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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.
B.

3.

Excusal of Absences
Summary of Administrative Approvals (July 14 – August 2, 2012)
i. 1101 South Fawcett Ave -Tacoma Telephone and Telegraph: maintenance, repair, paint (08/02/12)

DESIGN REVIEW
A.

Murray Morgan Bridge
Counterweights

B.

511 N K Street – North Slope
Existing carport removed and new garage

C. 817 N I Street
Rear porch

4.

CHAIR COMMENTS

5.

BOARD BRIEFING
A.

6.

Tom Rutherford, Engineer, City of Tacoma

5m

Jeff Fraychineaud, Property Owner

5m

Joy Caddock, Property Owner

5m

Phillip Hill

10 m

City of Tacoma Building Codes, Homeowner Information

BOARD BUSINESS
A. Design Guidelines – Draft
B. Recission of Landmarks Designation - Discussion

Reuben McKnight
Historic Preservation Officer
Next Regular Meeting: August 22, 2012, 747 Market Street, Tacoma Municipal Bldg., Rm. 248 5:00 p.m.
This agenda is for public notice purposes only. Complete applications are included in the Landmarks Preservation Commission records available to the
public BY APPOINTMENT at 747 Market Street, Room 1036, or online at http://tacomaculture.org/historic/resources.asp. All meetings of the Landmarks
Preservation Commission are open to the public. Oral and/or written comments are welcome.

The City of Tacoma does not discriminate on the basis of disability in any of its programs, activities, or services. To request
this information in an alternative format or to request a reasonable accommodation, please call the Community and Economic
Development Department at 591-5200 (voice). TTY or speech to speech users please dial 711 to connect to Washington
Relay Services, or email landmarks@cityoftacoma.org.

747 Market Street, Room 1036 · Tacoma, WA ·98402 · Phone (253) 591-5200 · Fax (253) 591-2002
www.tacomaculture.org

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Community & Economic Development Department

STAFF REPORT

LPC59/12
August 8, 2012

DESIGN REVIEW
AGENDA ITEM 3A: 511 North K Street (North Slope)
Jeff Fraychineaud, Property Owner

BACKGROUND
The existing detached carport structure and multi-family apartment building are noncontributing structures located at
511 North K Street in the North Slope Historic Special Review District.
This is an application to construct a new detached 32’ X 20’garage at the rear of the property in the location of the
existing non historic detached carport area.
The proposed materials and design includes a gable 8:12 pitch roof, bevel siding, one North elevation man door, an
overhead garage door on the East Elevation; board and batten on the east and west elevations’ upper gable areas with
one vent in the gable area on the west side. Please see the attached design.

STANDARDS
North Slope Historic Special Review District Guidelines
1.

Height. Goal: Balance the overall height of new construction with that of nearby structures. In the rehabilitation of
existing buildings, the present height of the structure should remain intact. New buildings should step down to be
comparable in height to adjacent structures.

2.

Scale. Goal: Relate the size and proportion of new buildings to those of the neighborhood. Scale refers to a
building’s comparative relationship to neighboring structures, and its fit within the district. Building facades should
be of a scale compatible with surrounding buildings, and maintain a comparable setback from the property line to
adjacent buildings, as permitted by applicable zoning regulations. Scale is also determined by the proportions of
the architectural elements within the composition of the individual building facades. Window and door proportions
(including the design of sash and frames), floor heights, floor shapes, roof shapes and pitches, and other
elements of the building exterior should relate to the scale of the neighborhood.

5.

Roof Shapes and Materials. Goal: Utilize traditional roof shapes, pitches, and compatible finish materials on all
new structures, porches, additions, and detached outbuildings wherever such elements are visible from the
street. Maintain the present roof pitches of existing Pivotal, Primary, and Secondary buildings where such
elements are visible from the street. Typically, the existing, historic buildings in the neighborhood either have
gable roofs with the slopes of the roofs between 5:12 to 12:12 or more, and with the pitch oriented either parallel
to or perpendicular to the public right-of-way, or have hipped roofs with roof slopes somewhat lower. Most roofs
also have architectural details, such as cross gables, dormers, and/or widow’s walks, to break up the large
sloped planes of the roof. Wide roof overhangs, decorative eaves or brackets, and cornices can be creatively
used to enhance the appearance of the roof.

6.

Exterior Materials. Goals: Use compatible materials that respect the visual appearance of the surrounding
buildings. Buildings in the North Slope Neighborhood were sided with shingles, or with lapped, horizontal wood
siding of various widths. Subsequently, a few compatible brick or stucco-covered structures were constructed,
although many later uses of these two materials do not fit the character of the neighborhood. Additions to
existing buildings should be sided with a material to match, or be compatible with, the original or existing
materials. New structures should utilize exterior materials similar to those typically found in the neighborhood.
747 Market Street, Room 1036 a Tacoma, Washington 98402 a Phone (253) 591-5200 a Fax (253) 591-2002
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9.

Parking. Goal: Minimize views of parking and garages from the public right-of-way. Most early houses provided
space for storing various means of transportation, from horses and carriages to automobiles; however, these
structures were nearly always entered from the alley rather than from the street…Setting garages and carport
structures back from the front of the building reduces their visual importance.

ANALYSIS
1. Modifications to the existing apartment building are exempt from design review as it is a non contributing
structure located in the North Slope Historic Special Review District.
2. On February 18, 2012, the Commission discussed the proposed new construction of a detached accessory
garage structure on a noncontributing property and requested design review for the purpose of consistency in
design for the new structure.
3. The Landmarks Preservation Commission has jurisdiction to review and approve, or not approve, new
construction at this property per TMC 13.05.047, prior to those changes being made, by virtue of its location
within the North Slope Historic Special Review District.
4. The new garage is proposed on the rear elevation of the property as a detached structure, which will be visible
from the alley. The structure will be located on the rear of the property allowing entry from the alley, which meets
the North Slope Historic District Guideline number 9, Parking, specifically for, “Minimize [ing] views of parking
and garages from the public right-of-way. Most early houses provided space for storing various means of
transportation, from horses and carriages to automobiles; however, these structures were nearly always entered
from the alley rather than from the street…Setting garages and carport structures back from the front of the
building reduces their visual importance”.
5. The proposed new garage with a height of 16 feet appears to meet North Slope Historic District Guideline
number 1, Height, specifically for “…New buildings should step down to be comparable in height to adjacent
structures”.
6. The garage proposal appears to meet North Slope Historic District Guideline number 2, Scale, for “…relate [ing]
the size and proportion of new buildings to those of the neighborhood. Scale refers to a building’s comparative
relationship to neighboring structures, and its fit within the district…”
7. The proposed gable roof with a 8:12 roof pitch meets North Slope Historic District Guideline number 5 for Roof
Shapes and Materials with the goal of, “…between 5:12 to 12:12…”; the proposed building is not the primary
structure on the property and it is located on the rear of the property which reduces its visibility.
8. The materials proposed for the garage, including bevel siding and some board and batten in two upper gable
areas, appear to be compatible with traditional materials in the Historic District and meets North Slope Historic
District Guideline number 6, Exterior Materials, specifically for, “…New structures should utilize exterior materials
similar to those typically found in the neighborhood…”

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adopting the above as findings and recommends approval by the Commission.

AGENDA ITEM 3B: Murray Morgan Bridge
Tom Rutherford, City of Tacoma

BACKGROUND

Built in 1913, the Murray Morgan Bridge (historically the 11th Street Bridge) was designed by Waddell and Harrington and
is listed on the Tacoma, Washington and National Registers of Historic Places. It is an early example of a vertical lift
bridge, with a high deck and sloping grade. In December 2009, the City took over the ownership, operation, and
maintenance.
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On March 23, 2011, the Commission approved the color scheme, which included painting the Murray Morgan
Bridge black and retaining the unpainted aluminum truss over the lift span as is.
Because the bridge is on the National Register of Historic Places and the City is receiving federal funding for the bridge
rehabilitation, the City of Tacoma has signed a Memorandum of Agreement with FHWA, WSDOT, and SHPO that
outlines the rehabilitation of the bridge.
On August 24, 2011, Tom Rutherford, City of Tacoma Public Works Engineer, presented an update on the Murray
Morgan Bridge.
The current proposal is to install letter signage on the counterweights, including “City of Tacoma” and “Port of Tacoma”
signs.
The application includes the following information:
1. Rendering of the proposed lettering on the counterweights - a decision still needs to be made as to which
exterior face the "City of Tacoma" and "Port of Tacoma" lettering will go on. For example, should the “Port of
Tacoma” sign go on the west counterweight so it is visible as one faces the Port.
2. Historical photo dated ca 1915 that shows historical lettering on the counterweights.
3. Proposed font. A decision still needs to be made whether the lettering is black or white.

Approximate lettering height is 48". The counterweights are to be painted with Rodda Concrete Sealer in "Mt. St. Helens
Gray". A color sample will be available at the meeting on August 8th.

STANDARDS
Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture, and, where
possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical
evidence.

ANALYSIS
1. Built in 1913, Murray Morgan Bridge, formerly the11th Street Bridge, is listed on the Tacoma, Washington and
National Registers of Historic Places. It is an early example of a center span lift bridge, with a high deck and
sloping grade, and is the only bridge of its kind in Washington State.
2. The Landmarks Preservation Commission has jurisdiction to review and approve, or not approve, changes to this
property, including new construction per TMC 13.05.047, prior to those changes being made, by virtue of its
status as a City Landmark.
3. The two proposed new letter signs appear to have been an original signage feature on the counterweights, as
shown in the historic photo ca. 1915, thus meeting Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation # 6,
specifically, for, “…Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical
evidence.” The historical photo dated ca 1915 shows historical lettering on the counterweights.
4. The current option for the proposed signage color is Mount St Helens gray as submitted by applicant at the
August 2, 2012 Commission meeting, which may appear to meet Secretary of Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties for appropriate methods affecting historic features.
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RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of the above analysis as findings, and defers recommendation to the Commission pending
the proposed signage color sample submitted at the Commission meeting.

AGENDA ITEM 3C: 817 North I Street (North Slope Historic Special Review District)
Joy Caddock, Property Owner

BACKGROUND
Constructed in 1890, the property at 817 N I Street is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District. In 2009,
the Commission approved the installation of shingle siding and stucco with half-timbers on the front façade. The current
proposal is to remove the existing dilapidated rear second level porch and stairs and, in the same footprint area, replace
it with an enclosed porch on the second level and potentially on the ground level or open on the ground level as an
alternative option. The new stairs will be constructed on the rear side elevation. The purpose is to increase kitchen and
livable space.
Additional information:
The proposed hip roof pitch will match the existing (4/12) main portion of the house; painted cedar shakes matching the
existing; Jeld-wen (or similar manufacturer) aluminum clad wood double hung and casement windows; a wood exterior
door and one exterior French door will be installed on the ground level.
Window trim will match the existing window trim.
Architectural Review Committee Meeting
On August 1, 2012, the property owners presented the plans to the Architectural Review Committee. Attendance
included Chair Mark McIntire, and Commissioners Marshall McClintock, Ed Echtle and Ross Buffington, staff members
Reuben McKnight and Tonie Cook.
Meeting comments, observations, and recommendations follow:
1) The owners presented a plan to replace an existing two level porch with an enclosed two level porch in the same
footprint. An alternative showed the lower (ground) level left open.
2) Concern was expressed regarding the visibility, from I Street right-of-way, of the proposed side rear staircase
and comment was made that the more typical location for stairs is on the rear. However, due to topography and
space limitations, the owner would like to place the stairs on the side.
3) A suggestion was made to provide photos showing the views from I Street to determine whether the proposed
stairs would be highly visible or not.
4) A recommendation for landscaping treatment on the side rear where and if the stairs are located on the side
elevation.
5) A preference for enclosed walls on both levels was expressed.
6) If the lower level is left open, a suggestion was made to leave the braces (gussets) exposed and not covered
with panelized materials.
7) A suggestion was made to provide photos on the rear of the house showing the backyard area.
8) It was noted that the house has been significantly modified many times, including during the historic period, and
was likely originally a Victorian style.

STANDARDS
North Slope Special Review District:
6. Exterior Materials. Goals: Use compatible materials that respect the visual appearance of the surrounding
buildings. Buildings in the North Slope Neighborhood were sided with shingles or with lapped, horizontal wood
siding of various widths. Subsequently, a few compatible brick or stucco covered structures were constructed,
although many later uses of these two materials do not fit the character of the neighborhood.
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Additions to existing buildings should be sided with a material to match, or be compatible with, the original or
existing materials. New structures should utilize exterior materials similar to those typically found in the neighborhood.
8. Additional Construction. Goal: Sensitively locate additions, penthouses, buildings systems equipment, or roofmounted structures to allow the architectural and historical qualities of the contributing building to be dominant. While
additions to contributing buildings in historic districts are not discouraged, they should be located to conceal them from
view from the public right-of-way. Some new additions, such as the reconstruction of missing porches or the addition of
dormers in the roof, may need to be located on the front facade of the building. When an addition is proposed for the
front of the building, appropriate and sensitive designs for such modifications should follow the guidelines for scale,
massing, rhythm, and materials.
ANALYSIS
1. The home on the property is historically significant as a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic
District; it was constructed in 1890. 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 13.05.047, prior to those changes being made, by virtue of its
status as a City Landmark.
3. The house had been altered including the installation of asbestos siding and vinyl windows and removal of a one
or two story front bay during the 1950s; gable roof beams were added, possibly at the same time. In 2009, the
Commission approved the installation of half-timbers and stucco on the upper front façade.
4. On August 1, 2012, the Architectural Review Committee reviewed the proposed plan for an enclosed or non
enclosed two story replacement addition and rear side staircase. The preference was for a two-story enclosed
addition and concern expressed on visibility of a side rear staircase.
5. The current proposal to remove a dilapidated two story rear porch structure and stairs and install a new one or
two story enclosed porch area with cladding to match the existing cedar shakes meets North Slope Historic
Special Review District Guideline #6, Exterior materials, for “…Additions to existing buildings should be sided
with a material to match, or be compatible with, the original or existing materials…”
6. The proposal to match existing aluminum-clad wood double hung and casement windows appears to meet North
Slope Historic Special Review District Guideline #6, Exterior materials, for “…Additions to existing buildings
should be sided with a material to match, or be compatible with, the original or existing materials…” The
Commission has approved new materials in traditional styles on newly constructed additions.
7. The proposed side rear staircase will be minimally visible due to topography, location and landscaping; therefore,
it appears to meet North Slope Historic Special Review District Guideline #8, which states: While additions to
contributing buildings in historic districts are not discouraged, they should be located to conceal them from view
from the public right-of-way.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adopting the analysis as findings and recommends approval of the application as submitted.

BOARD BRIEFING
AGENDA ITEM 5 A: Homeowner Information on Building Codes
Mr. Phillip Hill, former Landmarks Preservation Commission member, requested meeting time to provide information
about a recent experience he had involving his property and City of Tacoma Building Codes.

BOARD BUSINESS
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AGENDA ITEM 6A: Design Guidelines - Draft
A copy of the draft Design Guidelines will be presented for review and comment. The Commission is scheduled to adopt
new guidelines for the Wedge Neighborhood and North Slope Historic Districts at the end of 2012.

AGENDA ITEM 6B: Rescission of Landmarks Designation
As part of the code update and comprehensive plan amendment process, in 2011 the City Council adopted a new
section of TMC 13.07 titled “Rescission of a Landmarks Designation” to provide a process and criteria for the removal of
properties from the Tacoma Register of Historic Places.
At a recent Architectural Review Committee meeting, Staff discussed briefly the rescission process and applicability for
certain properties that may no longer be suitable for the Tacoma Register of Historic Places, although the Council
Designating Resolution remains in effect. These include properties that have lost historic integrity, that may represent
unsuccessful rehabilitation projects, and that may no longer exist (in the case of demolition, for instance).
Attached is the code section on Landmarks Rescission. Staff will provide a briefing on the subject at the meeting.

COMMUNICATION ITEMS/ITEMS OF INTEREST
***
PENDING AGENDA ITEMS
Historic Pavements, Nomination, pending.
915 N M Street – windows.

***

13.07.055 Rescission of Landmarks Designation
A. The City Council, Landmarks Preservation Commission, or the owner of property listed on the Tacoma Register
of Historic Places may request removal of said property from the Register.
B. Such a request shall be made in writing to the Landmarks Preservation Commission, and shall include a statement
of the basis for removal from the Register, based on the following criteria:
1. Economic hardship. The property cannot be maintained as a City Landmark without causing undue economic
hardship to the owner.
a. This criterion shall only apply if a determination of economic hardship has been made by the Commission. See
Economic Hardship, Section 13.05.046.
b. This criterion shall not apply in the case of proposed demolitions that have not been before the Commission
through the normal Demolition Review process.
2. Catastrophic Loss. Due to circumstances beyond the control of the owner, such as fire, earthquake, or other
catastrophic occurrence, the property has been damaged to the extent that its historic character has been
irrecoverably lost.
3. Procedural Error. A property may be removed from the Historic Register if there is clear evidence that the
Landmarks Preservation Commission or City Council committed any procedural errors during the consideration of
the designation. This criterion does not include dissenting opinions regarding the findings or interpretations of the
Commission during the designation process or the Commission’s application of the Criteria for Designation.
C. The Landmarks Preservation Commission may itself also request removal of a property from the Historic
Register in instances where:
1. The significant structure on the property no longer exists, due to a previous demolition.
2. The Commission finds that retaining the property on the Historic Register does not further the goals and
objectives of this Chapter and the Preservation Plan.
D. When a request for removal from the Historic Register is received, or when the Landmarks Preservation
Commission resolves to request removal of a property from the Historic Register, the Commission shall:
1. Set a date for Public Hearing within 60 days.
2. Send written notice via mail of the date, time and location of the Public Hearing. This notice shall be given not
less than 14 days prior to the meeting to all taxpayers of record of the subject property, as indicated by the records of
the Pierce County Assessor, and taxpayers of record of properties within 400 feet of the subject property. For
properties proposed for removal under Criterion C1, a public hearing is not required.
3. Following the public hearing, the Commission may leave the comment period open for up to 10 days.
4. At its next meeting, following the close of the comment period, the Commission may, by a vote of a majority of
the quorum, find that the property meets one or more of the criteria for removal from the historic register and
recommend the same to City Council, find that the property does not meet any of the criteria and reject the request,
or it may defer the decision if additional information is required. The Commission shall set forth findings of fact for
its decision.
5. If the Commission finds that the property appears to meet the criteria for removal from the Historic Register, and
recommends the property for removal from the Historic Register, the Historic Preservation Officer shall transmit the
Commission’s recommendation to the City Council for its consideration within 30 days of the decision. (Ord. 27995
Ex. H; passed Jun. 14, 2011)

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Community and Economic Development Department
Planning Division
747 Market Street  Room 1036  Tacoma WA 98402-3793  253.591.5220

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
COMMERCIAL AND MULTIFAMILY
Please include ALL of the following information with your application. Insufficient application materials will result in a delay
in processing of your application. If you have any question regarding application requirements, or regulations and
standards for historic buildings and districts, please call the Historic Preservation Officer at 253.591.5220.

PART 1: PROPERTY INFORMATION
th

Building/Property Name

Murray Morgan Bridge (11 Street Bridge)

Building/Property Address

11 Street

th

Landmark

Landmark or Conservation District

City of Tacoma – Tom Rutherford, Engineer

Applicant’s Name

Applicant’s Address (if different than above)
Applicant’s Phone

253.591.5767

Property Owner’s Name (printed)
Property Owner’s Address

Applicant’s Email

TRutherford@ci.tacoma.wa.us

City of Tacoma

747 Market Street, Public Works

Property Owner’s Signature
*Application must be signed by the property owner to be processed. By signing this application, owner confirms that the
application has been reviewed and determined satisfactory by the owner.

APPLICATION FEE
Please see the fee schedule on page 2.

Estimated project cost:

n/a

Application fee enclosed (please make payable to
City of Tacoma):

The Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) is the designated review board to approve or deny proposed changes to
designated historic buildings and districts. Review criteria are available at the Tacoma Department of Economic Development,
Culture and Tourism Division (253) 591-5220 and on the city website. Information on standards and guidelines can be found in
Tacoma Municipal Code 1.42 (Landmarks Preservation Commission) and 13.07 (Special Review Districts).

Revised 12/15/04

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 2 of 5

PART 2: INSTRUCTIONS
New Fee Schedule for 2006
On March 21, 2006 City Council approved a new general services fee schedule that includes new fees for design review and
demolition review of historic buildings (Res. No. 36804). The new fees are as follows:

Estimated project cost (determined by applicant)
$0 – 3500
Each additional $1000
Signs and Awnings
Maximum fee per review
Application for Demolition

Application Fee
$100
$30
$100 flat fee
$2000
$1500

General Tips for Modifications to Historic Buildings
1.

First contact the proper permitting office to ensure your project is code compliant. The Landmarks Preservation
Commission generally cannot approve a project with pending variances or code waivers (contact the Historic Preservation
Office for more information). Presubmittal conferences with Commercial Plan Review may be required for major projects and
should occur prior to Landmarks Commission review of your project. If variances are required for your project, contact
the Historic Preservation Officer before submitting your application. Variances that may affect the exterior design of the
project must be resolved prior to Landmarks Commission review.

2.

For complex projects, several design briefings to the Landmarks Commission may be necessary. Contact the Historic
Preservation Officer to discuss scheduling options. The Landmarks Commission generally meets twice per month. Sign
applications and other simple design reviews generally do not require multiple visits.

3.

Projects are evaluated using the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings, and any
applicable Historic District Design Guidelines (if the project occurs within a historic district). Design Guidelines cover
areas such as massing, scale, streetscape, signage, awnings and other design elements. Copies of Tacoma’s guidelines are
available at the Historic Preservation Office, or online at www.tacomaculture.org.

General Steps for Submitting Applications
1.

Begin the application consultation process with Buildings and Land Use (BLUS) to identify code-compliance issues
and required permits.

2.

For large projects, contact the Historic Preservation Office to determine an appropriate schedule for review.
Architectural Review Committee: The Landmarks Commission has an Architectural Review Committee that can provide
feedback for projects. The ARC consultation is a no-action preliminary review of projects scheduled on an as-needed basis
or by applicant request. Though optional, it is HIGHLY recommended for large scale or complex projects to generate
feedback from commissioners.
Preliminary Approvals: In some cases, it may be appropriate to apply for Landmarks Commission approvals in stages. For
example, a final proposal for the building massing, configuration and size may be approved separately from the final finish
materials and exterior design. Generally signs are approved post-occupancy, and require a separate application.

3.

Submit 20 copies of completed application and APPLICATION FEE to:
Historic Preservation Officer
747 Market Street, Room 1036
Tacoma, WA 98402-3793
PLEASE NOTE: The Landmarks Commission meets on the second and fourth Wednesdays of each month. Applications
are due a MINIMUM of 2 weeks prior to the meeting date you are targeting, so please plan accordingly. Incomplete or missing
information will delay consideration of your application.

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 3 of 5

PART 3: PROJECT SCOPE AND DESCRIPTION
Please use the space below to describe the project. Attach additional pages if necessary. All proposed changes
must be included in this description. Please see NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION CHECKLIST (next page).

The proposal is to install letter signage on the Murray Morgan Bridge.

ATTACHMENTS

TO

APPLICATION:

1. Rendering of the proposed lettering on the counterweights - a decision still needs to
be made as to which exterior face the "City of Tacoma" and "Port of Tacoma" lettering
will go on--i.e., does the Port of Tacoma sign go on the west counterweight so you would
see it as you drive toward the Port.
2. Historical photo dated ca 1915 that shows historical lettering on the
counterweights.
3. Proposed font, decision still needs to be made whether the lettering is black or
white.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
Approximate lettering height - 48".
The counterweights are to be painted with Rodda Concrete Sealer in "Mt. St. Helens
Gray".
A color sample will be available at the meeting on August 8th.

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
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PART 4: APPLICATION CHECKLIST (For sign or awning applications, please go to PART 5).
General Requirements
Twenty copies of the application and all supporting documents for distribution
Property owner/manager consent
Check here to certify that you have contacted the Permit Counter to resolve any potential
code or zoning issues with your project.
Check here to certify that there are NO PENDING APPLICATIONS FOR A VARIANCE related to
this application. If there are any pending variances related to this application, you MUST
notify the Historic Preservation Office.

Narrative Description Checklist
General overview of project, including quantities and dimensions of elements such as signs (i.e. “one
proposed 24 X 60” sign, with 12” extruded plastic letters, to be located on the south façade sign
band…)
LIST of features to be removed, replaced or added (if application includes removal or replacement of
material)
Specification or product sheets for materials and finishes, if applicable
Program of work for large-scale or complex projects, if applicable (i.e. scope of work for masonry
restoration and cleaning)

Attachments

Plans and graphics submitted for permitting may be used for Landmarks Review if
materials, products and finishes are clearly indicated on the plans.
Site plan/locational map INCLUDING adjacent buildings and streets (for any additions or new
construction). Note that Building and Land Use Services also often requires a site plan for a Building
Permit. See Information Sheet B1 Site Plans (available at the Permit Counter).
MEASURED floor plans, CLEARLY identifying new and existing features (if applicable)
MEASURED elevations, CLEARLY identifying new and existing features
Details of method(s) of attachment for signs, awnings and canopies (if applicable)
COLOR photographs of existing conditions (digital is fine as long as it is clear)

Other Requirements
Material and hardware samples (in some cases specification or cut sheets may suffice)
True color paint and/or finish samples, where required by ordinance

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
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Part 5: SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR SIGNS AND AWNINGS*
Instructions for Signs and Awning Applicants
Please include the following with your application:
Twenty copies of the application cover sheet and narrative description (pages 1 and 2 of this form)
Twenty copies of supporting attachments
Graphic rendering of proposed sign (to scale with dimensions indicated, and including any conduits)
Photograph of existing building
Details of attachment
Single set of material samples (if necessary)
Please answer the following questions (if applicable):
1. Are there existing signs on the building?
2. If so, will they be removed or relocated?
3. Sign Material
4. Sign Dimensions
5. Logo or typeface and letter size
6. Lighting Specifications
7. Describe the method of attachment
and underlying material

*Please see TMC 13.07 for Guidelines for Signs and Awnings, or contact the Historic Preservation
Office.

Please attach all required supporting documentation to this application, and submit it to:
Historic Preservation Officer
City of Tacoma
747 Market Street, Room 1036
Tacoma, WA 98402-3793

SOUTH ELEVATION
IS SAME AS NORTH ELEV.
SOUTH-NO MAN DOOR,
ONLY SIDING, NO
OPENINGS

NORTH
ELEVATION
511 N K ST
New Garage

EAST
ELEVATION
511 N K ST
New Garage

WEST
ELEVATION
511 N K ST
New Garage

Existing conditions
511 N K Street

EXISTING
CONDITIONS
511 N K STREET

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Tacoma Economic Development Department
Culture and Tourism Division

Rec'd
07.25.12

747 Market Street  Room 1036  Tacoma WA 98402-3793  253.591.5220

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
FOR SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES
Please include ALL of the following information with your application. Insufficient application materials will result in
a delay in processing of your application. If you have any question regarding application requirements, or
regulations and standards for historic homes and neighborhoods, please call the Historic Preservation Officer at
253.591.5220.

PART 1: APPLICANT INFORMATION
House Address

817 N “i” Street, Tacoma WA
98403

Landmark/Conservation
District (if applicable)

North Slope

OWNER INFORMATION
Name (printed)

Joy Caddock

Address (if different than
above)

Email

801 N. “i” Street, Tacoma WA
98403

joyelizabethcaddock@gmail.com
Phone

253.230.2936

Homeowner’s
Signature*
*Application must be signed by the property owner to be processed.

CONTRACTOR INFORMATION
If application will be presented by a representative or contractor, please fill in the following:
Representative’s
Name

Company

Address
Email

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Phone

APPLICATION FEE (please see page 2)

PRELIMINARY PLAN CHECK DATE: _________
INITIALS
CHECKED FOR BUILDING CODE*: _________
LAND USE/ZONING (IF APPLICABLE)*: ________
*PRELIMINARY PLAN CHECK IS NOT AN APPROVAL OF A PROJECT. A
SEPARATE PERMIT APPLICATION MAY BE REQUIRED.

Revision 3/06

Estimated Project Cost,
rounded to nearest $1000

4000.00

Application Fee Enclosed

100.00

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 2 of 7

PART 2: INFORMATION FOR APPLICANTS
*NEW* FEE SCHEDULE
On March 21, 2006 City Council adopted a new administrative fee schedule, which includes application fees for
design review of historic properties (Res. No. 36804).
The following fees are based on estimated project cost and apply to design review for historic single family
properties:
Project Cost
Fee
$0 – 2000
$50
Each additional $1000
$25
Maximum Fee per Application
$500
Application for Demolition
$1500
Signs and Awnings
$100 flat fee
PLEASE NOTE:
1. Fees are required only once per application.
2. If an application is denied by the Landmarks Commission, and a new application is submitted for the same project,
new fees may apply.
3. Demolition fees are applied to cover the cost of public hearings, but may not be required for the removal of certain
accessory structures.

HOW TO USE THIS FORM
STEPS FOR APPLICANTS
1. Review the Standards and Guidelines for Historic Buildings. Many homeowners want to know whether their
project will be approved by the Commission ahead of the meeting. The Landmarks Commission reviews projects
according to design guidelines and the Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for Rehabilitation. This information is
available online at www.tacomaculture.org.
2. Fill out this form in its ENTIRETY.
3. Find the correct checklist for your project, and submit the required supporting documentation. Part 4 of
this form outlines which checklist to use for your project. There are three checklists, but you only need to use
one.
4. Submit your application for preliminary review to the Buildings and Land Use Division (BLUS). The Plans
Reviewer will initial and date the cover sheet of this application. This ensures your application meets
applicable codes and will avoid delays down the road. Your application will NOT be processed without this step.
5. Make 20 copies of the final application and submit it to the Historic Preservation Office with the
nd
th
APPLICATION FEE. The Landmarks Commission meets on the 2 and 4 Wednesdays of each month, and
applications are due to this office TWO WEEKS in advance. When your application has been scheduled for
review, you will be notified.
WHERE TO GO:
Buildings and Land Use Division
City of Tacoma, Public Works Department
rd
747 Market Street, 3 Floor
253-591-5030

Historic Preservation Officer
City of Tacoma, C.E.D.D.
747 Market Street, Room 1036
Tacoma, WA 98402-3793
253-591-5220

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 3 of 7

PART 3: PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Please describe below the overall scope of work, including all proposed new construction, changes to existing buildings,
and any elements to be removed and replaced. (For complex remodeling projects, it may be beneficial to divide the
description into different areas [north façade, west façade] or by type of work [windows, doors, siding]).
Attach additional pages if needed.

The existing back porch off of the kitchen on the second floor will be replaced. Currently, there is a
platform that is loosely enclosed with dilapidated lattice and stairs from the middle of the platform to
ground level. Plans are to enclose the upper space as well as the lower space of the same footprint
and move the stairway to the east side of house. This would create an enclosed porch off the kitchen
of the existing house as well as an enclosed space underneath that on the ground level.

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 4 of 7

PART 4: SUPPLEMENTS
How to Use This Table
The following is a table of common projects divided into Categories. For each Category of work there is a corresponding
checklist designed to help you include the information required for your application.
Find the type of work you are proposing, and download the corresponding checklist to attach to your application.
Checklists are available from the Historic Preservation Office, and on our website at www.tacomaculture.org/historic.asp
If you have any questions regarding what information should be included in your application, please call the Historic
Preservation Office at 253-591-5220.

NOTE: ONLY USE ONE CHECKLIST

Use Checklist A for:

Detached garages
New porches
Decks
Additions
Foundations
Other Major Work (call the Historic Preservation Officer with questions)

p. 5

Use Checklist B for:

Siding
Roofing
New window or door openings
Other Minor (For example, chimney restoration)

p. 6

Use Checklist C for:

Windows (replacement or restoration of existing)
Doors (replacement or restoration of existing)

p. 7

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 5 of 7

RESIDENTIAL APPLICATION CHECKLIST A
(For Garages, Porches, Decks, Additions, Foundations and other Major Projects)
CHECKLIST to include the following:*
Accurate Measured Site Plan (which shows ridgelines and dormers of existing and new buildings)
Accurate Measured Elevation Drawings (all sides, with dimensions, siding materials, windows, and
doors indicated)
Photograph(s) of Site and surrounding area
Detail illustrations of trim, casing, balusters, posts and railings (if applicable)
Material samples (ie. stained glass, or if proposing uncommon material)
Paint samples (from hardware store)
In addition to the above, please provide the following information:
Size of new construction (footprint, i.e. 22 X 30’):

Same as existing footprint ( 19’6 3/8” x 7’)

Overall height and pitch of roof
(for new buildings):
Same as existing (4/12)
Exterior cladding
material(s):
Same as existing (cedar shakes painted—see paint sample)
nd

2 Floor:Jeld-wen (or similar) aluminum-clad wood, double hung with divided
lights (see drawing)
ground Floor: Jeld-wen (or similar) aluminum-clad wood-2 double hung and 3
casement (facing south east)
nd
2 floor: Jeld-wen (or similar) wood exterior door with upper portion being glass
panel (similar to existing door)
ground floor: Exterior wood French doors

Window types and
materials:
Door types and
materials:

Window trim (attach drawings, catalog sheets, etc. if
necessary):
Roof Material:

See photos of existing window trim. Trim will be
matched.

Composition roof to match house.

*ADDITIONAL TIPS
•

Drawings required for building permits can often be used for Landmarks Review, as long as information regarding finish
detail, exterior materials, and windows and doors are indicated.

•

For information about drawing site plans, please refer to BLUS Publication B1, Site Plan

•

Elevations should be scale drawings and should include dimensions, heights, window and door locations, eave overhangs,
trim details, and the locations of materials and other elements.

•

Please include a photograph of existing house (for new garages if the new garage is to match any existing features of the
house)

•

For structures within the North Slope Historic District, refer to the North Slope Design Guidelines for more information about
design. Contact the Historic Preservation Officer for more information.

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 6 of 7

RESIDENTIAL APPLICATION SUPPLEMENT CHECKLIST B
(For New Siding, Roofing, and Window and Door Openings)
CHECKLIST to include the following:*
Elevation drawings (if new windows or doors are to be added where there no existing ones)
Photograph(s) of work area(s)
Detail illustrations of trim and casing
Material samples (if proposing uncommon or new to market material)
Paint samples (from hardware store if applicable)
In addition to the above, please provide the following information:
Proposed Material(s):
Window types and locations:
Exterior cladding material(s):

*ADDITIONAL TIPS
•

Drawings required for building permits can often be used for Landmarks Review, as long as information regarding finish
detail, exterior materials, and windows and doors are indicated.

•

Elevations should be scale drawings and should include dimensions, heights, window and door locations and trim details.

•

Please include a photograph of existing examples (if the new features are to match any existing features of the house)

•

For structures within the North Slope Historic District, refer to the North Slope Design Guidelines for more information about
design. Contact the Historic Preservation Officer for more information.

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 7 of 7

RESIDENTIAL APPLICATION SUPPLEMENT CHECKLIST C
(for Window and Door Replacement and Restoration)
CHECKLIST include the following:*
Photograph(s) of work area(s) with locations of work indicated (i.e. in pen)
Detail illustrations of trim and casing and window profiles
Catalog cut sheets or product samples
In addition to the above, please provide the following information:
Narrative list of window and door
types and locations:

*ADDITIONAL TIPS
•

Drawings required for building permits can often be used for Landmarks Review, as long as information regarding finish
detail, exterior materials, and windows and doors are indicated..

•

Please include a photograph of example elements (if new windows or doors are to match any existing features of the
house)

•

For structures within the North Slope Historic District, refer to the North Slope Design Guidelines for more information about
design. Contact the Historic Preservation Officer for more information.

Side (rear) facing southwest

817 North I Street

PHOTO #1

Side (rear) facing southeast

817 North I Street

PHOTO #2

View (rear) facing northwest, ground level

817 North I Street

PHOTO #4

View facing Northwest, both levels

817 North I Street

PHOTO #4

Eastside, side of future stairs alongside house

817 North I Street

PHOTO #5

Trim example of existing 2nd floor & main floor

817 North I Street

PHOTO #6

Trim example already on westside of sunroom

817 North I Street

PHOTO #7

Trim Example 2

817 North I Street

PHOTO #8

Rails & Balusters

817 North I Street

PHOTO #9

Railing and Balusters

817 North I Street

PHOTO #10

Plot Plan

817 North I Street

PLANS #1

SW elevation

817 North I Street

PLANS #2

SE elevation

817 North I Street

PLANS #3

NW elevation

817 North I Street

PLANS #2

Sherwin-Williams

12-07-23 2:24 PM

COLOR DETAILS

SW6006 BLACK BEAN

RGB VALUE

Interior/Exterior

R: 64
G: 51
B: 46

COLLECTION
SW Color

HEX VALUE
COLOR FAMILIES

#40332E

Warm Neutrals

STORES NEAR YOU
32818 PACIFIC HWY S
Federal Way, WA 98003-6408
(253) 874-2188

NOTES:
1921 AUBURN WAY N
Auburn, WA 98002-3302
(253) 735-9501

17709 SE 272ND ST STE B
Covington, WA 98042-4983
(253) 639-2777
We can also be reached by phone at:
1-800-4-SHERWIN (1-800-474-3794)

http://www.sherwin-williams.com/homeowners/color/find-and-explore-colors/paint-colors-by-family/SW6006-black-bean/?print=true
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DeckScapes® Exterior Acrylic Solid Color Deck Stain - Sherwin-Williams

12-07-23 2:33 PM

DeckScapes® Exterior Acrylic Solid Color Deck Stain
Provides durable, opaque protection for all exterior horizontal wood surfaces
Can be used on composite decking
Protects new, weathered or previously stained wood
Scuff-resistant for walking surfaces such as decks and wood porches
This product is available in the colors shown below and can also be tinted to match many of our
1,500 paint colors.
← View all Exterior stain colors
Available colors

Shagbark SW3001

View product details

Belvedere Tan SW3002 Buckthorn SW3003

Summerhouse Beige
SW3004

Navajo White SW3005 Sand Castle SW3006

Lodge Brown SW3007 Blue Spruce SW3008

Pineneedle SW3009

Acadia Blue SW3011

Meadowbrook SW3012

Gray Birch SW3013

Juniper Blue SW3014

Woodsmoke Gray
SW3010

Sequoia SW3015

Rock Rose SW3016

Pepperidge SW3017

Salem Red SW3018

Smoke Tree SW3019

Cape Cod Red SW3020 Spicewood SW3021

Black Alder SW3022

http://www.sherwin-williams.com/homeowners/color/find-and-explore-colo…s/exterior-stains/deckscapes-exterior-acrylic-solid-color-deck-stain/
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DeckScapes® Exterior Acrylic Solid Color Deck Stain - Sherwin-Williams

12-07-23 2:33 PM

Flagstone SW3023

River Birch SW3024

Caribou SW3025

Kings Canyon SW3026

Driftwood SW3027

Ember SW3029

Desert Wood SW3030 Cabin Brown SW3031

Cedar SW3034

Woodbriar SW3035

Orchard SW3036

Shade Tree SW3037

Palmetto SW3038

Tobacco SW3039

Cottonwood SW3040

Cypress Moss SW3041

Woodland SW3042

Cheyenne Red SW3043Ranchero Red SW3044 Russet Brown SW3045

Pine Cone SW3046

Almond Tree SW3047

Greenbrier SW3050

Chesapeake SW3051

Yosemite Gold SW3048 Monterey Tan SW3049

Sign up for our Newsletter

http://www.sherwin-williams.com/homeowners/color/find-and-explore-colo…s/exterior-stains/deckscapes-exterior-acrylic-solid-color-deck-stain/
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GUSSET OPTION – SOUTHWEST – Plan #1

GUSSET OPTION – NORTHWEST – Plan # 2

GUSSET OPTION – SOUTHWEST – PLAN #3

DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR THE NORTH SLOPE AND
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SECTION I: ABOUT GUIDELINES AND DESIGN REVIEW
These gu
uidelines are intended to provide information
i
to ho
omeowners and
the Land
dmarks Preservatiion Commission about
a
the intent and purpose of
the North Slope and Wed
dge Neighborhood Historic Districtts, as well as
guidancee for the review and
a evaluation off proposed alterations to historic
propertiees within these districts. The histo
oric character of these
neighborrhoods is embodiied in their homees, streetscapes, and
a development
patterns. When applyingg the guidelines, the
t Commission will
w be consideratte
of clearlyy documented cases of economic hardship. Appliccation of these
guidelinees is not intended
d to deprive a pro
operty owner of reasonable
r
use of
their pro
operty.

nse to citizen requ
uest. The districtt contains historiccally significant
respon
homes constructed betw
ween 1881 and 1
1955. The districtt contains over 900
homes, making it one of
o the largest resid
dential historic districts in the
Westerrn United States.

Wedge Neighborhood Historic aannd Conservattiion Districts
The Weedge Neighborho
ood
Historic and Conservation
Districtts were created by
b City
Council in 2011 at the
requesst of the neighborrhood
residen
nts, after three yeears
of reseearch and effort.

Basis for these Guidelines
These deesign guidelines are
a generally baseed on the US Secrretary of the
Interior’ss Standards and Guidelines
G
for thee Treatment of Historic Propertiess,
and speccifically on the Staandards for Rehaabilitation of Histo
oric Properties. In
n
certain cases,
c
local condittions or commun
nity objectives aree reflected in
some of the interpretatio
ons of the Secretaary’s Standards.

The Weedge Historic Disttrict
is an in
ntact middle‐classs
residen
ntial district reflecting
a perio
od of neighborhoo
od
development from Taco
oma’s
early history until after WWI.
The Hisstoric District is buffered
b
by the Conservation Distrrict; design review
w
requireements for projeccts within the Con
nservation Districct are generally le
ess
than th
hose within the co
ore historic distriict.

The Land
dmarks Preservattion Commission is required to adopt and maintain
n
these guidelines pursuantt to Chapter 13.0
07 of the Tacoma Municipal Code.
These gu
uidelines may be amended or updated once annuaally.

North Slope Historic
District

hite area on the map
m shown to thee left contains the Wedge
The wh
Neighb
borhood Historic District, which includes approximately 70 homes.
The shaaded areas within
n the triangle sho
ow the Conservattion District.

The Nortth Slope Historic
District, shown
s
in the map to
the rightt, was created by the
City of Taacoma in 1994 att the
request of
o property owne
ers
within th
he district, and waas
expanded in 1996 and 19
999 in

Design review is an app
proval process thaat certain projectts involving historric
properrties must compleete before permitts are issued and work is started.
The Lan
ndmarks Preservation Commission reviews projectts for historic
compatibility at its regu
ular public meetin
ngs, and if the wo
ork meets the
standards for historic trreatment, issues a certificate of ap
pproval.

2
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SECTION I: ABOUT GUIDELINES AND DESIGN REVIEW
(CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS PAGE)

The Landmarks Preservation Commission reviews during their regular
meetings, every second and fourth Wednesday of the month.

What Projects Require Design Review?
If your house is located within the boundaries of the historic district, then
changes to the exterior of your property may require design review by the
Historic Preservation Officer and the Landmarks Preservation Commission if
permits are required. This includes changes to windows, siding, additions,
chimneys, porches and decks.
Your project will require Landmarks Preservation Commission review, if:
…It is a new construction project or demolition; or
…It involves a contributing historic structure, AND
…It involves exterior work, AND
…It requires a building permit.
Projects are exempt from Landmarks Commission review, if:
…The project involves a non‐contributing structure, but does not involve
demolition; or
…The project does not require a permit; or
…The project does not involve any exterior work; or
…The project involves plumbing, sewer, electrical, or landscaping work.

What is the Process?
Proposed changes to historic properties within the Wedge Neighborhood
and North Slope Historic Districts must be transmitted to the Landmarks
Preservation Commission using an Application for Design Review, which are
available on www.tacomaculture.org/historic/home.asp in the Design
Review section.
Applications should include scale plans, details, specifications, photographs,
and a narrative description, as appropriate.
3
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SECTION II: PRESERVATION AND SUSTAINABILTY
Historic Preservation
P
is co
onsistent with sustainable development goals.
From waaste stream reducction, to reduced consumption, to
o local sourcing,
historic preservation
p
makkes sense for thosse who interested
d in living a
“green” lifestyle. Why?

the rem
moval/replacemeent of historic maaterials and elemeents. In those
cases, reusing the remo
oved materials (fo
or instance, storin
ng windows that
have been removed onssite for later use or stockpiling hisstoric fir siding) or
ng that items rem
moved are salvageed for use by others is important.
ensurin

& Reuse existing materials.

& Employ holistic approach to decision making.

The greeenest building
is one that is already
built. Hisstorically,
homes in
n the
residentiial historic
districts were
handcraffted using
skilled labor, and local
materialss. This
craftsmaanship was
built to laast, and the
materialss used in the
construcction were of
top qualiity and are
difficult to
t obtain now.
Continuing to use
these buildings and
conduct proper maintenaance extends the lifecycle of the original
o
material
investmeent, reduces environmental impaccts that result fro
om new
construcction and new maaterials, and reduces waste and waste stream
impact frrom unnecessaryy demolition and replacement.

All new
wly manufactured
d items, such as d
doors and window
ws, have a lifecyccle
cost. When
W
upgrading a home for enviro
onmental reason
ns, it is important to
consideer the true impacct of things like reeplacement wind
dows—does the
improvvement in thermaal efficiency over the service life of
o a new window
offset the
t environmental impacts of manufacturing that window, the
monetary expense of pu
urchasing and insstalling the new window,
w
and
disposiing of the original window?

& Go local!
Historic rehabilitation, maintenance
m
and
d repair makes usse of traditional
ntry skills and trad
des. Investing in an historic housee and repairing an
nd
carpen
maintaaining historic eleements tends to invest less in materials and more in
labor; replacement
r
tend
ds to invest moree in materials and
d less in labor.
Therefo
ore, money invessted in trades ten
nds to have a high
her local econom
mic
impactt—more dollars stay in Tacoma, an
nd less go to a co
orporate
headqu
uarters a thousan
nd miles away.

& Recycle used materials and salvage.
In many cases, lifestyle ne
eeds necessitate the remodeling of
o a residence or
4
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SECTION III: GUIDELINES FOR THE ALTERATION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS
A. GENERAL PRINCIPLES

architectural style of a building.

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

Maintaining historic integrity of the primary facades enhances and
preserves the historic district. Every effort should be made to maintain
existing historic windows or their visual equivalents on primary elevations
within original openings, and to maintain a historic appearance on
secondary elevations.

2. 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.

What parts of a window are important?

3. Replacement in kind. It is rarely advisable to totally replace historic
material on a home, such as an entire siding replacement, both for
conservation reasons and for cost reasons.

Windows are composed of specific individual elements, including the stiles
and rails that make up the sash, muntins, joinery, window stops and casing,
each of which fulfills a functional role reflecting the window’s historic
design. Preserving both the materials and craftsmanship, and the
appearance, scale and visual relationship between these components, is an
objective of the historic district.

4. Houses change through time. Changes to a home, such as early
additions within the historic period of the house, may be historic in
themselves. In addition, historic homes are often updated to reflect
modern use. Alterations should respect historic additions, as well as
strive to balance modern convenience with historical appropriateness.

Window Guidelines

B. WINDOWS

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.

Why are windows important?
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

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 conditions, estimated cost,
and total project scope. Easily repaired conditions include: failed
glazing compound, broken glass panes, windows painted shut,
deteriorated paint surface (interior or exterior). These conditions
alone do not justify window replacement.
5
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SECTION III: GUIDELINES FOR THE ALTERATION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS
•
3. Replacement of Original Existing Windows. 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 window products, such as composite clad windows, may
closely replicate original appearance. This should be
demonstrated to the Commission with material samples and
product cut sheets.
• Changing the configuration, style or pattern of original windows
is not encouraged, generally (for example, adding a highly styled
divided light window where none existed before, or adding an
architecturally incompatible pattern, such as a Prairie style
gridded window to a English Cottage house).
• Vinyl windows are generally not an acceptable replacement for
existing historic windows.

•

6. Sustainability and thermal retrofitting.
a. Window replacement is
generally the least cost
effective way to improve
thermal efficiency. Insulation
of walls, sealing of gaps and
insulation of switch plates,
lights, and windows, as well
as upgrades to the heating
system all have a higher
return on investment and are
consistent with preservation
of the character of a historic
home.
b. Properly maintained and
weather stripped historic
windows generally will
improve comfort by reducing
drafts.
c. The energy invested in the
manufacture of a new window

4. Replacement of Non‐Historic Existing Windows. Sometimes the
original windows were removed and replaced prior to the formation
of the historic district, and now must be replaced again. Although it
is highly encouraged, there is no requirement to “upgrade” a non‐
historic window to a historically appropriate wood window.
5. New Window Openings/Changing Window Openings
• Window size and orientation is a function of architectural style
and construction technique. Scale, placement, symmetry or and
asymmetry, contribute to and reflect the historic and
architectural character of a building.
• In general, openings on buildings in the historic district are
vertically oriented and are aligned along the same height as the
headers and transoms of other windows and doors, and may
engage the fascia or belly band that runs above the window
course. This pattern should be maintained for new windows.
6
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Enlargement or changes to the configurations of existing
window openings is to be avoided on the primary elevation(s) of
a historic building within the district. In specific cases, such as
an egress requirement, this may not be avoidable, but steps
should be taken to minimize the visual impact
Changes to window configurations on secondary (side and rear)
elevations in order to accommodate interior remodeling are not
discouraged, provided that character defining elements, such as
a projecting bay window in the dining room, are not affected. A
typical example of this type of change might be to reconfigure a
kitchen window on the side of a home to accommodate base
cabinets.

Above: Storm windows,
maintenance of glazing compound
and weatherstripping were the
traditional way of improving
thermal performance of windows.
This is still a cost effective method
in the Pacific Northwest climate.

ATION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS
SECTION III: GUIDELINES FOR THE ALTER
RA
and the cost of its purchase an
nd installation may not be offset
by the gains in
i thermal efficiency for 40 to 80 years,
y
whereas
unnecessary removal and disp
posal of a 100 yeaar old window
wastes old grrowth fir and contributes to the waste
w
stream.
d If thermal rettrofitting is propo
d.
osed as a rationalle for window
replacement,, the owner should also furnish infformation that
shows:
1. The above
a
systematicc steps have been
n taken to improvve
the performance
p
of th
he whole house.
2. That the original wind
dows, properly weeather stripped
and with
w a storm wind
dow added, is no
ot a feasible
solution to improve th
hermal efficiencyy.
3. Minim
mal retrofit, such
h as replacing onlyy the sash or glasss
with thermal paned glass, is not possib
ble.
4. Stepss to be taken to salvage
s
the historric windows eitheer
on sitte or to an appro
opriate architectu
ural salvage
comp
pany.

1. Avo
oid enlarging an original entry opeening, unless you
u can provide
documentary evideence to demonstrrate that the prop
posal is consisten
nt
witth typical designss for houses of the time period, orr that the change
e
willl restore a previo
ously altered condition.
2. Rettain historic entryy doors wheneveer feasible. Replaacement doors
sho
ould, where possible, match the o
original door in deesign and other
dettails, and materiaals. In many casees, for security or cost reasons, a
non‐custom door in
n alternative materials may be pro
oposed; in these
casses, the door should appear to be wood (painted fiberglass doors
mo
olded with panel indents may be aacceptable; faux wood
w
finishes ten
nd
to be inappropriatee) and should gen
nerally be compattible with the
arcchitecture of the house (Craftsman doors should not be proposed for
f
Vicctorian era housees, for example).
3. Fau
ux wood treatmeents, frosted glasss, and gold or silvver caming (lead
wo
ork in stained glasss) is generally no
ot appropriate for use in the histo
oric
disstrict.

B. DOO
ORS

STORIC SIDING AND EXT
TERIORS
C. HIS

A door co
ommonly
includes sidelights, and
occasion
nally a transom.
Historicaally, doors tend
to be pan
neled and/or
contain glazed
g
openingss in the upper
portion. Doors were
construccted of wood, with stile and rail co
onstruction, or in some cases, solid
d
wood claad with a wood ve
eneer. The stylee of a door often reflects the
architecttural style and/orr construction period of the homee. Double entry
doors weere not common in the historic disstrict, and generaally are
discouraged.

onal materials in the used for
Traditio
exterio
or cladding in the district include
horizon
ntal wood siding (including variou
us
types and
a dimensions of
o drop siding and
d
bevel siding),
s
wood shin
ngles and shakes,,
and, to
o a lesser extent, brick, stucco and
d
half tim
mbering, and ston
ne.
DELINES FOR
R EXTERIOR
GUID
SIDIN
NG AND MATERIALS
oid removal of large amounts of
1. Avo
original siding, if po
ossible.

GUIDE
ELINES FOR DOORS
D
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SECTION III: GUIDELINES FOR THE ALTERATION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS
Porches are generally raised a foot or more above grade and are composed
of decorative and functional elements that reflect the architectural type and
time period of the home. These may include roof shape, entablature,
columns, piers, railings, decking, and steps.

2. It is rarely advisable to replace all of the existing siding on a home, both
for conservation reasons and for cost reasons. Where there are areas of
siding failure, it is most appropriate to spot repair as needed with small
amounts of matching material. Where extensive damage, including rot
or other failure, has occurred, siding should be replaced with as close a
material and visual match as is feasible, including matching reveals,
widths, configuration, patterns and detailing.

GUIDELINES FOR PORCHES
1. Retain existing porches and porch details. The original design elements
of existing historic porches, when present, should be maintained. Major
changes to configuration or ornamentation should be avoided. Missing
or deteriorated details, such as columns and railings, should be repaired
or replaced in kind.
2. Avoid adding architecturally inappropriate details. Items such as porch
columns reflect the architecture of the home. Tapered columns atop
piers are emblematic of Craftsman homes, but are not appropriate on
Victorian era houses. Likewise, scrollwork, turned posts, or gingerbread
are not appropriate on a Craftsman home. Replacement elements that
have no historic design relationship with the architecture diminish the
historic character of the building.
3. 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 pictures. Where this is unavailable, a new design should
be based on existing original porches from houses of similar type and
age.
4. In certain cases, building code may trump preservation guidelines. For
example, historic railing height may be considered a life safety issue,
and new railings are generally required to meet building code. In these
cases, innovative approaches may be needed to retain the appropriate
scale and appearance.

3. Other materials/Configurations.
1. It is generally not historically appropriate to replace deteriorated
siding with substitute materials, unless it can be demonstrated that:
 replacement of the existing historic material is necessary, or the
original material is no longer present;
 there is no feasible alternative to using a substitute material
due to cost or availability; and
 that the replacement material is a close visual match to the
historic material and can be installed in a manner in which the
historically character defining details may be reproduced
(mitered corners, dentil molding, etc). In most all cases, faux
wood textures on substitute materials are unacceptable.
2. Changing the appearance, pattern or configuration of original siding
is discouraged (changing siding type, reveal, or shingle pattern).

D. PORCHES
The front porch of an historic house is
an important feature, providing a
threshold to the interior as well as a
viewing platform onto the street. It is
thus a critical character defining
element not just for the house, but for
the district as well.

8
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SECTION III: GUIDELINES FOR THE ALTERATION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS
E. ROOFS AND ROOF SHAPES

possible to conceal new elements such as additional dormers from
view. In such cases, using examples of historic additions (location,
scale, design, materials) to guide new design is appropriate.

The roof form is fundamental to the
overall form and historic character of a
home. A roof may be described in terms
of its plan and configuration, pitch,
elements such as dormers or parapets,
and material. Most historic roofs in the
district were pitched (including gabled and
hipped) and designed to be clad in wood
shingles.

3. Existing roof heights should be maintained. Changes to the primary
ridgeline height of a house are generally discouraged, such as “bump
ups,” with the exception that: in certain cases it may be demonstrated
that an overall ridgeline height increase will dramatically increase useful
attic space in a house WITHOUT significantly changing the appearance
of the home from the street (rare).
4. Materials and colors. Composition roofs are an acceptable substitute
for shingles, and have been in use on homes since the early 20th
century. Composite and engineered materials that mimic the visual
qualities of shingles vary widely in quality and appearance. If an
engineered material is proposed that is not common in the district,
material samples and product cut sheets should be furnished to the
Commission. Metal roofs are not acceptable for historic homes. Clay
tile roofs are appropriate only on the few examples of Mission or
Spanish influenced architecture seen in the district.

GUIDELINES FOR ROOFS
1. Preserve and retain existing roof form and appearance. Major changes
to the overall roof plan/type are discouraged. For example, changing a
hipped roof to a gabled roof is generally inappropriate.
2. Rooftop Additions.
Additions that affect roof
appearance may include
the addition of elements
such as dormers, skylights
and chimneys. Additions
are not discouraged, but
should seek to minimize
the visual impact to the
overall roof form, as
follows:
• Changes to the roof
form should be
located to the rear and less
Above: Example of a rooftop
addition that is visible and in scale.
visible sides of a home.
• In certain cases, it may not be

F. ADDITIONS
Additions to existing homes in the historic districts are not discouraged.
Historically, additions to homes were common, either as optional add‐ons
to stock plans, or later phases that followed a typical pattern.
GUIDELINES FOR ADDITIONS
1. Architectural style should be compatible with the era and style of the
principal structure, including massing, window patterning, scale of
individual elements, cladding, roof form, and exterior materials.
2. Additions should be removable in the future without harming the
character defining elements on the principal structure.
9
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SECTION III: GUIDELINES FOR THE ALTERATION OF EXISTING BUILDINGS
garage doors along the front facade of a building do not conform to the
character of the neighborhood. Where it is not possible to locate a
parking structure to conceal it from view, it should be set well back from
the front plane of the primary structure on the property. Off‐street
parking lots have no historic precedent in these neighborhoods and
should be located behind the building and away from the street.

3. Additions should be located in a manner that minimizes visibility from
primary rights of way.
4. An addition should be subservient in size, scale and location to the
principal structure.
5. Seamless additions are discouraged. There should be a clear visual
break between the old structure and the new, such as a reduced size or
footprint or a break in the wall plane.

3. Attached garages and carports are inappropriate.

G. GARAGES AND PARKING

4. New curb cuts are discouraged. Proposed residential driveway
approaches requiring curb cuts from a street or arterial are generally
prohibited, unless the applicant can demonstrate by clear and
convincing evidence that because of special circumstances not generally
applicable to other property or facilities, including size, shape, design,
topography, location, or surroundings, the strict application of this
standard prevents alley‐accessed parking. If approved, such curb cuts
and approaches shall be consistent with the standards approved for the
historic districts and on file in the Public Works Department. Setting
garages and carport structures back from the front of the building
reduces their visual importance.

About Parking
Some early houses provided
space for storing various
means of transportation,
from carriages to
automobiles; however,
these structures were
traditionally separate from
the main building and were
nearly always entered from
the alley rather than from
the street.
GUIDELINES FOR PARKING AND GARAGES
1. Alley accessed parking is the typical and predominant parking
configuration in the district. Residential driveways and garages facing
the street are typically only appropriate when there is no alley access,
or other site constraints prevent alley accessed parking (such as a
corner lot).
2. Minimize views of parking and garages from the public right‐of‐way.
Parking areas and garages should be set toward the rear of the lot to
minimize visibility from primary rights of way. Parking lots and banks of
10
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SECTION IV: GUIDELINES FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION
A. HEIIGHT
C. MA
ASSING

Goal: Baalance the overall height of new co
onstruction with that of nearby
structurees.

Goal: Break up the facades of
o
buildings into
o smaller varied
masses comp
parable to those
contributing buildings in the
residential hiistoric districts.

Guidelinee: New buildingss should be comp
parable in height to adjacent
structurees. Buildings thatt are substantiallyy taller or shorter than the
adjacentt historic buildinggs should be avoid
ded.

Guideline: Variety of forms iss a
o
distinguishingg characteristic of
the North Slo
ope and Wedge
residential co
ommunities. Smaaller
massing–the arrangement of
facade details, such as
projections and
a recesses–and
d
porches all help to articulate the
t
exterior of th
he structure and
help the structure fit into the
od. Avoid large,
neighborhoo
blank planar surfaces.

Above: Example compatible
e height on the left, an
nd incompatible heigh
ht on the
right.

B. SCA
ALE
Goal: Reelate the size and proportions of new
n buildings and
d their
architecttural elements to
o those of the neighborhood.
Guidelinee: Building facad
des should be of a scale compatiblle with
surround
ding buildings and
d maintain a com
mparable setback from the propertty
line to ad
djacent buildings, as permitted byy applicable zonin
ng regulations.
Above: The top example sh
hows compatible
massin
ng and scale, with indiividual elements that
are pro
oportionate with the arrchitectural elements
of the neighborhood.
n
The bo
ottom example is
incomp
patible, with its large monolithic
m
form,
horizon
ntal orientation, and la
arge unbroken
planar surfaces.
s
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SECTION IV: GUIDELINES FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION
D. SEN
NSE OF ENTR
RY

ped roofs with ro
oof
perpendicular to the public right‐of‐‐way or have hipp
slo
opes somewhat lo
ower.
2. Arcchitectural Elemeents: Most roofs aalso have architectural details, such
as cross gables, dorrmers, and/or “widow’s walks” to break up the largge
slo
oped planes of thee roof. Wide rooff overhangs, deco
orative eaves or
braackets, and cornicces can be creativvely used to enhaance the
app
pearance of the roof.
r
3. Maaterials: Roofs th
hat are shingle orr appear to be shingle, or
com
mposition roofs, are the typical hiistoric material co
ompatible with th
he
disstrict. Seam metaal may be an acceeptable material for simple roof
structures. Slate, faaux slate and terrra cotta tiles are not appropriate for
f
thee district.

Goal: Em
mphasize entrance
es to structures.
Guidelinee: Entrances sho
ould be located on
n the front facade of the building
and highlighted with arch
hitectural details, such as raised pllatforms, porchess,
or porticcos to draw attention to the entry. Entrances not lo
ocated on the
front facade should be eaasily recognizablee from the street..

F. EX
XTERIOR MA
ATERIALS
Above: Many
M
people seek resiidential historic distric
cts when house shopp
ping, because most
were true “front porch” commun
nities. Large, welcom
ming porches are an im
mportant element nott
just of the homes in the North Slope
S
and Wedge,. bu
ut also of the district itself.
i

Goals: Use compatible materials
m
that resspect the visual appearance
a
of the
e
surrounding buildings. Buildings
B
in the N
North Slope and Wedge
W
Neighb
borhoods were sid
ded with shingless or with lapped, horizontal wood
d
siding of
o various widthss. Subsequently, a few compatiblee brick or
stucco‐‐covered structurres were constructed, although many
m
later uses off
these two
t materials do not fit the characcter of the neighborhood.

E. ROO
OF SHAPES AND
A
MATERIALS

Guideliine:

Goal: Utiilize traditional ro
oof shapes, pitches, and compatib
ble finish materials
on all new structures, porrches, additions, and detached ou
utbuildings
t street. Maintain the present
whereveer such elements are visible from the
roof pitches of existing co
ontributing buildiings where such elements
e
are
visible from the street.

1. Neew structures sho
ould utilize exterio
or materials simillar in type, patterrn,
con
nfiguration and appearance
a
to tho
ose typically foun
nd in the
neighborhood.
ucco, especially commercial EIFS ssystems like Dryvit, is not acceptab
ble
2. Stu
forr the historic distrrict.

Guidelinee:

3. Fau
ux materials, such
h as vinyl or metaal siding, are not acceptable for th
he
hisstoric district.

1. Shap
pe and Pitch: Typiically, the existingg historic buildinggs in the districtss
eitheer have gable roo
ofs with the slopees of the roofs between 5:12 to
12:12 or more and with the pitch oriented either paralllel to or

4. Certain siding patteerns, including bo
oard and batten and
a panel, are not
hisstorically common
n in the district and should not bee used.
12
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SECTION IV: GUIDELINES FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION
or arches. Commonly, windows were also surrounded with substantial
trim pieces or window head trim.

5. Cementitious products, such as Hardiplank, may be acceptable in the
district if installed in a historically correct pattern (for example,
horizontal lapped siding or shingle). In such cases, the product used
shall be smooth in texture (faux wood grain finish is NOT acceptable).
6. Engineered products for trim and molding, if demonstrated to be similar
in appearance to painted wood, may be an environmentally responsible
substitute for wood on new structures. In such cases, the applicant
should demonstrate to the Commission, via product literature and
material samples, that the product is compatible.
G. RHYTHM OF OPENINGS
Goals: Respect the patterns and orientations of door and window openings,
as represented in the neighboring buildings. Window and door proportions
(including the design of sash and frames), floor heights, floor shapes, roof
shapes and pitches, and other elements of the building exterior should
relate to the scale of the neighborhood.
Guideline:
1. Placement. Typically, older buildings have doors and transoms that
matched the head height of the adjacent windows. New structures
should utilize this pattern.
2. Doors. Doors should be or appear to be paneled and/or contain glazed
openings.
3. Windows. New structures should utilize existing historic window
patterns in their design. Windows should be vertically oriented. Large
horizontal expanses of glass may be created by ganging two or more
windows into a series. Historically, the typical window in the district was
a double hung sash window. Casement windows were commonly used
for closets, nooks, and less commonly, as a principal window type in a
structure. Many double hung sash windows had the upper sash
articulated into smaller panels, either with muntin bars, leaded glazing,
13
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SECTION V: STREET IMPROVEMENTS (NORTH SLOPE HISTORIC DISTRICT)
The architectural character of the North Slope Historic District is significantly
enhanced by the complementary residential nature of existing street
amenities, including brick and cobblestone street paving, historic
streetlights, planting strips, sidewalks, historic scoring patterns in walks and
driveways, healthy trees, and a restrained use of signage. These elements
should be retained or enhanced. Installation, repair, or replacement of
streetlights, curbs, alley approaches, sidewalks, and street surfaces shall be
consistent with the standards approved for the historic districts and kept on
file with the Public Works Department.
1. Driveways: refer to Standard Plan HD‐NS02 Driveway Entrance
Detail
2. Sidewalk replacement: refer to Standard Plan HD‐NS03 Cement
Concrete Sidewalk
3. Alley Entrance: refer to Standard Plan HD‐NS04 Alley Entrance
4. Streetlight Replacement: refer to Standard Plan HD‐NS05
Streetlight
Example of a Public Works Standard Plan.

14
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SECTION VI: COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS AND CONSTRUCTION WITHIN THE WEDGE CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Goal: Minimize visual impacts to the core district from commercial
development that occurs on the periphery of the neighborhood. There are
several areas within the Wedge Conservation District boundaries where
commercial buildings will be constructed. Such construction projects should
seek to minimize encroachment and visual impact by:
1. Site planning. Design new construction in such a manner that the
primary massing of new buildings is directed away from the edges of the
district, particularly where the height of the new construction will be
substantially higher than the historic apartment buildings also on the
edges of the residential area. Locate entrances and exits in such a
manner to minimize impacts from vehicular activities on the Wedge
Historic District. Maintain and improve historically compatible
streetscape and pedestrian amenities. Design buffers and setbacks for
new buildings to maintain integrity of siting and availability of light and
air. Locate parking to the rear or alley sides of new construction and
avoid new curb cuts where alley access is available.
2. Materials. Utilize an exterior materials palette that reflects the typical
and traditional building materials of the region, including wood and
stone, and utilize other durable materials on new buildings. Avoid faux
treatments or overtly synthetic materials.
3. Scale and Massing. Individual elements on elevations and building units
should be designed to break up large planar surfaces and avoid large,
monolithic massing. Vertically oriented new construction, as opposed to
low single‐story commercial construction, is preferred.

15
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SECTION VII: DISTRICT EXEMPTIONS
Wedge Neighborhood

F. The installation, alteration, or repair of public and private
plumbing, sewer, water, and gas piping systems, where no right‐
of‐way restoration is required;

The following actions are exempt from the requirements for Design Review:
A. Any alterations to noncontributing properties within the Wedge
Historic Special Review Districts, as defined by the District
Inventory adopted by the Commission and kept on file at the
Historic Preservation Office and any alterations to properties
within the designated Conservation District, are exempt from
the design review requirements; provided, that alterations to
accessory structures within the Historic District and the
demolition of any structures in the Historic District and
Conservation District, including noncontributing and accessory
structures or the construction of new buildings, are not exempt
from the provisions of this chapter;

G. The installation, alteration, or repair of public and private
electrical, telephone, and cable television wiring systems;
provided that the installation of solar panels, wind generators,
and cellular antenna towers is not exempt;
H. The landscaping of private residences;

B. Historically nonresidential and commercial use structures;
provided, that the demolition of noncontributing or accessory
structures are not exempt from the provisions of this chapter;

The maintenance of existing parking conditions and
configurations, including curb cuts, driveways, alleys, and
parking lots (new installations are subject to review by the
Commission);

J.

Signs not exceeding the limitations for a home occupation
permit and those installed by the City for directional and
locational purposes;

K. The following types of projects within the public rights‐of‐way:
ADA accessibility ramps and installations, in‐road work,
traffic‐signaling equipment, utility markers, and equipment
required by the United States Postal Service.

C. Interior modifications to existing structures, unless those
modifications affect the exterior appearance of the structure;
D. Changes to the exteriors of contributing structures that are not
visible from adjacent public rights‐of‐way may be granted an
administrative Certificate of Approval by the Historic
Preservation Officer, provided that staff is able to determine
that the proposed project is consistent with the district design
guidelines and applicable Secretary of the Interior’s Standards,
all without prejudice to the right of the owner at any time to
apply directly to the Commission for its consideration and
action on such matters;

North Slope Historic District
The following actions are exempt from the requirements for design review:
A. Any alterations to non‐contributing properties as defined by the
District Inventory adopted by the Commission and kept on file
at the Historic Preservation Office; provided, that modifications
to accessory structures and the demolition of noncontributing
or accessory structures are not exempt from the provisions of
this chapter;

E. Any alterations to private residential structures that are
specifically exempted from permit requirements in the
Residential Building Code as adopted by the City (such as
painting and minor repairs such as caulking or weather‐
stripping);

B. Interior modifications to existing structures, unless those
modifications affect the exterior appearance of the structure;

16
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I.

SECTION VII: DISTRICT EXEMPTIONS
C. Any alterations to private residential structures that are
specifically exempted from permit requirements in the
Residential Building Code as adopted by the City (such as
painting and minor repairs such as caulking or weather‐
stripping);
D. The installation, alteration, or repair of public and private
plumbing, sewer, water, and gas piping systems, where no Right
of Way restoration is required;
E. The installation, alteration, or repair of public and private
electrical, telephone, and cable television wiring systems,
provided that the installation of solar panels, wind generators,
and cellular antenna towers is not exempt;
F. The landscaping of private residences;
G. The maintenance of existing parking conditions and
configurations, including curb cuts, driveways, alleys, and
parking lots (new installations are subject to review by the
Commission);
H. Signs not exceeding the limitations for a home occupation
permit and those installed by the City for directional and
locational purposes.
I.

The following types of projects within the public rights of way:
ADA accessibility ramps and installations, in‐road work, traffic
signaling equipment, utility markers, and equipment required
by the United States Postal Service.
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