct an addition on the south 
elevation of the existing Tacoma Art Museum building.  The purpose of the addition is for new gallery, lobby, 
service and mechanical spaces.  In addition, the east elevation elevator will be replaced with a new elevator and 
entrance.  At that meeting, the Tacoma Art Museum team demonstrated, through renderings and slide show, how 
the screens, selected materials and colors, glazing, new entrances, and exterior sculptures will function in an effort 
to open the Tacoma Art Museum to the street.   

  
April 24 meeting comments from Commissioners included: 
 
1. The massing of the existing building is significantly improved; the color, materials and scale appear to provide 

symbiotic relationship.   
2. Concern was expressed with the rear parking lot:  it lacks architectural screening elements, and also presents 

safety and security in that area  
3. The Commission requested the submittal of a greater level of plan detail and size of openings along the 

Pacific storefront.  The Commission noted that the new clear glazing provides transparency on Pacific and that 
the screening is movable according to lighting conditions, which was not readily discernible from the rendered 
drawings. 

4. The Commission requested a rendering of the proposal at night. 
5. The proposed planters along Pacific may appear to be a barrier; however, the intention is to buffer the street 

and the building. 
6. The Commission noted that the color of the building in the renderings appears darker than the bronze color 

sample circulated at the meeting. 
7. The close proximity of the addition to the iconic Union Station building was noted.  
 
The Commission requested the following additional information for their final review: 
1. Submit a rendering at night; 
2. Submit greater level of plan detail including the size openings on the Pacific storefront and the east elevation. 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight explained that the application was ready for final review pending the submittals requested 
by the Commission at this meeting and, the next meeting is scheduled for May 8, 2013. 

 

 
Action requested of the Commission: Approval of application for a proposed south elevation 18,000 square foot 
addition to the existing building, including the removal of the Plaza and features, and replacement with new plantings and 
seating; construction of a screened main entrance on the existing building on Pacific Avenue and, replacement of the 
existing east elevation elevator with a larger elevator and entrance. 
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Standards to be considered: 
The Design Guidelines for the Union Depot-Warehouse Historic District/Union Station Conservation District apply, as does 
“Section 3:  Historic District Rules and Policies” of the Commission Bylaws, regarding the application of the guidelines for 
exterior materials (p. 13).  Both documents are included in the packet. 

 
Analysis to be considered: 

1. The existing building and proposed location of the addition is within the Union Station Conservation District, and 
therefore, new construction and additions to existing buildings requires the review and approval of the Landmarks 
Preservation Commission per TMC 13.05.047, prior to any permits being issued or construction activity occurring. 
 

2. Guidelines for consideration of the proposal include Union-Depot-Warehouse Historic District/Union Station 
Conservation District and Section 3, Historic District Rules and Policies, Commission Bylaws. 
 

3. The original 2003 construction was reviewed and approved by the Commission.  Because this is an addition to a 
contemporary building within the Conservation District, the design guidelines do not necessarily apply in all 
categories.  The Union Station Guidelines provide for the Commission to use discretion on a case by case basis 
when applying the guidelines. 

 
4. Height: The maximum height proposed on the new building addition is 75’8” from the east (lower parking lot 

elevation) and approximately 20’ high from the Pacific elevation, which is well within guidance on height found in 
the Union Depot Design Guideline #1, Height, specifically, for, “…No new buildings constructed in the districts 
shall exceed 85 feet in height…” The intent of the guideline is to prevent buildings from blocking views to the Union 
Station dome and diminishing its visual prominence.  The application meets this guideline.  

 
5. Scale:  The design guidelines define scale as the overall comparative relationship between a building and the 

neighboring construction, as well as the relationship between individual elements within the façade.  The design 
guidelines refer to “basic blocks” as being 50 feet wide, 100’deep and four stories tall. Because this is an addition 
to an existing contemporary building, which has been designed to be subservient to both the existing building at 
the surrounding buildings, this guideline is not applicable.   In addition, historically there was not a structure along 
this slope, and thus, it is not a typical infill construction. 

 
6. Materials/color.  The guidelines state that the predominant material in the district is masonry, such as brick, granite 

and terra cotta.  The predominant materials proposed on the existing building’s modifications include aluminum 
and metal; painted steel and Richlite are proposed for the addition; the palette color is simple and limited, including 
clear glazing, aluminum, and bronze.  The proposal for the exterior building materials and colors appears to meet 
the Historic District/Union Station Conservation District and Section 3, Historic District Rules and Policies, and 
Commission Bylaws on contemporary buildings. 2.  “Exterior Materials:  Contemporary building materials for new 
construction, such as glass, steel, concrete and masonry have been determined to be acceptable for the district”.  
The bronze colored Richlite material has the tone and texture of a traditional material. 
 

7. Storefronts. The design guidelines encourage street level retail and storefronts that are consistent in scale 
between buildings. The proposal includes a mix of clear wall glazing, metal and clear glazing storefront wall panels 
and composite panels.  Because the addition is designed to focus pedestrian traffic to the main entry of the 
existing building, and because it is a gallery space, this guideline is not applicable.  There are no storefronts or 
retail entrances on either side of the proposed addition. 
 

8. A painted steel canopy and supports, and aluminum grill screen are proposed along the Pacific Avenue elevation.  
Metal entry canopies in the District have been approved by the Commission; the proposed canopy structures 
appear to be suitable for the contemporary existing building and new addition. 

 
9. Massing:  the addition’s massing is low, linear and horizontal, which emphasizes both the existing museum and 

Union Station.  
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10. Views.  The guidelines state, “All new construction in the Union Station District should be designed to preserve 
existing views and vistas.  Of particular importance are views of Commencement Bay, Mount Rainier, and Union 
Station”   The proposed design preserves views of the Union Station Dome, the primary architectural element in 
the district. 

 
Staff recommended adoption of the above analysis as findings and approval of the proposal by the Commission, pending 
the review of the plan details, including the size openings, on the Pacific Avenue storefront and details on the east 
elevation and night rendering of the proposal, which will be presented at this meeting. 
 

 
 

4. DESIGN REVIEW 
 

A. 1419 North 8
th

 Street (North Slope) 
 
 
 Mr. Reuben McKnight read the Staff Report intot he record as follows: 
 

Built in 1922, this bungalow is a contributing property located in the North Slope Special Review District.  The 
current proposal is to modify the existing garage to accommodate the addition of a deck onto the roof of the flat 
garage which is located on the side yard of the corner lot; a deck railing, upper posts and pergola, and stairs are 
part of the proposal.    

  
In 2010, the property was approved to enclose the rear porch with recommendation to waive the 3-foot setback 
requirement due to site constraints.  No permits or a setback variance were ever issued. The current scope of 
work does not include this work which the property owner confirmed that this side-rear porch will not be enclosed. 

  
The owner will present photos of sample baluster system and the garage door, which is also proposed for 
replacement; the owner also confirmed the decking will most likely be cedar.   

 
   

Action Requested:   Approval of the proposed side elevation rooftop deck, railing and pergola; and repair to the 
existing and new new stairs for access to the deck. 

 
Standards to be considered follows: 

 
Guidelines for the North Slope and Wedge Neighborhood Historic Districts  

  

Guidelines for Porches  
Replace missing porches with designs and details that reflect the original design, if known. Avoid adding 
conjectural elements. Photographic or other documentary evidence should guide the design of replacement 
porches. Where this is unavailable, a new design should be based on existing original porches from houses of 
similar type and age. 

 

Guidelines for Additions  

Additions should be sensitively located in a manner that minimizes visibility from primary rights of way. Where 
this is not possible, the design should respect the style, scale, massing, rhythm, and materials or the original 
building. 

 
 
Analysis to be considered. 
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1. The home on the property is historically significant as a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District; it 
was constructed in 1922.  As part of the North Slope it is listed on the Tacoma, Washington and National 
Registers of Historic Places. 

 
2. The Landmarks Preservation Commission has jurisdiction to review and approve, or not approve, changes to this 

building including new construction per TMC 13.07.095, prior to those changes being made, by virtue of its status 
as a City Landmark. 
 

3. The 2010 approval by the Commission to enclose the rear porch is not part of the current proposal. 
 

2. The proposed change will be visible from the primary right of way; however, because the house is on a corner lot 
that is small, it is not possible to locate the deck on a non-visible elevation. The new deck is proposed for the side 
of the house, which is a secondary elevation, and the materials proposed are consistent with existing conditions 
and a traditional material palette; therefore the deck appears to meet guideline # 8, which reads in part “Additions 
should be sensitively located in a manner that minimizes visibility from primary rights of way.  Where this is not 
possible, the design should respect the style, scale, massing, rhythm, and materials or the original building.”  
 

3. The existing garage is leaking with evidence of deterioration; it will be removed and rebuilt in the existing footprint 
and dimensions and existing vinyl siding.  The proposed wood material for the decking, railing, posts, pergola 
system, gate, landing and all stairs and handrails appears to be compatible with the overall style and material of 
traditional railing systems, thus meeting Guidelines for Additions #3. 
 

4. Sample photos of the proposed railing and garage door will be provided at the Commission meeting.    
 

5. The location of the addition to the deck is not highly visible, thus meeting Guidelines for Additions #3. 
 

Staff recommended approval of the analysis as findings and recommended approval of the proposal by the 
Commission.  

 
6. BOARD BRIEFING 

 
A, Tacoma Totem Pole  

 
Staff presented the current status of the Totem Pole discussions. 

 
 

7. BOARD BUSINESS / PRESERVATION PLANNING 
 

A.    Historic Preservation Month 
 

Commissioenrs discussed the Historic Preservation Month activities scheduled for May. 
 
 
The meeting was adjourned at    7:37   p.m. 
 
Submitted as True and Correct: 
 
_______________________________________________ 
Reuben McKnight 
Historic Preservation Officer 



 

Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Planning & Development Services Department 
 

 
 

747 Market Street, Suite 345  Tacoma, Washington 98402  Phone (253) 591-5030  Fax (253) 591-5433 
 

 
STAFF REPORT  
 

LPC    48 /13 
June 12, 2013 

 
DESIGN REVIEW  
 

AGENDA ITEM 3A:  1003 North Grant Ave (North Slope) 

Rich Mundell, Owner’s representative 

 
BACKGROUND 
Built in 1923 this bungalow is a contributing structure located in the North Slope Historic Special Review District.  The 
current proposal is a retroactive application for the removal of three double hung wood windows and replacement with 
two vinyl insert windows; the third vinyl window is not installed at this time.  A stop work order was issued because of 
working without a permit.   
 
The application also includes the replacement of one non-historic opaque louver vent-type window with a vinyl single 
hung insert window, which would typically be an administrative review. 
 
Tonie Cook met onsite with Mr. Mundell who reported the original windows were thrown away and described the 
condition of those windows:    

1) the right double-hung window had missing glass in the lower sash due to the location of an air conditioner and 
the upper sash was missing with a board covering that space.   

2) The condition of the lower sashes on the other two windows were both in a deteriorated to a point of falling apart 
in his hands and beyond repair and, the two upper sashes were about 50% gone.  

 
Tonie Cook recommended Mr. Mundell obtain an estimate to install replacement wood windows. 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Retroactive approval of removal of three double-hung wood windows and replacement with vinyl insert windows, 
retaining the wood trim; removal and replacement of one opaque vent bathroom window 
 
STANDARDS 
Guidelines for the North Slope and Wedge Neighborhood Historic Districts 
 
General Preservation Principles 
 

2. Retain original materials. The historic materials present on historic buildings should be retained wherever 
feasible. 

3. Repair before replacement. Historic materials should be maintained and repaired when needed, including 
maintaining proper weather protection.  Where repair is needed, it is desirable to remove as small an amount of 
material as possible. 

4. Replacement in kind. If replacement of a historic feature or material is unavoidable, they should be replaced in 
kind with a visual and material match whenever possible. 

 
Windows  
Windows are a character defining feature of a historic home, reflecting both the time period of construction, the materials 
and craftsmanship of an era, and the architectural style of a building. 

 
1. Preserve Existing Historic Windows.   Existing historic windows in good working order should be maintained 

on historic homes in the district.  The existing wood windows exhibit craftsmanship and carpentry methods in use 
at the time that the neighborhood was developed.  New manufactured windows, even those made of wood, 
generally do not exhibit these characteristics. 



Page 2 of 5 

 

 
2. Repair Original Windows Where Possible.  Original wood windows that are in disrepair should be repaired if 

feasible. The feasibility of different approaches depends on the condition, estimated cost, and total project 
scope.  Examples of substandard conditions that do not necessarily warrant replacement include:  failed glazing 
compound, broken glass panes, windows, painted shut, deteriorated paint surface (interior or exterior) and loose 
joinery.  These conditions alone do not justify window replacement. 
 
Repair of loose or cracked glazing, loose joinery or stuck sashes may be suitable for a carpenter or 
handyperson.  Significant rot, deterioration, or reconstruction of failed joints may require the services of a window 
restoration company.  If information is needed regarding vendors that provide these services, please contact the 
Historic Preservation Office.   

 
3. Replace windows with a close visual and material match.  When repairing original windows is not feasible, 

replacement may be considered. 
 

 Where replacement is desired, the new windows should match the old windows in design and other 
details, and, where possible, materials.   

 

 Certain windows products, such as composite clad windows, closely replicate original appearance and 
therefore may be appropriate.  This should be demonstrated to the Commission with material samples 
and product specification sheets. 

 

 Changing the configuration, style or pattern of original windows is not encouraged, generally (for 
example, adding a highly styled divided light window (where non existed before or adding an 
architecturally incompatible pattern, such as a Prairie style gridded window to an English cottage house).  

 

 Vinyl windows are not an acceptable replacement for existing historic windows. 
 
Depending on specific project needs, replacement windows may include: 

 

 Sash replacement kits.  These utilize the existing window frame (opening) and trim, but replace the 
existing sashes and substitute a vinyl or plastic track for the rope and pulley system.  Sash replacement 
kits require that the existing window opening be plumb and square to work properly, but unlike insert 
windows, do not reduce the size of the glazed area of the window or require shimming and additional 
trim. 

 

 An insert window is a fully contained window system (frame and sashes) that is “inserted” into an 
existing opening.  Because insert windows must accommodate a new window frame within the existing 
opening, the sashes and glazed area of an insert window will be slightly smaller than the original window 
sashes.  Additional trim must be added to cover the seams between he insert frame and the original 
window.  However, for window openings that are no longer plumb, the insert frame allows the new 
sashes to operate smoothly. 

 

ANALYSIS 
1. This 1923 house is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District.  As part of the North Slope it is 

listed on the Tacoma, Washington and National Registers of Historic Places. 
 

2. The Landmarks Preservation Commission has jurisdiction to review and approve, or not approve, changes to this 
building per TMC 13.05.047, prior to those changes being made, by virtue of its status as a City Landmark. 
 

3. The removal and replacement of the side elevation opaque louver vent type window with a vinyl single hung 
window meets the recommended guidelines per the administrative review procedures, Section 2, 1. 2. b) 
Windows, whereby, non-historic window replacement with like kind or a suitable upgrade. 

 
4. The removal of three original double hung windows was completed without review by the Landmarks 

Preservation Commission as required by TMC 13.05.047.  Since the installation of two of the three windows with 
vinyl inserts, the owner has applied for the building permit and the current design review. 
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5. On June 5, staff Tonie Cook visited the property with Mr. Rich Mundell who reported the removed windows were 

in the disposal and he described each of the window’s condition, including one lower sash replaced with an air 
conditioning unit with a missing upper sash; two lower sashes that were visibly rotten; two upper sashes were 
rotten about 50% through.    
 

6. The three windows are on the front elevation and quite visible from the right of way because of the corner lot 
location of the house.  Nearly all of the remaining windows on the house appear to be original.   
 

7. A retroactive proposal to remove three existing wood double hung windows and install three vinyl single hung 
windows does not meet NSHD Guideline #3, which follows:   Replace windows with a close visual and material 
match; specifically, Vinyl windows are not an acceptable replacement for existing historic windows.  The 
replacement is a single hung style and the trim was retained. 
 

8. The proposal to remove the three double hung window does not meet NSHD Guideline #1, Preserve Existing 
Historic Windows, specifically, for, “The existing wood windows exhibit craftsmanship and carpentry methods in 
use at the time that the neighborhood was developed”  and NSHD Guideline #2, Repair Original Windows 
Where Possible.   Original wood windows that are in disrepair should be repaired if feasible. The feasibility of 
different approaches depends on the condition, estimated cost, and total project scope.  Examples of 
substandard conditions that do not necessarily warrant replacement include:  failed glazing compound, broken 
glass panes, windows, painted shut, deteriorated paint surface (interior or exterior) and loose joinery.  These 
conditions alone do not justify window replacement. 
 
Repair of loose or cracked glazing, loose joinery or stuck sashes may be suitable for a carpenter or 
handyperson.  Significant rot, deterioration, or reconstruction of failed joints may require the services of a window 
restoration company.  If information is needed regarding vendors that provide these services, please contact the 
Historic Preservation Office.  

 
9. Staff Tonie Cook recommended an estimate for three double hung wood windows be obtained. 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION  
Staff recommends adopting the above analysis as findings and the application be deferred to the Commission. 

 
 
BOARD BRIEFINGS  
 
 

AGENDA ITEM 5A:  Tacoma Totem Pole 

 
BACKGROUND 
The Tacoma Totem Pole was commissioned by Tacoma civic boosters and curio shop owners Chester Thorne and 
William Sheard in 1903, and installed at a location near its present location the day before President Theodore Roosevelt 
arrived in Tacoma.  Reported to have been carved at a cost of $3000, the pole was intended to rival Seattle’s infamous 
Pioneer Square Totem Pole and is symbolic of a broader historical narrative surrounding the role of the Puget Sound in 
the Alaskan Gold Rush and the internationally significant Alaska Yukon Exposition that was being planned for 1909.  The 
symbols and carvings on the pole are of unknown origin but are suggestive of Haida style of northwestern British 
Columbia.  The pole is not of Coast Salish origin or design. 
 
The pole has been undergoing a structural and condition analysis by the City this year.  On April 12, 2013, during this 
analysis, structural engineers under contract with the City determined that there was a significant risk of structural failure 
due to rot and deterioration.  The Public Works Director ordered the immediate temporary bracing of the pole, while city 
engineers began working on a strategy for long term external bracing. 
 

PRIOR MEETINGS 
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On April 24, 2013, staff briefed the Commission on the status of the pole and tentative plans to stabilize the pole.  During 
this briefing, several Commissioners questioned the cultural appropriateness of the plan, due several cultural factors, and 
requested that staff further research traditional practices related to declining totem poles, the history and meaning of the 
Tacoma Totem Pole (including the significance of the symbolism), and whether the pole was legitimately carved. 
 
On May 7, staff convened a working group to discuss and further research these questions, consisting of city engineering 
staff, the Arts Administrator, Historic Preservation Officer, Commissioner Elquist, and Shaun Peterson, a woodcarver and 
Puyallup Tribal member acting in a consulting capacity for the City.  During this meeting it was affirmed that the 
traditional treatment of declining poles was to allow them to fall, or removal and allowing them to decompose.  The 
outcome of this discussion was that most appropriate course of action for cultural and safety reasons was that the pole 
should be removed and relocated to a place where it could decompose, and that every interpretive opportunity to 
educate the public about the history and context of the pole, and totem poles generally, be explored. 
 
On May 8, 2013, this discussion was reported to the Commission.  The Commission responded that if this course of 
action was to be taken, that additional information would be needed regarding the actual safety issues and costs 
associated with stabilization, and additional analysis should be done regarding the history of the pole. 
 
On June 4, 2013, the Tacoma Arts Commission convened a De-Accession Review Panel to consider the removal of the 
Totem Pole from the Municipal Art Collection, per the Municipal Art Collection De-Accession Policy.  This panel consisted 
of Commissioners Elquist and Echtle, Dr. Robin Wright, curator of American Indian art for the University of Washington’s 
Burke Museum, Lynette Miller, Head of Collections at the Washington State History Museum, and Jack Curtwright, 
owner of the Curtwright Gallery, which specializes in Native American Art.  Among other items, the panel concluded that: 
 

 The pole is not clearly Haida or Tlingit, but exhibits a mixture of traits, many of which appear strangely 
proportioned compared with examples known to have been carved by Native carvers. 

 The execution quality of the pole is not high. 

 It is possible that the pole was not carved by Native carvers but rather by others based on drawings or 
photographs. 

 Its primary historical significance is related to the history of Tacoma, and not as a totem pole. 
 
The panel voted unanimously to retain the pole in the Municipal Art Collection.  The panel did not arrive at a consensus 
regarding the best approach to deal with the pole, other than to conclude that it should be preserved either standing, or 
stored protected in an indoor location. 
 

NEXT STEPS   

Three options for abating the structural risk of the pole have been identified with preliminary cost estimates. 
 

A. Install a single 65’ new pole with shaft footing to support the totem pole:  $44,000 
This option would retain in place the pole with exterior bracing by erecting a new metal pole behind it.  
This cost estimate assumes the City would have to fabricate a new pole. 
 

B. Install two 65’ support poles with shaft footing: $64,000 
 

C. Remove and store indoors:  $24,000  
This estimate only includes only costs associated with removing the pole and transporting it.  It does not 
include any interpretive signs, curation, analysis, or site preparation work for final location. 
 

Staff will provide further discussion of the Totem Pole and address any questions the Commission may have. 

 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Guidance and direction. 
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AGENDA ITEM 5B:  Live Work Building Code Update 

Sue Coffman, Planning and Development Services 
Ryan Erickson, Tacoma Fire Department 

 
BACKGROUND 
This is an update for the commission on PDS’s progress on developing changes to the building code to encourage 

adaptive re-use of existing buildings and the creation of work-live units.  PDS has been working closely with the Tacoma 

Fire Department and Tacoma Water to develop code provisions that ensure the occupants of such units are safe while 

occupying the unit, and are able to get out of the building safely in a fire.   

 
ACTION REQUESTED 
This is an informational briefing. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 5C:  Demolition By Neglect Ordinance 

 
BACKGROUND 
The City of Tacoma has many distressed properties, some of which are listed on the National and Tacoma Registers of 
Historic Places, either individually or as contributing structures within listed historic districts.  Long term neglect of a 
historic building becomes very costly to abate, and can lead to the loss of the building.  Ideally, intervention early in the 
cycle of decline is less costly.  
 
However, under the existing enforcement codes, including Public Nuisances (Tacoma Municipal Code 8.30) and 
Minimum Buildings and Structures Code (TMC 2.01), the options for proactively abating substandard building conditions 
before they threaten the safety and longevity of a building are limited. 
 
To address these issues, the City of Tacoma is going to explore the development of an ordinance to prevent “demolition 
by neglect,” along with the creation of an “emergency preservation fund” that could be used to help prevent the 
deterioration of the City’s iconic historic structures. 

 
ACTION REQUESTED 
This is an informational briefing. 

 
BOARD BUSINESS  
 

AGENDA ITEM 6A:  Letter of Support:  Frank Herbert Park 

 
On May 22, 2013, Commissioner Daniel Rahe introduced a proposal to change the name of Peninsula Park to Frank 
Herbert Park.  He distributed information on the author Frank Herbert and asked for consideration of support at a future 
Commission meeting. 

 
PENDING AGENDA ITEMS  
 
June 26, 2013 
Ft. Nisqually Granary structural improvements 
Demolition by Neglect Briefing 
 
July 24, 2013 
CANCELLED* (tentative) 
 
July 31, 2013 
SPECIAL MEETING (if needed) 

 
*** 
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TO:  Landmarks Commission 
FROM: Sue Coffman, Planning and Development Services 
SUBJECT: Live/Work Code Amendments 
DATE:  June 6, 2013 

 

 
SUMMARY: 

Since 2012, Planning and Development Services (PDS) has been actively developing code amendments 

to further expand and promote the adaptive reuse of existing buildings and the creation of “work-live” 

units.  Currently, PDS is developing building code amendments that would allow a portion of an existing 

commercial building to be converted into a single dwelling unit without triggering full “change of 

occupancy” requirements in the building codes.  The code provision being explored would incorporate a 

fire sprinkler requirement for the dwelling unit that utilizes the domestic water line instead of a separate, 

dedicated water service for the fire meter.  Fire/smoke protection of walls/floors would be required 

around the dwelling unit separating it from the commercial use, and a fire alarm would be required for 

the entire building. 

 

BACKGROUND: 

The City of Seattle adopted an “add a unit” code amendment to their building code with the adoption of 

the 2003 International Building Code in July 2004.  Their code allows any building (commercial or 

residential) to add a single dwelling unit without triggering a requirement for a fire sprinkler system to be 

installed. 

 

In 2012, PDS explored options for eliminating or modifying code requirements for these work-live types 

of uses.  The first phase of amendments, which was largely focused on the Land Use Code, was adopted 

by the Council in October 2012.  Under those amendments, parking requirements and offsite 

improvement requirements for work-live uses were reduced or eliminated.  Following adoption of those 

code amendments, PDS staff has continued to work on other changes that could be considered, such as 

the “add a unit” provision in the City of Seattle. 

 

ISSUE: 

This is an informational briefing to update the commission on PDS’s progress on developing changes to 

the building code to encourage adaptive re-use of existing buildings and the creation of work-live units.  

PDS has been working closely with the Tacoma Fire Department and Tacoma Water to develop code 

provisions that ensure the occupants of such units are safe while occupying the unit, and are able to get 

out of the building safely in a fire.   

 

 













































































































































































The News Tribune

     

Panel decides to keep totem pole part of

Tacoma's art collection
LEWIS KAMB

LAST UPDATED: JUNE 4TH, 2013 08:59 PM (PDT)

They mulled over its decrepit condition, speculated about who carved it and discussed its

historical and cultural significance – both as a potential sacred artifact and a beloved object

of commercial kitsch.

But in the end, all voting members of a specially convened panel agreed Tuesday: Tacoma’s

totem pole should remain part of the city’s art collection.

“I think it’s important to keep it,” said Jack Curtright, a longtime Tacoma dealer of Native

American art. “It’s been here, I grew up with it. It’s been an icon of this community.”

Tacoma’s Arts Commission took the unusual step of convening the deaccession review

panel to determine whether the aging totem pole, which has become a falling hazard in

downtown Fireman’s Park, should be removed from the Tacoma’s collected public artworks.

Commissioned by civic boosters in 1903, the more than 80-foot tall cedar log carved in

what’s purported to be Native iconography aimed to help put Tacoma on the map.

But age, rot and insect infestation have structurally weakened the pole, forcing public works

officials to fence it off and temporarily brace it with steel rods.

As both a designated city landmark and a public art piece, the pole falls under the dual

authority of Tacoma’s Landmarks Preservation Commission and Arts Commission.

Last month, a landmarks subcommittee unofficially recommended it be taken down and

publicly left to rot – once thought a customary Alaskan Native practice for poles at the end of

their lifespan.



The arts board then sought to separately consider the pole’s significance as a public artwork.

It called to convene Tuesday’s review panel made up of arts and landmarks commissioners,

a city planner, an art dealer, museum curators and a Native carver.

Robin Wright, curator of Native American art for the University of Washington’s Burke

Museum, noted the checkered history of the pole’s creation may never be resolved.

“The 64,000 dollar question is: Who carved it,” Wright said. “And I can’t tell just by looking at.

It’s sort of been mysteriously hidden, and over time the story has changed.”

Records variably describe civic boosters hiring Alaskan or British Columbian Natives to

carve the pole, partly to best a 60-foot tall totem pole erected in Seattle. As the story goes,

for $3,000, the commissioned tribal members secretly carved a log donated by the St. Paul

& Tacoma Lumber Company until its public unveiling in 1903 – a day before President

Theodore Roosevelt visited town.

But Native art authorities on the panel agreed the iconography appears inauthentic and the

carving less than expert.

“It’s entirely possible that it was even a non-Native person” who carved Tacoma’s pole,

Wright conjectured, “and they kept them secret because he was not Native.”

But panel members agreed its historical value as a city icon is undeniable.

JD Elquist, a member of the arts and landmarks commissions, said he reconsidered his

previous recommendation – that the pole be removed, laid down and left to decay – as some

tribes traditionally have done. Some of the experts noted, and Elquist acknowledged, that

poles are now commonly preserved.

Curtright noted that because the pole “doesn’t look like it’s a sacred artifact,” it’s not culturally

appropriate to let it decay.

Elquist said his change of heart largely came from the panel’s recognition the pole is more

important as a city artifact than a Native one.



“Due to the history of what it means to the people of Tacoma,” Elquist said, “it’s important that

it stay around as long as possible.”

Elquist ultimately made the successful motion that the pole not be “deaccessed” from the

municipal art collection. Its continued status as a city public artwork affords it protections and

access to funding.

The panel could not come up with a clear recommendation as to what the city should do next

– whether to brace the pole in place, take it down, find a place to house it indoors or erect a

new pole. 

“Money, of course, does come to play,” city arts administrator Amy McBride said. “But there

are funds to stabilize it and there are funds to remove it. Whether there are funds to do

anything after that remains to be seen.”

Estimates to secure the pole in place run as high as $44,000, with a thorough restoration

running as much as $45,000, and cleaning and ridding it of pests about $20,000, she said.

City engineer Darius Thompson noted the city can store the pole in the Sea Scouts building

on Dock Street “for a number of months until we figure out what we can do with it.”

For now, all such options remain on the table for the landmarks commission to consider, said

Reuben McKnight, the city’s historic preservation officer. A staff report, including cost

analyses for various options, will be presented to the landmarks board on June 12, he added.

Lewis Kamb: 253-597-8542

lewis.kamb@thenewstribune.com (mailto:lewis.kamb@thenewstribune.com)

blog.thenewstribune.com/politics (http://blog.thenewstribune.com/politics)

@lewiskamb (http://twitter.com/lewiskamb)

© Copyright 2013 Tacoma News, Inc.

mailto:lewis.kamb@thenewstribune.com
http://blog.thenewstribune.com/politics
http://twitter.com/lewiskamb

	1003 N Grant, app&photos.pdf
	1003 N Grant, app&photos
	1003 N Grant
	Doc2
	2012 google map


	Herbert, Frank, background&maps.pdf
	Herbert, Frank, background&maps
	fr




