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Duke York, Chair
Katie Chase, Vice-Chair
JD Elquist
Chris Granfield
Jonah Jensen
Lysa Schloesser
James Steel
Jeff Williams
Ross Buffington, Wedge Neighborhood Ex-Officio
Marshall McClintock, North Slope Ex-Officio

Agenda
Landmarks Preservation Commission
Planning and Development Services Department

Staff
Reuben McKnight, Historic Preservation Officer
Lauren Hoogkamer, Historic Preservation Coordinator
John Griffith, Office Assistant

Date:
November 12, 2014
Location: 747 Market, Tacoma Municipal Bldg, Conference 248
Time:
5:30 p.m.
1.

ROLL CALL

2.

CONSENT AGENDA
A. Excusal of Absences
B. Minutes of 8/13/14, 9/10/14, 9/24/14 and 10/22/14

3.

NAMING REQUESTS – PRELIMINARY REVIEW
A. George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr. Park (1955, 2101 and 2119 Dock Street)

4.

5.

DESIGN REVIEW
A. 2111 S J Street (McCarver Elementary School)
Exterior Renovation

Su Dowie, FWDA

Caroline Swope, Kingstree Studio

B. 702 N I Street (North Slope Historic District)
Windows

Damon Gustafson, owner

C. 1948 Pacific (Union Depot/Warehouse Historic District – Harmon)
Sign

Joseph Nguyen

BOARD BRIEFING – ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE
A. 1415 N 5th Street (North Slope Historic District)
Garage

6.

PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS
A. Events and Activities Updates

7.

CHAIR COMMENTS

Lawrence Aranda, MBA Architects

Next Regular Meeting: December 10, 2014, 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
public BY APPOINTMENT at 747 Market Street, Floor 3, 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 handicap in any of its programs or services. To request this
information in an alternative format or to request a reasonable accommodation, please contact the Planning and
Development Services Department at (253) 591-5056 (voice) or (253) 591-5820 (TTY).
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DRAFT
MINUTES
Landmarks Preservation Commission
Planning and Development Services Department

Date:
August 13, 2014
Location: 747 Market, Tacoma Municipal Bldg, Conference 248
Commission Members in Attendance:
Duke York Chair
Katie Chase, Vice Chair
Chris Granfield
Ross Buffington
Marshall McClintock
Lysa Schloesser
James Steel
Jeff Williams
Commission Members Excused:
Jonah Jensen
Commission Members Absent:
JD Elquist

Staff Present:
Reuben McKnight
Lauren Hoogkamer
Others Present:
Sharon Winters
Ben Ferguson
Brett Santhuff
John Hickman
Denise Smith
Peter Grant
Clarita Grant
Jane Jason
Todd Wilfred
Zack Elliot
Dan Rosner
Jeanne Natta
Ben Mauk
Pat Clark

Chair Duke York Called the meeting to order at approximately 5:30 p.m.

1.

ROLL CALL

2.

CONSENT AGENDA
A. Excusal of Absences
B. Meeting Minutes:
The minutes from the meetings of 1/22/14 and 3/12/14 were approved.
C. Administrative Review
i. 1510 Tacoma Ave S (window) 8/5/14

3.

PUBLIC HEARING – NOMINATIONS TO THE TACOMA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
A. Schools
i. McKinley Hill Elementary (3720 McKinley Avenue)
ii. Oakland Elementary (3319 South Adams Street)
iii. Hoyt Elementary (2708 North Union)
Mr. Reuben McKnight cited the procedural notes and read the staff report.
BACKGROUND
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This is a multiple property nomination for three Tacoma School District properties, as follows:
•
•
•

McKinley Hill Elementary School (3720 McKinley Avenue)
McKinley Elementary was designed by noted school architect Frederick Heath and constructed in 1908
with additions in 1910 and 1957. The 1957 addition is not included in the nomination.
Oakland Elementary School (3319 South Adams Street)
Oakland Elementary School was designed by the noted architectural firm of Heath and Gove, and was
constructed in 1912 with a 1958 addition. The addition is not included in the nomination.
Hoyt Elementary School (2708 North Union Street)
Hoyt Elementary School was designed by nationally known Tacoma architect Robert Billsbrough Price and
constructed in 1957.

The buildings are nominated under the following criteria:
A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history;
B. Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past;
C. 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 may lack individual distinction;
F. Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an established and familiar
visual feature of the neighborhood or City; as a visually unique building due to its architectural style and
character in the industrial area.
McKinley Hill Elementary; Oakland Elementary; Hoyt Elementary were forwarded for Public Hearing on July 9,
2014.
EFFECTS OF NOMINATION
• Future changes to the exterior will require approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission prior to
those changes being made, to ensure historical and architectural appropriateness.
•

Unnecessary demolition of properties listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places is strongly
discouraged by the municipal code, and requires approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission.

•

Future renovations of listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places may qualify for the Special Tax
Valuation property tax incentive.

STANDARDS
The threshold criteria for Tacoma Register listing are listed at 13.07.040B(1), and include:
1. Property is at least 50 years old at the time of nomination; and,
2. The property retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association
such that it is able to convey its historical, cultural, or architectural significance.
ANALYSIS
1. Each school structure meets the age and integrity threshold criteria. McKinley was constructed 106 years
ago, Oakland, 102 years ago, and Hoyt is 57 years old. Hoyt Elementary School is an intact example of
economical midcentury design and construction using innovative materials and techniques intended to
reduce costs and facilitate speedy construction. McKinley has been substantially modified; of the three
nominated schools, the 1958 addition to McKinley is the most intrusive to the original structure, obscuring
a significant portion of the front lower elevation. However, it appears that most of the character defining
elements on the building are intact despite the addition. Oakland Elementary likewise has a significant
addition on its north elevation, which is a secondary elevation. The primary massing and front elevation
are intact.
2. The schools meet Criterion A as they are associated with the development of Tacoma and the history of
education in the city.
3. The schools meet Criteria B, C, and F as they were each designed by a significant architect and represent
a distinctive architectural style representative of specific periods of school construction. They are all
established and familiar visual features of the neighborhood and city.
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RECOMMENDATION
The Commission may recommend designation to the City Council, deny the nomination, or defer if additional
information is needed. Based upon the criteria listed in TMC 13.07.040, if no further public comments are
received, staff recommends that the nomination be forwarded to City Council with a recommendation for
designation.
B. 2500 N Lawrence (private residence)

Sharon Winters, owner

BACKGROUND
2500 North Lawrence Street, also known as the Shaw House, is a Queen Anne influenced early 20th century
single family residence in the North End. It was constructed in 1901 for Reverend William E. Cowden,
Superintendent of
Missions for the Northwest for the Church of Christ, and remodeled by occupant and architect Stanley T.
Shaw. Its proposed significance is associated with Shaw and his occupancy from 1931 to 1977, during which
he remodeled the house according to his architectural style.
The building is nominated under the following criterion:
B. Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.
2500 N Lawrence was forwarded for Public Hearing on July 9, 2014.
EFFECTS OF NOMINATION
• Future changes to the exterior will require approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission prior to
those changes being made, to ensure historical and architectural appropriateness.
•

Unnecessary demolition of properties listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places is strongly
discouraged by the municipal code, and requires approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission.

•

Future renovations of listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places may qualify for the Special Tax
Valuation property tax incentive.

STANDARDS
The threshold criteria for Tacoma Register listing are listed at 13.07.040B(1), and include:
1. Property is at least 50 years old at the time of nomination; and,
2. The property retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association
such that it is able to convey its historical, cultural, or architectural significance.
ANALYSIS
1. At 113 years old, the property meets the age and integrity threshold criteria. The character defining
elements added during the remodeling by well-known architect Stanley T. Shaw are intact on the exterior
and interior. Only the north facing kitchen door and the west facing doors and windows on the porte
cochere are not original or the result of Shaw’s work.
2. The property meets criterion B as it is associated with Stanley T. Shaw, a significant architect.
RECOMMENDATION
The Commission may recommend designation to the City Council, deny the nomination, or defer if additional
information is needed. Based upon the criteria listed in TMC 13.07.040, if no further public comments are
received, staff recommends that the nomination be forwarded to City Council with a recommendation for
designation.
Chair Duke York noted that the meeting was a public hearing and opened the floor for any comments from the
members of the public present.
•

Brett Santhuff, a local architect and member of the Pierce County Landmarks and Historic Preservation
commission, commented on the nomination of Hoyt. He shared a pamphlet from when the school was
built, showing that the grey building was originally a mix of vibrant colors.
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

John Hickman, a resident and owner of property across the street from Hoyt Elementary, commented that
the school blends perfectly with the surrounding neighborhood and has many more years of life as a public
school to benefit the community.
Sharon Winters commented in support of the three school nominations, going over the history of schools
placed on the historic register. Winters also recognized Marshall McClintock’s role in the nomination.
Denise Smith commented on the school’s playground and its popularity within the community.
There was a comment in support of McKinley Hill being preserved as a historic building.
Peter Grant commented that he was a descendent of Stanley Shaw and had attended Hoyt Elementary
School. He expressed support for preserving the Shaw house and appreciation for naming the house in
honor of his grandfather.
Clarita Grant commented on having grown up within walking distance of the Shaw House and having
wonderful memories of visiting her grandparents there.
Jane Jason commented on Hoyt Elementary and its gradual deterioration, concerned that the building
might be sold. She wanted to know if there was a plan for preserving the building. Mr. Marshall McClintock
reported that the school district intends to continue to use Hoyt for a preschool program. She followed up
with a question as to the fate of any school not added to the historic register. Mr. Reuben McKnight
answered the register did not restrict the sale of a property, but provided restriction to changes that could
be made.
Todd Wilfred expressed concern about what happens to Hoyt Elementary, should it not be added to the
register and also had some procedural questions. Mr. McKnight responded the Landmarks Preservation
Commission votes to make a recommendation and that the City Council makes the final decision.
There was a comment that the school district was not present, but had not shown opposition to Hoyt being
added to the historic register.
Zack Elliot commented that he was disappointed that his child would not be able to attend Hoyt. He
expressed interest in preserving mid-century architecture and concern about the rate of disappearing midcentury buildings.
Dan Rosner commented that his children attended Hoyt and supported adding the building to the register.
Mr. Marshall McClintock commented that historic Tacoma was committed to seeing all three schools
added to the register. He commented that there was widespread support amongst neighborhoods for the
preservation of all three schools.

Chair York closed the hearing.
There was a motion.
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend to City Council that McKinley Hill
Elementary, Oakland Elementary, and Hoyt Elementary be included on the Tacoma Register of Historic
Places, finding that they meet Criteria of TMC 13.07.040.”
Motion: Williams
Second: Schloesser
The motion passed unanimously.
There was another motion.
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend to City Council that 2500 N Lawrence, be
included on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places, finding that they meet Criteria of TMC 13.07.040.”
Motion: Steel
Second: Schloesser
The motion passed unanimously.
4.

DESIGN REVIEW
A. 1702 Pacific (UWT Pagni-Lenti Building)

Ben Ferguson, BLRB Architects

Mr. Reuben McKnight read the staff report.
BACKGROUND
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This 1892 building, at 1702-1714 Pacific Avenue, is a contributing structure in the Union Depot/Warehouse
Historic Special Review District. The current proposal includes increased roof insulation, which will not be
visible; replacement of the rooftop HVAC system; new grease shaft and rooftop fan, which should not be
prominent; new electrical service; demolition of a party wall; ADA restrooms; a raised outdoor patio on the
west elevation; new ADA ramp; the conversion of a second floor window into a patio door; and the
modification of two additional windows. Only the raised patio, ADA ramp, window changes, and rooftop
mechanical will impact the exterior of the building.
PREVIOUS DISCUSSIONS
During the June 11, 2014, meeting the Landmarks Preservation Commission was briefed regarding the
installation of a raised seating area platform for the restaurant. At that discussion, the Commission made
some of the following observations:
• The elevation facing the Prairie Line Trail is a secondary elevation
• That the raised platform seating area would not harm the character of the district and reflects the overall
architectural vocabulary of the district, but is also inconsistent with the window patterning on that elevation
• The windows on that elevation are not historic, but were modified in configuration and materials in a 1980s
remodel
• The Commission indicated that modification of those openings to be more consistent with the “loading
dock” feel of the platform would work better for the design
• The Commission recommended “softening” the corner/northern edge of the platform
ACTION REQUESTED
Approval of the above scope of work.
STANDARDS
The Union Depot/Warehouse District Design Guidelines:
1. Height. The centerpiece and height benchmark for the districts is the Union Station, with its dome cap
height of approximately 96 feet above Pacific Avenue. Wing parapet walls are 30 feet in height above Pacific
Avenue. No new buildings constructed in the districts shall exceed 85 feet in height. In the rehabilitation of
existing buildings, their existing height should be maintained and the parapets and cornices should be kept
intact. Any rooftop additions, penthouses, building systems equipment, or roof-mounted structures should be
set back from existing parapet walls sufficiently to conceal them from view from street level.
2. Scale. Scale refers to a building’s comparative relationship to neighboring buildings and its fit within the
districts. The typical four-story building in the districts is 50 feet wide and 100 feet deep. Two such “basic
blocks” side by side are proportionally similar to the main section of Union Station and illustrate the scale and
size of structural components in the districts.
Scale is also determined by the proportions of the architectural elements within the composition of the
individual building facades. Exterior building facades shall be of a scale compatible with surrounding buildings
and shall maintain a zero setback from the sidewalk. Window and door proportions, including the size and
design of the wood sash and frame floor height, floor shapes, street elevations, and other elements of the
building facades, shall relate to the scale of the surrounding buildings.
3. Materials. The predominant building material within the districts is masonry, including brick, granite, and
terra cotta. Rehabilitation of existing buildings and construction of infill buildings shall utilize masonry as the
predominant building material.
ANALYSIS
1. The building is located in the Union Depot/Warehouse Historic Special Review District, and as such, is
subject to review by the Landmarks Preservation Commission pursuant to TMC 13.05.047 for exterior
modifications to the structure.
2. Staff has requested information to be presented at the Commission meeting regarding the proposed
HVAC equipment, grease shaft, and rooftop fan.
3. The window changes and patio size will be in scale with the existing building and district character. The
patio will be on the rear west-facing façade.
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4. The patio will be concrete, with guardrails to match UWT standards. Plants will cover the exposed
concrete wall. The ADA ramp materials will also match the patio and UWT campus. The existing windows
are not original; the height will be increased to meet accessibility standards. They will be sleeved with steel
plates and have exposed bolt connections and aluminum windows. A storefront door will also replace one
of the windows.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the application, provided the HVAC system and other rooftop equipment are
setback, not prominent, and are in keeping with the scale of the building and existing rooftop fixtures.
Mr. Ben Ferguson of BLRB architects introduced Jeannie Natta and Ben Mauk. He observed the they had
discussed the project already at a prior meeting. Mr. Ferguson went through a slideshow showing current state
of the site as well as the intended design of the project. He outlined two focal points for discussion: 1) The
patio, ADA ramp, and window modifications and 2) Rooftop changes, HVAC, and other non-visible changes.
Mr. Ferguson showed a sketch of the patio noting the discussion points that the commission brought up at the
previous meeting. He added that at the time it was not known that the windows were not original, but the result
of a remodel in the 1980s. Ferguson moved on to discussion the patio area that was believed to have once
been a loading dock. He mentioned the style of railing currently employed around UWT and that there is
interest in keeping the style consistent when installing the new railing. The one difference the new railing
would have would be a wood top rail that would be slightly wider. He discussed alteration to the landscape that
would be intended to provide a visual improvement. The patio proposed also would include the installation of
four tall vertical stanchions that could be used to string lights. The ADA ramp was designed in a manner that
would not require guard rails. Lastly, he discussed squaring off the windows and showed a technical drawing
of the proposal.
There was a question regarding an element in one of the slides shown asking what the lowest key note was
pointing towards. Mr. Ferguson answered that at the edge of the planner strip they intended to install metal
edge banding.
There was a question about the consistency of lights being placed. Mr. Ferguson answered that the original
design had more lights, but he was confident in in the design firm and was certain that the finished space
would be visually appealing.
There was a question as to whether the university is responsible for the two large streetlights near the west
elevation. Mr. Ferguson answered that they were the responsibility of the Prairie Line Trail.
There was a question as to what material was being used on the ground adjacent to the trail. Mr. Ferguson
answered that the main bike path has a particular blend of larger pavers and that off trail areas used
complimentary pavers of different scales. He added that they would like to make any material on the ground
look seamless.
There was a request for more detail on the concrete wall finish. Mr. Ferguson responded that it would be a
medium sandblast type finish, not meant to have lots of detail or draw attention. It would be similar in detail to
the walls of the Joy building.
There was some concern that the window openings did not mirror the appearance of the proposed door. The
lack of trim casing on the windows and the fact that the door is wood, created a visual inconsistency. A glass
door would be more visually consistent with the windows. Discussion ensued on different door and window
options and various combinations.
Mr. Ferguson commented that there was no technical justification to alter the two windows at the end and that
any modification would be of significant cost. He discussed issues with the height of the arches over the door
and issues with finding a compromise that would comply with ADA requirements.
Mr. Ferguson moved on to discussion of the roof and changes proposed for it. He showed a picture of the
current view of the roof from Pacific and called attention to the small rooftop unit. There were two main
changes proposed: 1) a new rooftop unit to replace the current one which is too small and 2) a new ventilation
unit. He discussed the challenges of the installation of the new HVAC unit; swapping the locations of the
HVAC unit and the skylight, which will be visible from the street as the roof space would not accommodate
747 Market Street, Room 345 · Tacoma, WA · 98402 · Phone (253) 591-5220 · Fax (253) 591-2002
Website: www.tacomaculture.org

LPC Minutes 8/13/14, page: 7

screening. Mr. McKnight added that the commission has a tendency against rooftop screening due to the
dramatic increase in mass on the roof. Mr. Ferguson continued on to discuss the proposed VRF system which
would be tall, but located at the center of the roof near the Joy building, which would minimize visibility.
There were some questions about the difference in dimensions between the current and replacement units,
the details of the rooftop elevation and the height added to the VRF unit from an exhaust hood.
There was a question as to whether the signage on the Joy building would be obscured by the placement of
the VRF unit. Mr. Ferguson answered that the signage is far taller than the unit would be and would not be
visually obstructed.
There was a question as to whether the roof top membrane is going to be replaced. Mr. Ferguson answered
that it would not be part of the current phase and patches to the membrane would be temporary. He
mentioned additional work that would be done to the roof included adding insulation.
There was a comment that screening could be added to the parapet walls between the pilasters. Mr. Ferguson
responded that any screening on the roof would require structural work to support it and any screening done
on the parapets would alter the profile of the building. There was a comment that screening would also not be
consistent with the other buildings in the area.
There was some discussion about the Pacific elevation. There were currently no changes being considered to
the Pacific side, including no current plans to remove the three trees. It was observed that the tree closest to
the Joy building would obscure the VRF unit.
Mr. Pat Clark specified that they needed confirmation for both of the HVAC units and locations because the
VRF system is significantly more expensive and a discussion with the tenant would be needed to decide which
system would be used. The tenant would be asked to pay the difference but would benefit from the added
energy efficiency of the VRF system. The preferences of the commission would be a component of the
conversation with the tenant and their recommendations would be considered. Some members expressed a
preference for the taller unit near the joy building.
There was a request to add to the motion an administrative approval requiring the doors and windows to
match, having common materiality and sight lines. There was some discussion about the doors and the
windows matching and the ramifications of leaving the windows arched and only altering the door. There was
a statement that the current plan to add a door was considered appropriate due the windows being altered to
match the new door. The was a statement that leaving the windows arched could still be appropriate if the
design for the new door was visually consistent. Mr. Ferguson commented that the schedule they were
working with would not allow time to present the commission with an alternative option for the door.
There was a motion
“I move to approve the project as presented delegating the final design specifications for the openings on the
Prairie Line Trail side to administrative review.”
Motion: York
Second: Granfield
The motion passed.

5.

CHAIR COMMENTS
None.

6.

STAFF COMMENTS
Reuben McKnight commented on trivia night and thanked Chris for emceeing the event.
th

There was an announced that the meeting on the 27 would be cancelled.
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Mr. Roger Edwards, a former member of the Landmarks Preservation Commission handed out copies of a
magazine that included a short article about Tacoma.

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 7:17 p.m.

Submitted as True and Correct:

_______________________________________________
Reuben McKnight
Historic Preservation Officer
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Reuben McKnight, Historic Preservation Officer
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DRAFT

MINUTES
Landmarks Preservation Commission
Planning and Development Services Department

Date:
September 10, 2014
Location: 747 Market, Tacoma Municipal Building, Room 248
Commission Members in Attendance:
Duke York, Chair
Katie Chase, Vice Chair
Ross Buffington
Marsall McClintock
Chris Granfield
Jonah Jensen
Jeff Williams

Staff Present:
Reuben McKnight
Lauren Hoogkamer
Others Present:
Joel Chrisman
Daniel Block
Marcie Osborn

Commission Members Absent:
JD Elquist
James Steel
Lysa Schloesser

The Meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m.

1.

ROLL CALL

2.

CONSENT AGENDA
A. Excusal of Absences
B. Administrative Review
i. 720 N I Street (foundation) 9/4/14

3.

DESIGN REVIEW
th
A. 1021 N 10 Street (North Slope Historic District) Stairs
Ms. Lauren Hoogkamer read the staff report.
BACKGROUND
th
1021 N 12 Street is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District. Built in 1900, it is a 2-story, singlefamily, vernacular residence. Past staff reports indicate that non-historic additions were removed in 2012 and a rear
recessed window was approved. An expanded deck was approved in 2013.
The owner is proposing replacing the rear seven-step staircase with an eight-step staircase that includes a 36”
landing. Currently, with no landing, there is a drop down to the first step. The new staircase will extend further onto
the concrete pad, but will match the materials (tan trex boards and white railings) of the existing deck.
REQUESTED ACTION
Approval of the proposed scope of work.
STANDARDS
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Wedge Neighborhood and North Slope Historic Special Review District Design 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.
3. 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.
4. An addition should be subservient in size, scale and location to the principal structure.
ANALYSIS
1. The building is located in the North Slope Historic Special Review District, and as such, is subject to review by the
Landmarks Preservation Commission pursuant to TMC 13.05.047 for exterior modifications to the structure.
2. The deck and staircase are not original, but the replacement staircase and materials would match the existing
structure.
3. The staircase could be removed without harming the building’s character defining elements.
4. The changes would be visible from the primary right-of-way, but the current deck and staircase were approved by
the LPC and the proposed changes do not affect the design or introduce new elements.
5. The changes would be subservient to the main structure in size, scale, and location.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the application.
Mr. Reuben McKnight commented that there is no landing present beneath the door and from a safety perspective,
there should be.
There was question about what style of railing would be used. Ms. Marcie Osborn responded that it would match the
deck railing. There was a mention that the Commission had previously approved the deck. There was some general
discussion in approval of the addition.
There was a motion.
th
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the application for 1021 N. 10 Street as submitted.”
Motion: Jensen
Second: Williams
The motion passed unanimously.
B. 732 Pacific Avenue (Old City Hall Historic District): Exterior paint
Ms. Lauren Hoogkamer read the staff report.
BACKGROUND
The 1888, Romanesque revival, Davies Building, at 732 Pacific Avenue, is a contributing structure to the Old City Hall
Historic District. The owner is proposing cleaning and removing loose paint from the façade, which will include filling
in cracks with a lightweight concrete, sanding, caulking all windows, and repainting with a three-color paint scheme,
which will be appropriate to the Victorian period.
The owner has provided four potential paint schemes.
REQUESTED ACTION
Approval of the above scope of work.
STANDARDS
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:
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2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or
alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.
5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property will be preserved.
7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible. Treatments
that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.
ANALYSIS
1. The building is located in the Old City Hall Historic District, and as such, is subject to review by the Landmarks
Preservation Commission pursuant to TMC 13.05.047 for exterior modifications to the structure.
2. New paint scheme will be compatible with the Victorian era and the surrounding properties.
3. Products used will be compatible with the materials and period.
4. Physical cleaning will repair existing features and not introduce new harm.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the application when final color and product specifics are provided.
Chair Duke York asked if there were any comments or questions from the commission.
There was a question on whether a component of the roof was terracotta. Mr. Joel Chrisman answered that it was
actually the original metal roofing and that the plan was to repair it as replacement was not cost efficient.
There was a motion.
“I motion to approve the paint scheme as provided.”
Motion: Williams
Second: York
The motion passed unanimously.
4.

NATIONAL REGISTER REVIEW
th
A. 3713 N 19 Street (Cushman Substation)
Ms. Lauren Hoogkamer cited the general procedural notes followed by the staff report.
BACKGROUND
th
This National Register nomination for the Cushman Substation, at 3713 N 19 Street, includes the 1926 neoclassical
st
revival Cushman Substation, the North 21 Street steel lattice towers, and the noncontributing switchyard. The
property represents the region’s growth as a result of hydroelectric power production. The period of significance is
1926 to 1949, which is the date of construction up until the transmission line was rerouted. This was the only urban
building constructed for the Cushman Hydroelectric Project.
EFFECTS OF NOMINATION
Effects of Listing on the National Register: Projects subject to review under SEPA, NEPA, or Section 106 that occur
on or near the site of a listed property may be required to employ measures to reduce or mitigate impacts to the
historic property. The property may be eligible for historic rehabilitation tax credits if listed or determined eligible for
listing. The NR listing by itself does not restrict future alterations, nor does it affect future use of the property.
STANDARDS
To be eligible for National Register listing, the property or object must meet the “seven standards of integrity” as well
as one of four listing criteria. The seven standards are: Location, Design, Setting, Materials, Workmanship, Feeling
and Association.
The criteria under which the Cushman Substation is nominated include:
A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history.

747 Market Street, Room 345 · Tacoma, WA · 98402 · Phone (253) 591-5220 · Fax (253) 591-2002
Website: www.tacomaculture.org

LPC Minutes 9/10/14, Page 4

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.
ANALYSIS
The Cushman Substation meets the “seven standards of integrity.” It is associated with the development of Tacoma
and hydroelectric power. The property also embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, and method of
construction; at the time of construction it was noteworthy for its design and engineering.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places under criteria A and C.
ACTION REQUESTED
The purpose of this review is to make a recommendation to the Advisory Council regarding the historic significance of
the nominated property.
There was a question about whether the origin of the nomination. Mr. McKnight answered that the nomination came
as a mitigation step for federal licensing that is being done for the Cushman Dam.
There was a motion.
“I move that the Tacoma Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend the Cushman Substation as eligible for
National Register to the Washington State Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.”
Motion: Chase
Second: York
The motion passed with unanimous approval.
5.

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE
A. 1218-1220 N I Street (North Slope Historic District): Porch balcony
Mr. Reuben McKnight noted that the item did not require action from the Commission and provided a summary of the
staff report.
BACKGROUND
The owners of 1218 and 1220 N I Street are proposing to build matching second story porch balconies on their
homes in the North Slope Historic District.
The homes are mirror images of each other and were built in 1889 by the Washington Building Association, a building
and loan association that functioned as a cooperative to allow middle class individuals to purchase homes with a low
interest rate and fixed payment. The architectural design was created by the well-known firm Proctor & Dennis, and
was used to build at least 7 homes in Tacoma in the North Slope/Stadium area and Hilltop.
The examples at 505 and 511 N E Street, as well as 718 S J Street, have modified front porches with an added
balcony.
The adjacent houses to the south of the 1218 and 1220 N I Street all have second story balconies, although these
houses architecturally differ. In 2009, the Landmarks Commission approved the second story balcony at 1214 N I
Street under the previous design guidelines.
The houses are across the street from Lowell Elementary and have unobstructed views.
ACTION REQUESTED
This is a no action briefing. The owners are requesting feedback from the Commission on the proposed concept for
a second story balcony, similar to the one shown at 511 N E Street, along with any direction or concerns the
Commission may have.
STANDARDS
The North Slope Design Guidelines for Porches
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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
porches. Where this is unavailable, a new design should be based on existing original porches from houses of
similar type and age.
SUGGESTED DISCUSSION POINTS
1. Is the concept appropriate under the design guidelines? Based upon similar examples, can a second story porch
balcony be incorporated into both houses without harming the essential character of the historic district?
2. What are the significant design elements/points that should be considered by the architect?
3. Any other recommendations or feedback.
Mr. Daniel Block provided a brief overview of the project, with the idea initially being brought up by the neighbor in the
adjacent home. One question that Mr. Block had for the commission was whether the construction of a balcony could
be done on only one of the homes, considering that the houses are mirror images of each other aside from his home
having the original columns.
There was a question about whether Mr. Block intended to match the shingled center portion on the wall, with Mr.
Block stating that he would.
There was some discussion commenting that there wasn’t any reason only one of the homes could add a balcony.
One comment voiced disapproval to making any changes to the front façade of either house, calling attention to the
visibility of the homes.
There was also concern expressed about whether the balcony would be purely decorative or requiring a door and a
railing. Mr. Block later commented that they would intend to replace the window with a door. Discussion ensued about
code compliance for balcony railings.
There was a comment that a railing in compliance with present day code would change the balance, symmetry and
ultimately the architectural look of the house. Alternatively, if the railing were put in while maintaining balance it would
likely not be within code and there would likely not be approval for installation of a door. Either scenario would be an
awkward situation to deal with.
Mr. Reuben McKnight reviewed the main concerns expressed so far:
• Maintaining the integrity of the front of the house, given its prominence and pristine condition.
• Resolving the issues of code compliance and potential visual impact of meeting the requirements.
6.

CHAIR COMMENTS
There were no comments.

7.

STAFF COMMENTS
Ms. Lauren Hoogkamer provided an update on upcoming events and activities.

The Meeting was adjourned at 6:12 p.m.
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Submitted as True and Correct:

_______________________________________________
Reuben McKnight
Historic Preservation Officer
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Chair Duke York Called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.
1.

ROLL CALL

2.

CONSENT AGENDA
A. Excusal of Absences
Commissioners, Steel, Jensen and Williams were excused.
B. Administrative Review
i. 720 N I Street (foundation) 9/4/14

3.

TACOMA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES PRELIMINARY REVIEW
Ms Lauren Hoogkamer cited the general procedural notes, followed by the staff report:
Tacoma Register listing follows procedures defined in 13.07.050, and consists of a minimum of two separate
Commission meetings. The initial meeting determines whether the property meets the threshold criteria in the
ordinance for age and integrity. If the Commission finds that the age and integrity standards are met, then the
Commission may move to have the nomination scheduled for a public hearing and comment period, at which
the public may enter comments into the record for consideration. Following the comment period, the
Commission may deliberate on the nomination for up to 45 days before recommending to City Council listing
on the register, or denying the nomination.
The purpose of this review is to determine whether the nominated property meets the threshold criteria and
should be scheduled for public testimony at a public hearing.
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A. 5801 Trolley Lane (Point Defiance Streetcar Station)
Melissa McGinnis, Metro Parks Tacoma
BACKGROUND
This nomination is for the 1914 Point Defiance Streetcar Station (5801 Trolley Lane), which is an eclectic,
Japanese-inspired, 20th Century American Movement building with an American Arts and Crafts interior. The
Asian-inspired design was suggested in Hare & Hare’s 1911 Master Plan for Point Defiance Park and
executed by Tacoma architect Luther Twichell.
The building is nominated under the following criteria:
A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history;
C. 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 may lack individual distinction;
F. Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an established and familiar
visual feature of the neighborhood or City; as a visually unique building due to its architectural style and
character in the industrial area.
REQUESTED ACTION
Determination of whether the building nominated to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places appears to meet
the threshold criteria for nomination, and if so, scheduling the nominations for public hearing. The
commission may forward all or part of the nomination for future consideration.
EFFECTS OF NOMINATION
• Future changes to the exterior will require approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission prior to
those changes being made, to ensure historical and architectural appropriateness.
• Unnecessary demolition of properties listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places is strongly
discouraged by the municipal code, and requires approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission.
• Future renovations of listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places may qualify for the Special Tax
Valuation property tax incentive.
STANDARDS
The threshold criteria for Tacoma Register listing are listed at 13.07.040B(1), and include:
1. Property is at least 50 years old at the time of nomination; and,
2. The property retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association such that it is able to convey its historical, cultural, or architectural significance.
ANALYSIS
The 100-year-old Point Defiance Streetcar Station meets the age threshold criteria. The building also retains
a high degree of integrity and character defining elements. Exterior changes include a bank of windows on
both the south/southwest corner and the east/northeast corner which were filled in 1983 and replaced roof
tiles due to a fire in 2011. Interior changes include an altered kitchen, basement, and restrooms, an added
dressing room and new equipment to bring the building up to code.
Ms. Melissa McGinnis began by noting that Metro Parks Tacoma did not own the Point Defiance Streetcar
Station nor is there any deed, but an act of congress gave ownership of the property to the City of Tacoma.
She detailed the historic significance of the structure. It was the orginial streetcar station in Point Defiance
and marked the beginning of developing Point Defiance park. In 1907 the citizens of Tacoma established the
parks district, a plan was made for development of the park including recommendation for a better streetcar
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station and rest station. An Asian design aesthetic was used. The resulting pagoda building was completed in
1914.It was referred to simply as the unloading station and included a small concession stand and seating
areas
.
Ms McGinnis discussed historic photographs of the structure that demonstrated its layout and intended
function. She noted that the budget for the building was 16k but the final cost was 32k. The park board had
defended the costs by stating that it was meant to be a permanent structure.
In 1938 the Pagoda became a bus station as the city moved from streetcars to buses. She discussed the
advantage of buses in the time period that drove the change. Further after the 40s the nation moved to private
ownership of cars and the bus system began to decline. Finally, in 1962 the bus route to Point Defiance was
closed.
The Capital District of Garden Clubs partnered with the Parks District and converted the Pagoda to a garden
center and took over maintenance of the builing adding offices and a Japanese influenced garden. After
some years the parks district took over and began use it as an event center. There were further alterations to
the building including paint, addition of accessable doorway and bathrooms.
Ms. McGinnis detailed the damage to the builing sustained during the 2011 fire, commenting on pictures that
showed the damage.
25% of the tiles used on the restoration of the roof post fire were new. The windows were dismantled and
cleaned. Doors were replaced. Brass hardware, removed in prior years was reinstalled. The light fixtures on
the exterior were remade from a cast of the original. The cupula over the fire place was restored. Metal rails
were added to the curve outside the building, showing where streetcars would have been. The railing outside
of the pagoda was brought up to modern safety codes. Additional upgrades and subtle improvements to the
building were shown demonstrating the effort to bring the building up to modern standards while moving
closer to the original appearance. Plans to improve the Japanese garden are ongoing.
The was a question as to the restoration of the floor and whether original materials were used.
Ms. McGinnis answered that after researching the origin of the floor tiles, they were able to track down the
original manufacturer in Wales who were still producing tiles.
Ms McGinnis added that moving the structure onto the historic register had been long overdue.
There was a motion.
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission adopt the analysis as findings and schedule the Point
Defiance Streetcar Station nomination for a public hearing and future consideration at the meeting of October
22nd, 2014.”
Motion: York
Second: Schloesser
Motion: Passed
4.

BOARD BRIEFING
A. Federal Building (1102 A Street)
Mr. Reuben McKnight read the staff report.
BACKGROUND
The owners of the Federal Building (listed individually on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places) received a
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th

grant from the Pierce County Landmarks Commission to renovate and restore the 4 floor courtrooms. A
condition of the grant was that the project be reviewed by the Tacoma Landmarks Preservation Commission.
Included in the packet is a scope of work and photographs of the project.
th

rd

Mr. Jon Hunt commented that the 4 floor was originally the 3 floor, as the basement was not counted as a
floor of the building originally. His briefly discussed the use of the building as a coutroom and detailed some of
the restoration efforts. The carpet was taken out and the wood floor was repaired and refinished. The modern
lighting sytem was the largest component of the budget. A manager has been hired for the space and events
are currently being planned for the space. The acoustical panels did not have the final appearance that was
desired and might be altered in the future.
There was a question about whether the commission only needed to approve the letter submitted. Mr.
McKnight responded this was not a typical item requiring action from the commission, but a correspondence
to the Pierce County Landmarks Commision stating project had been reviewed by the Tacoma commission.
There was a question about whether the courtroom at the North end had more historic relevance. Mr Hunt
commented that it was of historic significance and cited some of the major cases that were heard there.
There was a question as to whether fixtures hanging from the ceiling were period accurate. Mr Hunt
discussed the decision to use original style lighting similar to the lighting found in the other courtroom.
There was a motion.
“I move that we accept the letter as written for submission to the Pierce County Department of Planning and
Land Services.
Motion: Granfield
Second: Elquist
Motion: Passed
B. West Slope Neighborhood Conservation District (Proposed)
Mr. Reuben McKnight read the staff report.
Mr. Reuben McKnight discussed the general area of the district. The proposal is a conservation disctrict
overlay zone, a first of its kind for the city, with design review requirements for new construction, addition to
existing buildings and destruction. Conservations were previously used to provide buffer zones for historic
districs, while not having such strict rules as historic districts.
Mr. McKnight discussed the history of the proposal as per the staff report, then proceeded to follow the staff
report. There are some issues with the original covenant of the district, which historically uses discriminatory
language. The discussions on how to best address this language are ongoing.
There was a comment that the a letter was submitted to mayor and the council expressing disapproval of the
discriminatory language used in the historic convenant.
Mr. McKnight continued with the staff report starting with the action requested and a summary of key
recommendations:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Whether or not the West Slope meets the criteria for a conservation district.
The code would require design review for construction or destruction.
Some things would fall outside of the Conservation District’s authority such as trees and vegetation.
Design guidelines should exist for things such as height, scale, massing, exterior materials, building form
and shape, and other details governing acceptable design.
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5. A minimum lot size requirement. An appropriate requirement should accomidate development consistent
with the character of the neighborhood.
6. Authorization to proceed to return to the neighborhood with the framework.
Mr. McKnight asked if the either of the two present from the West Slope had anything to add. One mentioned
having engaged Baseline Engineering and Kevin Foley during the process but due to his passing they were
left with a proposal that was not completely polished. He expressed that the uniqueness of the neighborhood
was as much due to the the layout as the architecture, which is whiy preserving the lot size was so important.
It was also said that there was little interest amongst the residents of the district for a historic district.
The question was asked as to what was the current mood amongst constituency regarding being receptive to
the proposal.
He answered that there was some challenge to convince his community that the change would be worthwhile
and necessary. There seemed to be some understanding of a need for minimum standards to preserve views
and lot sizes without going so far as to have the area considered a historic distric. It was hoped that a
conservation district might serve both the public and the neighborhood to this end.
There was a question as the process going forward, whether Reuben or staff will meet with the residents and
create a new set of more fleshed out design guidelines.
Reuben answered that if there is support from both the commission and the neighborhood there will be a
process involving the commission, the residents, and possibly an outside party to flesh the guidelines out.
There was a motion.
“I move that the Tacoma Landmarks Preservation Commission concur with all six recommendations listed by
staff in the staff report regarding the conservation district in West Slope.”
Motion: Chase
Second: York
Motion: Passed

5.

PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS
A. Events and Activities Updates
Ms. Lauren Hoogkamer discussed the following activities.
Recent events
1. Maritime Fest Recap
Upcoming events/mark your calendars
th
1. Nitty Gritty Tacoma Salvage & Industrial Art Show-October 18 , 1-5pm @ Earthwise
Events planning
1. 2015 Preservation Month Planning
2. 2015 US Open Walking Tour Series
3. November Event Ideas (field trip, discussion/presentation, film, photo contest)
th
4. Holiday Mixer Planning-December 5
5. January Board Retreat
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6.

CHAIR COMMENTS
There were no comments.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:53 p.m.

Submitted as True and Correct:

_______________________________________________
Reuben McKnight
Historic Preservation Officer
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Chair Duke York called the meeting to order at 5:32 PM.
1.

ROLL CALL

2.

CONSENT AGENDA

3.

A.

Excusal of Absences
Commissioners Chase and Steel were excused.

B.

Administrative Review
i. 4121 Madrona Way (garage door) (10/13/14)

NOMINATIONS TO THE TACOMA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES – PUBLIC HEARING
Chair York opened the hearing.
A.

Point Defiance Streetcar Station

Ms. Lauren Hoogkamer cited the general procedural notes followed by the staff report:

BACKGROUND
This nomination is for the 1914 Point Defiance Streetcar Station (5801 Trolley Lane), which is an eclectic, Japaneseinspired, 20th Century American Movement building with an American Arts and Crafts interior. The Asian-inspired
design was suggested in Hare & Hare’s 1911 Master Plan for Point Defiance Park and executed by Tacoma architect
Luther Twichell.
The building is nominated under the following criteria:
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A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history;
C. 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
may lack individual distinction;
F. Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an established and familiar visual
feature of the neighborhood or City; as a visually unique building due to its architectural style and character in the
industrial area.
The station nomination was forwarded by the Commission for Public Hearing on September 24, 2014.

EFFECTS OF NOMINATION
• Future changes to the exterior will require approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission prior to those
changes being made, to ensure historical and architectural appropriateness.

•

Unnecessary demolition of properties listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places is strongly discouraged
by the municipal code, and requires approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission.

•

Future renovations of listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places may qualify for the Special Tax Valuation
property tax incentive.

STANDARDS
The building is nominated under the following criteria:
A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history;
C. 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 may lack individual distinction;
F. Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an established and familiar visual
feature of the neighborhood or City; as a visually unique building due to its architectural style and character in the
industrial area.

ANALYSIS
1. The 100-year-old Point Defiance Streetcar Station meets the age threshold criteria.
2. The building also retains a high degree of integrity and character defining elements. Exterior changes include a
bank of windows on both the south/southwest corner and the east/northeast corner which were filled in 1983 and
replaced roof tiles due to a fire in 2011. Interior changes include an altered kitchen, basement, and restrooms, an
added dressing room and new equipment to bring the building up to code.
3. The building appears to meet Criterion A through its association with the development of public transportation in
Tacoma, which is also reflective of national trends.
4. The building appears to meet Criterion C as a master work of Tacoma architect Luther Twichell, as well as for
its association with the park planning of Hare & Hare and its eclectic Asian-influenced Arts and Crafts design.
5. The building appears to meet Criterion F as an established and familiar visual landmark in Point Defiance Park.

RECOMMENDATION
The Commission may recommend designation to the City Council, deny the nomination, or defer if additional
information is needed. Based upon the criteria listed in TMC 13.07.040, if no further public comments are received,
staff recommends that the nomination be forwarded to City Council with a recommendation for designation.
There was a call for public comments.
Mr. Marshall McClintock noted that he was not a voting member of the commission and spoke on behalf of historic
Tacoma. He stated that the Point Defiance Streetcar Station was the building most eligible for designation that is not
already designated. The public hearing closed without any further comments.
There was a motion.
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission recommend to City Council that the Point Defiance Streetcar
Station be included on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places, finding that they meet Criteria of TMC 13.07.040.”
Motion: Jensen
Second: Schloesser
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The motion was approved unanimously.
4.

SPECIAL TAX VALUATION
A.

615 Commerce Street (Old City Hall Historic District)

OVERVIEW
WAC 254-20 enables local governments adopt local legislation to provide special valuation of historic properties that
have been rehabilitated. With regard to the application review process, state law authorizes local historic review
boards to determine:
1. Whether the property is included within a class of historic property determined eligible for special valuation by
the local legislative authority under an ordinance or administrative rule (in Tacoma, this means properties
defined as City Landmarks);
2. Whether the property has been rehabilitated at a cost equal to or exceeding 25% of the assessed
improvement value at the beginning of the project within twenty-four months prior to the date of application;
and
3. Whether the property has not been altered in any way which adversely affects those elements which qualify it
as historically significant.
If the local review board finds that the property satisfies all three of the above requirements, then it shall, on behalf of
the local jurisdiction, enter into an agreement with the owner which, at a minimum, includes the provisions set forth in
WAC 254-20-120. Upon execution of said agreement between the owner and the local review board, the local review
board shall approve the application.
Per TMC 1.42, the Tacoma Landmarks Commission is the local body that approves applications for Special Tax
Valuation.
ANALYSIS
Property Eligibility:
Rehabilitation Cost Claimed:
Assessed Improvement Value Prior to Rehabilitation:
Rehabilitation percentage of assessed value:
Project Period:
Appropriateness of Rehabilitation:

Contributing Property, Old City Hall Historic District
$159,081.58
$386,600
41.15%
February 2012 to February 2014 (24 months)
New roof, HVAC, and interior aesthetic renovation of
commercial office building to include energy efficient
lighting upgrade, as well as paint, carpet, cabinetry, and
installation of new fixtures and structural space planning.
Work was interior primarily/not visible from ROW.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff has reviewed the itemized expense sheet per the Commission bylaws for STV cost eligibility and recommends
approval of this application in the amount of $159,081.58.
Mr. Reuben McKnight noted that the application was for the Old City Hall annex building which last came to the
Commission’s attention with the Pacific Brewing tenant improvement. He reviewed the analysis regarding the building
noting that it is a contributing property within the Old City Hall Historic District which is an eligible class of property.
Mr. McKnight finished the analysis and added that the owner of the property was in attendance should the
commission have any questions.
The commission had no questions or comments.
There was a motion.
“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission determine that the building is eligible and approved the
application for the special tax incentive for 615 Commerce Street.”
Motion: Granfield
Second: Jensen
The motion was approved unanimously.
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5.

BOARD BRIEFING
A.

UWT Tioga/McDonald Smith

Jordan Kiel, Bassetti Architects 20 m

BACKGROUND
The University of Washington will be implementing adaptive reuse project at the McDonald Smith Building, a
contributing structure in the Union Depot Warehouse Historic District constructed in 1890. The building has previously
housed candy manufacturers and a grocery company. The building was converted into loft apartments and retail in
1989.
This briefing will provide project background and scope, as well as seek feedback on elements including site work,
windows, and modifications to existing entries and roof.
Mr. Milt Tremblay opened with remarks about the McDonald Smith building, noting it would be the eighth heritage
building that UWT had done, tenth overall, but also the first building to use campus reserves instead of legislative
funding. The building was purchased 7 years prior with the intent of eventually growing into it. He gave a brief
overview of the project mentioning that it would be similar to the other buildings that had been done, making
improvements while maintaining the character of the exterior. The plan includes installation of 30 faculty offices this
year and two classrooms. He noted that the timeframe for completion is short due to the demand for additional space
created by the increasing popularity of UWT over the last five years.
Mr. Jordan Kiel began with an overview of the project acknowledging that there would be a need for future meetings
and final approval. He also made note of the aggressive schedule calling for the classes to be ready by 2015
September. The purpose of the day’s meeting would be for general feedback and recommendations on the proposed
approach to facilitate the expedited schedule.
Site Discussion/ Orientation
Mr. Kiel began the slideshow with a map showing the campus master plan from 2009, showing the existing structures
that comprise UWT as well as the structures that will be part of future expansion. He then moved into greater detail
on the McDonald Smith building, which is composed of three internally connected bays sitting between the Harmon
and Cherry Parkes buildings. Mr. Tremblay noted that the ground floor of the building would remain retail.
History
Mr. Jordan Kiel then detailed the history of the building, stretching back to its construction in 1890, vacancy in the
1960’s, to finally it’s renovation in 1989 and purchase by UWT in 2006
Existing Conditions/ Proposed work
Mr. Kiel showed a slide of front of the buildings currently, noting that the Cherry Parkes building’s windows had been
replaced with aluminum clad wood windows with double paned glazing closer to the dark color of the historic
windows. He showed additional slides showing the variety of window treatments on the back of the building including
a ground level window that had been turned into a door. He showed images that demonstrated the deterioration of
the west windows and discussed plans for replacement that would be consistent with what had been done at Cherry
Parkes. Referring to the doorways that had been converted from windows, Mr. Kiel mentioned that they would seek to
revert one of the entrances to a window with an infill below that would likely not be brick.
There was a question from Chair Duke York about why brick would not be used for the infill. Mr. Kiel responded that
getting good quality brick that would match the exterior would be difficult.
Mr. Kiel moved on the further discussion of the existing site condition, referring to the sidewalk that was currently
leaking and considered unsafe for pedestrians. He next discussed the existing roof condition, where they would be
proposing removal of an elevator structure that is visible from the ground and patching the roof back in. A new
elevator would eventually be constructed more towards the center of the building.
Mr. Jeff Williams asked whether the window configuration would change or be kept the same. Mr. Tremblay
answered that they would replicate the appearance of the originals.
Mr. Ross Buffington asked if there would be any alteration to the ghost signage on the side of the building
Mr. Tremblay answered that they were no plans to alter the signage, nor any exterior work that that could conceivably
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affect it. Mr. Kiel mentioned that they might do a light detergent wash and mentioned some additional façade cleanup
work like fixing downspouts or the conduit on the West Facade.
Mr. McClintock asked if there were plans for awnings on the commercial side.
Mr. Tremblay answered that there hadn’t been any consideration of awnings on Pacific. There are future plans for
weather protection on the backside, but it is not part of the current project. Mr. Chris Granfield asked if there was a
similar postponement for exterior lighting changes. Mr. Kiel answered they would eventually make it similar to Cherry
Parkes with no alteration on the Pacific side.
Mr. Williams asked about a deteriorating decorative element from one of the windows and what the plans were for it.
Mr. Tremblay answered that they would likely replicate the element with a more durable material.
Mr. Buffington asked if salvage of the decorative elements was possible. There was some discussion, but salvage
was considered a bad option with future maintenance likely creating issues. The pieces would be made available
should a salvage company be interested in them.
There was some discussion of decorative parapets and features, with specific plans to be discussed at a future
meeting.
Ms. Lysa Schloesser asked about plans for the infill on the doorway to be converted into a window. Mr. Kiel
responded that they were open to a variety of options with only matching brick being ruled out at the time. There was
some additional conversation on the difficulties prohibiting a brick infill. They also stated that replacing the sill would
also be too difficult to replicate.
There were no further questions.
6.

PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS
A.
Events and Activities Updates
Upcoming events/mark your calendars
1. Adaptive Reuse Open House & Harmon Brewery Tour-November 14th, 5-8pm @ The Harmon
2. Holiday Fundraiser-December 5th 6-10pm @ Foss Waterway Seaport,
3. January Board Retreat TBA
Event planning
1. Nitty Gritty Art Show Recap
2. Eyes of the Totem Kickstarter
3. February Heritage Professionals Mixer
4. 2015 Preservation Month Planning
a) Preservation Month Proclamation May 5th
b) Kickoff Event
c) Youth Spoken Word Contest @ Hilltop
d) Amazing Preservation Race
e) Tweed Ride
f) Photo Scavenger Hunt
g) Cook off (?)
h) Closing Ceremony/Awards @ Foss

7.

CHAIR COMMENTS
The Chair had no comments.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:19 p.m.
Submitted as True and Correct:

_______________________________________________
Reuben McKnight
Historic Preservation Officer
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Landmarks Preservation Commission
Planning & Development Services Department

STAFF REPORT

November 12, 2014

NAMING REQUESTS—PRELIMINARY REVIEW
Pursuant to Council Resolution 38091, the Landmarks Preservation Commission reviews and makes recommendations
to City Council on name change requests.
The purpose of this review is to determine whether the requested name change application is complete and should be
scheduled for further review. If so, the item will be scheduled for public testimony at a future hearing, and may be
forwarded to City Council for further review.

AGENDA ITEM 3A: George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr. Park (1955, 2101 & 2119 Dock Street)
Su Dowie, FWDA

BACKGROUND
The Foss Waterway Development Authority (FWDA) is requesting to name the park at 1955, 2101 and 2119 Dock Street
the George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr. Park. The park consists of three parcels on either side of the 509 Bridge. Two of the
parcels are owned by FWDA and one parcel is owned by the City of Tacoma. The currently unnamed park was built in
2009. This was the site of a butter tub factory, which became Harmon cabinets and later burned down in the early 1990s.
George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr., served on the boards of the FWDA and the Museum of Glass from 1999 until his death on
April 14, 2013. Aside from being part of the Weyerhaeuser Company family, he was influential in the development of the
Foss Waterway as a founding trustee of the Museum of Glass, as the FWDA Board President from 2001 to 2004, and as
the chairman and president of the Urban Design Review Committee. According to the materials submitted with the
request, the Waterway is a direct result of his widely recognized advocacy and leadership. The FWDA has collected
letters of support from the community, neighborhood groups, and local institutions.

CRITERIA
The City of Tacoma Policy on Place Names and Name Changes is included in the packet, specifically “Initial
Procedures for Considering Name Change Requests,” Section 3.1.
ACTION REQUESTED
Determination that the application is complete and should be scheduled for public hearing. The Commission may
schedule the application for a hearing, may defer the request if additional information is needed, or may deny the
request. If the Commission does not take any action on the application within 60 days (either to schedule for hearing or
to defer for additional information), the request is automatically denied.

ANALYSIS
1. Pursuant to Council Resolution 38091, the Landmarks Preservation Commission reviews and makes
recommendations to City Council on name change requests.
2. The request includes a map and photographs of the area, letters of support from the community, and a picture of the
park concept.

RECOMMENDATION
Recommended language for scheduling a public hearing:
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission adopt the analysis as findings and schedule the Renaming of
1955, 2101 and 2119 Dock Street to George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr. Park recommendation for a public hearing and
future consideration at the meeting of January 28, 2015.
Recommended language for denying the application:
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I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission find that the request to Rename 1955, 2101 and 2119 Dock
Street to George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr. Park does not appear to meet the standards [cite specific reasons] in the Policy
on Name Changes, and deny the request.
Recommended language for deferral:
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission defer consideration of the request to Rename 1955, 2101 and
2119 Dock Street to George H. Weyerhaeuser, Jr. Park so that additional information (specify) can be presented for
consideration to the Commission.

DESIGN REVIEW
AGENDA ITEM 4A: McCarver Elementary, 2111 S. J Street (Individual Landmark)
Caroline Swope, Kingstree Studio

BACKGROUND
Built in 1925 as an Intermediate School, McCarver was designed by Hill & Mock. It received an honorable mention in a
city-wide building survey in 1927 by the Washington State Chapter of the American Institute of Architects. In 1968, the
building was converted into an elementary school.
This proposal is part of a larger adaptive reuse plan. Interior work will address new floor layouts that are conducive to
elementary school needs. Portions of the original plasterwork and balconies in the 1925 auditorium will be restored. The
current application includes an ADA accessible entry on the west façade; an ADA accessible bus entry on the east
façade; a service entry on the south façade; the removal of a nonoperational chimney; and window replacement.
The entry on the west elevation is not ADA accessible. The proposal includes removing the existing concrete steps and
replacing them with a combined ramp and staircase, which is similar in scale and color to the existing. The slope of the
ramp eliminates the need for handrails along the ramp; the staircase will have new handrails.
Currently, the school does not have a secure bus entrance or rear entry. On the east elevation, the applicant proposes
replacing three windows with doors that would match the windows in width and height. The upper sash on the window to
the north of the entry would have to be replaced with ventilation grates for the HVAC system. The glazed double doors
would also have louvers. New doors and windows would be aluminum.
On the south elevation, the windows would be replaced with a below-grade service entry. The existing single door would
be replaced with a double door; a portion of the existing at-grade concrete deck would be removed. The window system
and door would be expanded to match the other windows. Two windows would be replaced and have their upper sashes
replaced with ventilation louvers required by the mechanical system. The new door would be aluminum with a 6”’x32”
glass light.
The applicant is also proposing the removal of a small nonoperational chimney, which is visible from the south.
Additionally, this proposal includes replacing the existing windows with the Diamond Window 8000 Series: Aluminum
Steel Replica Windows. The original muntins are 13/16” in width and the proposed muntins will be 7/8” in width, a
difference of 1/16”. The historic light divisions would be simulated. The windows would be black to match the historic
finish. A full window investigation—conducted earlier this year—found the windows to have failing, asbestos-based,
glazing; warped steel frames, lintels, and awnings; as well as rust and water damage.
Future applications will address lighting, gutters, and signage.
The Landmarks Preservation Commission conducted a site visit on June 18, 2014 to view the property and discuss the
project, including the inclusion of ADA access at the main entry.

ACTION REQUESTED
Approval of the above scope of work.

STANDARDS
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:
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1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the defining
characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials or alteration of
features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a property
shall be preserved.
6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual
qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary,
physical, or pictorial evidence.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that characterize the
property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and
architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed in the
future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

ANALYSIS
1. This building is on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places and, as such, is subject to review by the Landmarks
Preservation Commission pursuant to TMC 13.05.047 for exterior modifications to the structure.
2. The building will be used as an elementary school, which it has been since 1968. Some of the proposed changes,
such as ADA accessibility, are required by the use. The rear service entry would be below grade.
3. None of the proposed alterations would alter character defining elements. The new entrance ramps are appropriate
in scale, material, and color and the new windows would be compatible. The bus entrance will match the
configuration of the existing windows. The removal of the chimney does not affect the building’s character defining
elements or scale.
4. The new windows will match the historic configuration and color. A full window investigation found the windows to
have failing, asbestos-based, glazing; warped steel frames, lintels, and awnings; as well as rust and water damage.
5. The new work does not harm historic material that characterizes the property. It is compatible in massing, size, scale,
and features.
6. The essential form and integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the application.

AGENDA ITEM 4B: 702 N I Street (North Slope Historic District)
Damon Gustafson, Owner

BACKGROUND
This 1903, Tudor Revival, residence is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District. The proposal is to alter
four windows on the rear and side elevations facing the backyard and alley. The applicant would like to remove windows
A and D as part of a kitchen and bathroom remodel. Window A is in the location of a future oven. Window D is in the
location of a future bathroom wall. Bathroom will require a small fan grate which will be painted to match the siding. The
applicant would also like to shorten window B to 34”x34” because it sits below the countertop level, which makes it
difficult to open and close. Additionally, the applicant is proposing replacing Window C because the pulleys are missing,
the roller system is broken, and it has been painted over multiple times. The applicant will be using Andersen 400 Series
Woodwright Double-Hung windows as well as cedar shingle siding and paint that matches the existing materials and
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colors. Windows A and B are wooden, two-wide, double-hung windows; Window C is a three-wide, double-hung, window,
and Window D is a smaller wooden window.

ACTION REQUESTED
Approval of the above scope of work.

STANDARDS
Design Guidelines for the Wedge Neighborhood and North Slope Historic Special Review Districts
Guidelines for 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.
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.
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 window 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 none existed before, or adding an architecturally incompatible pattern, such as a
Prairie style gridded window to a English Cottage house).
• Vinyl windows are not an acceptable replacement for existing historic windows.
5. New Window Openings/Changing Window Openings
• 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.
• 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.
• Window size and orientation is a function of architectural style and construction technique. Scale, placement, symmetry
or asymmetry, contribute to and
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ANALYSIS
1. The building is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic Special Review District and, as such, is subject to
review by the Landmarks Preservation Commission pursuant to TMC 13.05.047 for exterior modifications to the
structure.
2. Most of the windows, with the exception of windows C and D, are not visible from the street. Windows C and D are
minimally visible. Although the applicant has not provided strong evidence as to why Window C cannot be repaired,
the visual impact will be minimal if this window is changed.
3. Proposed window replacements (Andersen 400 Series Woodwright Double-Hung) will closely match the existing.
Siding material and paint colors will match the existing. The new Window B will be the same configuration in the
existing location; it will be the same width and only the height is changing.
4. Although the standards recommend preserving and repairing existing historic windows, they do allow for window
changes to accommodate interior remodeling (see guideline #5, bullet 2). In this case, the existing windows A, B, and
D are incompatible with the proposed interior remodel. These windows are also not on the front façade.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends exploring the feasibility of repairing, instead of replacing, Window C. Staff recommends approval of
the proposed changes to Windows A, B, and D.

AGENDA ITEM 4C: 1948 Pacific (The Harmon-Union Depot/Warehouse Historic District)
Joseph Nguyen

BACKGROUND
This 1909 Harmon building is a contributing structure in the Union Depot/Warehouse Historic Special Review District.
This application is for an 18”x85” aluminum sign over the entrance, with a white background, red and green raised
letters, and brown trim. The sign will be mounted on wood with 2” wood screws. The proposal also includes a 24”
aluminum circle blade sign. This sign will have a white background with red and green vinyl letters and brown trim. The
sign will hang from a metal frame fastened into the concrete wall with 4” concrete bolts.

ACTION REQUESTED
Approval of the above scope of work.

STANDARDS
Union Depot/Warehouse Design Guidelines
Guidelines for Signs
A. General.
(1) All new exterior signs and all changes in the appearance of existing exterior signs require Landmarks Preservation
Commission approval. This includes changes in message or colors on pre-existing signs.
(2) If there is a conflict between these standards and the requirements in the City’s Sign Code, the more strict
requirement shall apply.
B. Location and Size of Signs.
(1) Signs shall not dominate the building facades or obscure their architectural features (arches, transom panels, sills,
moldings, cornices, windows, etc.).
(2) The size of signs and individual letters shall be of appropriate scale for pedestrians and slow-moving traffic.
Projecting signs shall generally not exceed nine square feet on first floor level.
(3) Signs on adjacent storefronts shall be coordinated in height and proportion. Use of a continuous sign band extending
over adjacent shops within the same building is encouraged as a unifying element.
(4) Portable reader board signs located on sidewalks, driveways, or in parking lots are prohibited.
(5) Existing historic wall signs are a contributing element within the district and should be restored or preserved in place.
New wall signs shall generally be discouraged.
C. Messages and Lettering Signs.
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(1) Messages shall be simple and brief. The use of pictorial symbols or logos is encouraged.
(2) Lettering should be of a traditional block or curvilinear style which is easy to read and compatible with the style of the
building. No more than two different styles should be used on the same sign.
(3) Letters shall be carefully formed and properly spaced so as to be neat and uncluttered. Generally, no more than 60
percent of the total sign area shall be occupied by lettering.
(4) Lettering shall be generally flat or raised.
D. Color.
(1) Light-colored letters on a dark-colored background are generally required as being more traditional and visually less
intrusive in the context of the Union Station District’s predominantly red-brick streetscapes.
(2) Colors shall be chosen to complement, not clash with, the facade color of the building. Signs should normally contain
not more than three different colors.
E. Materials and Illumination
(1) Use of durable and traditional materials (metal and wood) is strongly encouraged. All new signs shall be prepared in a
professional manner.
(2) In general, illumination shall be external, non-flashing, and non-glare.
(3) Internal illumination is generally discouraged, but may be appropriate in certain circumstances, such as:
(i) Individual back-lit letters silhouetted against a softly illuminated wall.
(ii) Individual letters with translucent faces, containing soft lighting elements inside each letter. Metal-faced box
signs with cut-out letters and soft-glow fluorescent tubes.
(iii) However, such signs are generally suitable only on contemporary buildings.
(4) Neon signs may be permitted in exceptional cases where they are custom-designed to be compatible with the
building’s historic and architectural character.
F. Other Stylistic Points
(1) The shape of a projecting sign shall be compatible with the period of the building to which it is affixed, and shall
harmonize with the lettering and symbols chosen for it.
(2) Supporting brackets for projecting signs should complement the sign design, and not overwhelm or clash with it. They
must be adequately engineered to support the intended load, and generally should conform to a 2:3 vertical-horizontal
proportion.
(3) Screw holes must be drilled at points where the fasteners will enter masonry joints to avoid damaging bricks, etc.

ANALYSIS
1. The building is a contributing structure in the Union Depot/Warehouse Historic District and, as such, is subject to
review by the Landmarks Preservation Commission pursuant to TMC 13.05.047 for exterior modifications to the
structure.
2. As proposed, the main sign completely covers a section of the storefront header above the door, which is out of
scale and therefore does not appear to meet Guideline B(1).
3. The proposed signs are non-illuminated and metal, which is consistent with the design guidelines for materials and
illumination.
4. The scale, configuration and design of the main sign do not coordinate with the adjacent storefronts.
5. Both signs do not have the recommended light-colored letters on a dark background, which is considered compatible
with the Union Station District’s red-brick streetscape.
6. The sign colors do not complement the façade, and the sign includes four colors instead of the recommended three.
However, the applicant stated that the owners of the Harmon Building plan to propose a color change to the wood
elements of the building in the near future.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommended that the applicant come back to the commission with revised designs that are more compatible with
the district design guidelines. Applicant will provide alternatives at the meeting.
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BOARD BRIEFINGS – ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE
AGENDA ITEM 5A: 1415 N 5th Street (Garage—North Slope Historic District)
Lawrence Aranda, MBA Architects

BACKGROUND

th

The owner of the home at 1415 N 5 Street is proposing to construct a 3 bay garage with workshop and game room
adjacent to the existing residence, which is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District.
Property History
th
The property is the former site of the NW Kinetics office, along with the house at 1405 N 5 Street. In 2007, the
nonhistoric additions were removed from both buildings and the property subdivided. The existing homes were
subsequently sold to private owners and restored to residential use. The Landmarks Preservation Commission approved
a restoration plan by a previous owner in 2008, which was constructed by a subsequent owner in 2010. There were a
number of reported code violations during that time (construction of a non-permitted secondary exit stair on the rear
elevation, suspected conversion to a duplex) that have been resolved.
The current owner purchased the property this year as a single family residence.
Current Plans
The proposal is to construct a 3 bay garage with game room and shop on the adjacent side yard (which was a legal
individual lot that was combined with the lot at 1415 to make a single parcel). The proposal is to make the garage, which
will be a visually prominent structure, visually and architecturally compatible with the existing home by using significant
elements, including siding, window patterning, and details, such as quoins. The garage will enclose a courtyard with bay
doors facing inward, and will be attached by a deck/breezeway to the rear of the home. The rationale for the attaching
the garage is to achieve the desired height and square footage. The garage will be alley accessed per district and
zoning requirements; however, the according to the applicant the garage is also located to accommodate the required
turn radius to park a trailer in the garage.
This is an opportunity to provide feedback to the architect and homeowner prior to formal review.
Although the structure is a garage, staff recommends also reviewing the proposal under the guidelines for New
Construction, relating to height, scale, massing, roof shape and materials, and rhythm of openings.

PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS
AGENDA ITEM 6A: Events & Activities Update
Staff
Staff will discuss the following events and activities:
Upcoming events/mark your calendars
th
1. Adaptive Reuse Open House & Harmon Brewery Tour-November 14 , 5-8pm @ The Harmon
th
2. Holiday Fundraiser-December 5 6-10pm @ Foss Waterway Seaport
3. January Board Retreat TBA
Event planning
1. 2015 Preservation Month Planning, next meeting November 18th
nd
rd
a) Historic Homes Tour (Tacoma Historical Society, May 2 & 3 )
th
b) Preservation Month Proclamation, May 5
th
c) Kickoff Event (Historic Tacoma, May 8 )
th
d) Amazing Preservation Race, May 9
e) Youth Spoken Word Contest @ Hilltop
f) Photo Scavenger Hunt (Earthwise/Children’s Museum)
g) Tweed Ride
h) Cook off (?)
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i)

st

Closing Ceremony/Awards (Foss Waterway Seaport, May 31 )

City of Tacoma
Policy on Place Names and Name
Changes

Public art installations that have been
commissioned and/or accessioned with a title
that serves as the name of the piece.

SECTION 1: PURPOSE OF THIS POLICY

SECTION 3: INITIAL PROCEDURES FOR
CONSIDERING NAME CHANGE REQUESTS

1. In the event that the City of Tacoma wishes
to confer a specific name on a municipally
owned property or street, the following policy
is adopted.

2. The criteria contained within this policy
should also be followed in reviewing or
preparing the City of Tacoma’s official
comments or recommendations to State,
Federal, and/or intergovernmental boards
taking actions regarding geographic names,
naming, or renaming.
SECTION 2: SCOPE OF THIS POLICY
1. This policy affects municipally owned
property only.
2. The following types of municipally owned
property are included within the scope of this
policy (referred to hereafter as “property”):
a. Buildings and structures, including
overpasses, bridges and viaducts
b. Real Property, including open
spaces and parks
c.

Rights of Way, including under
certain circumstances, streets

3. The process and criteria for naming or
renaming municipally owned properties
described in this policy do not apply to the
following types property:
a. Historically registered properties for
which a name has been indicated
on a nomination form and accepted
for use on a historic register,
including property on the Tacoma,
Washington State, or National
Registers of Historic Places

City Policy On Place Names and Name Changes
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1. Requests for name changes to existing
property may be submitted by any Tacoma
resident, property owner, or City official.
Such a proposal shall be made in writing to
the Landmarks Preservation Commission
and include:
a. Map illustrating the area affected by
the proposal
b. Any existing place, street or facility
names that would be affected
c.

Any common usage names or
nicknames for the area or its
elements, including topographical
landmarks

d. Representative photographs of the
area
e. An overview of any public outreach
or support received for the proposal
to date, including media coverage
and meetings; and
f.

A statement of the criteria in this
policy that apply to the request, and
how the proposal meets these
criteria.

g. A summary of any public outreach
conducted to date, including to
neighborhood associations,
Neighborhood Councils, Business
District Associations, and
commercial property owners’
groups. This may include any
statements of support or
endorsement received. Applicants
are encouraged to seek public
support prior to submitting a request
for name changes.
h. A description of any plans for
interpretive measures to be taken by

the sponsor if the naming request is
approved, including signs,
interpretive panels, or markers.
2. The Landmarks Preservation Commission,
upon receiving such a request, shall review
the proposal for completeness at its next
available Commission agenda.
3. If the request is considered complete, the
Commission may take action to schedule
the request for a public hearing following its
normal public hearing procedures.
4. If more information is required, the
Commission shall defer scheduling of the
request and describe to the proponent what
information is needed to complete the
request.
5. If no action is taken to schedule the request
for a public hearing within 60 days of the
first consideration of the request, it is
considered denied. The Commission may
also vote to deny the request.
6. If the Commission denies the application by
vote or by failure to act, the Commission
shall not consider the request for the period
of one calendar year.
7. If the Commission denies a request, the
Mayor may, for any reason, direct the
Commission to reconsider its action.
8. Following its public hearing, there shall be a
mandatory 30 comment period.
9. After the close of the comment period, the
Commission shall review the testimony and
written comments, and the criteria contained
within this policy, and forward a
recommendation to the appropriate City
Council Committee for further consideration.

SECTION 4: INITIAL PROCEDURES FOR
CONSIDERING NAMING REQUESTS FOR
NEW NAMES
1. For new or unnamed City-owned properties,
the City Council may make a new naming
request directly to the Landmarks
Preservation Commission.
2. When so directed, the Landmarks
Preservation Commission shall publicly
solicit ideas for naming new facilities, except
where otherwise indicated in this policy.
3. Such a call for proposals shall minimally
take the form of a press release, website
posting, and distribution of an
announcement to the Commission’s mail
and electronic distribution lists. The call for
proposals shall state a timeline for
submission and review, as well as the
criteria for naming contained in this policy.
4. The purpose of the solicitation is to develop
a broad array of ideas, and to encourage
community participation in the naming
process.
5. While an individual may directly propose to
the Landmarks Preservation Commission
consideration of a particular name for a
property, such a request is not required to
initiate the naming process for new facilities,
nor is the Commission’s consideration of
names limited to that proposed by an
individual.
6. The naming process shall be initiated as
soon as practical in the development
process.
SECTION 5: PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED
1. For both renaming requests, and names for
new facilities, the Commission shall hold a
minimum of one public hearing to receive
comments on all naming requests.
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2. Notice shall be published in the newspaper
as well as sent via regular mail and
electronic mail to interested stakeholders no
less than 14 days ahead of the scheduled
hearing.
3. Interested stakeholders include property
owners and occupants within a 400’ radius
of the subject property, recognized
neighborhood and business groups, and
parties included on the Landmarks
Preservation Commission’s contact lists.
Other groups or individuals may be
contacted as well.
4. Following the public hearing, the
Commission shall keep the public record
open for 30 days minimum to allow for
additional comment.
5. Following the close of the comment period,
the comments received shall be compiled by
the Commission and findings made relative
to the proposal and the applicable criteria,
and a recommendation made to the Council
via the appropriate Council Committee.
SECTION 6: RECOMMENDATION TO CITY
COUNCIL
1. Based on the findings and recommendation
of the Commission, the City Council
Committee, at its discretion, may accept,
modify, reject or remand the
recommendation of the Commission, or may
recommend to the full Council that an
additional public hearing should be held.
2. If the Council Committee finds that the
Commission should reconsider the proposal
due to errors in application of criteria or
procedure, or if relevant factors were not
considered, the Council Committee may
remand the decision for further
consideration.
3. If the Commission recommendation is
accepted, a resolution will be prepared with
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a sponsor, incorporating the Commission’s
recommendation.
4. Otherwise, if the Commission
recommendation is modified or rejected, the
Council Committee may send an alternative
proposal to full Council as a sponsored
resolution.
5. In all cases, the City Council will have the
prerogative of accepting or rejecting the
proposal.
6. The City Council shall approve or
disapprove of any naming or renaming
action by resolution.
7. Once a name has been officially approved
by the City Council, changes should be
strongly discouraged.
SECTION 7: CRITERIA FOR THE CITY
COUNCIL AND LANDMARKS
PRESERVATION COMMISSION TO
CONSIDER
The City Council and Landmarks Preservation
Commission shall use the following criteria when
considering proposals to name or change the
name of a public facility or building.
1. To avoid duplication, confusing similarity or
inappropriateness, the Commission, in
considering name changes, shall review
existing building and facility names.
2. Context and geographical location. Sites
and facilities should be given names that
directly reflect or are contextually related to
the history of the site.
a. Common usage names that have
developed over time shall be favored.
Facilities may be given official
designations based on common usage
by residents of an area, such as
topographical features, nearby schools,
or historical plat names.

b. Names of features indicated on general
usage maps for fifty years or more
(National Register age criteria) should
only be changed under exceptional
circumstances.
3. Natural or Geological Features. Names may
be based on distinctive, predominant and
defining natural or geological features of an
area.
4. Historical Significance. A facility may be
given a name based on historical
significance if it meets one of the following
criteria:
a. The name is associated with a
historically significant event or for
events reflecting broad patterns of
Tacoma’s history
b. The name is associated with the
lives of persons of citywide
significance in Tacoma’s past; or
c.

The name reflects a distinctive
architectural or engineering
achievement

d. The name is related to an existing or
proposed registered historic
property or district.
5. Contributions. New facilities may be named
for an individual or organization if that
individual or organization has made a
significant direct property or monetary
contribution to the City of Tacoma,
consistent with the City’s relevant
acceptance policies, a for purposes of
developing that particular building or facility,
and the naming is a stipulation of the
donation.
6. Portions of a facility may have another name
than that of the entire facility or features may
be dedicated to or in honor of a person such
as “Tide Pool – Cecil Brosseau” and “Owen
Beach” at Point Defiance.
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SECTION 8: SPECIAL CRITERIA
CONSIDERATIONS
1. Individuals. Except where otherwise
indicated, facilities and public property
ordinarily shall not be named for living
individuals.
2. Streets. Official renaming of existing
streets, in general, is discouraged except
when:
a. A naming effort is part of a larger,
coordinated and planned effort
involving multiple streets or blocks; or
b. Proposals to rename existing streets for
individuals may be considered for those
persons that have a broad, regional or
national significance that is generally
recognized by Tacoma residents
3. Street Renaming Requirements.
a. Renaming of existing streets shall only
occur at existing shifts in the street grid
or where there are clear topographical
or geographical shifts in the grid.
b. The City Real Property Services
Division, Public Works Traffic
Engineering, Community and Economic
Development Buildings and Land Use
Service Division, and the Law
Enforcement Support Agency shall be
given a copy of any street naming
request prior to the scheduling of a
public hearing on the matter.
c.

A signed petition of 51% by linear
frontage of the affected property owners
in support of the renaming must be
solicited and submitted by the
proponents of the renaming prior to
consideration by the City. Such a
petition shall be implemented at the sole
expense of the proponent(s); however,
the City may provide a list of affected
taxpayers of record.

4. Street Renaming Alternatives.
a. Organizations are encouraged to
consider alternatives to street renaming
requests for the commemoration of
individuals or organizations. For
example, interpretive plaques at key
locations on buildings or sites, or where
appropriate, in sidewalks or other visible
pedestrian areas.
b. In some cases, an “Honorary Street”
designation may be given to certain
sections of existing streets to
commemorate the lives of important
community members. A
commemorative street blade sign may
be mounted below the official street
name for a defined length of the street, if
approved, at the expense of the
applicants. “Honorary designations” of
streets may be considered as requests
for renaming of facilities.
c.

For “Honorary Street” designations, the
City shall develop and provide a
standard sign specification for approved
requests.
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AGENDA ITEM 3A
NAMING REQUESTS
GEORGE H. WEYERHAEUSER, JR. PARK

AGENDA ITEM 4A
DESIGN REVIEW
2111 S. J STREET (MCCARVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL)

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
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PART 2: INSTRUCTIONS
New Fee Schedule for 2013
On December 18, 2012, City Council approved a new general services fee schedule that includes new fees for design review and
demolition review of historic buildings (Res. No. 38588). The new fees are as follows:

Estimated project cost
$0 – 5000

Application Fee
$175

PROJECTS UNDER $1 MILLION
Each additional $1000
Maximum fee per review
Application for Demolition

$30
$2000
$1500

PROJECTS OVER $1 MILLION
Minimum fee
Each additional $10,000
Maximum fee

$3000
$10
$4000

General Tips for Modifications to Historic Buildings
1.

First contact the proper permitting office to ensure your project is code compliant. 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 or conditional use approvals 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.

3.

Submit completed application and APPLICATION FEE to:
Historic Preservation Officer
747 Market Street, Room 1036
Tacoma, WA 98402-3793

OR

Email form to:
landmarks@cityoftacoma.org

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.
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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).

Background:
Built in 1925 as an Intermediate School, McCarver was designed by the architectural firm of Hill & Mock. It
received an honorable mention in a city-wide building survey in 1927 by the Washington State Chapter of the
American Institute of Architects. The building is on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places. The school was
used for its designed purpose, an intermediate/middle school until 1968. At that date the school district
converted the building to an elementary school.
Project Scope:
This project is currently in the Design Development phase. Bids for construction are expected to go out in mid2015, with the finished rehabilitation ready to accept students in the 2016-2017 school year.
This project is an adaptive reuse and significant resources are being utilized to address substantial seismic,
ADA code, energy, and life and safety codes.
Exterior work includes:
New ADA access on the west entry façade
New secondary entry on east facade to accommodate school bus drop-off
Revised service entry on southeast end of building
New windows
Masonry cleaning and tuck-pointing as needed
Roof material replacement
Reopening most of the original skylights, which were removed in prior renovations
Replacement of rooftop systems
Removal of defunct chimney stack
Cleaning, refinishing, reglazing, and painting of the original wood doors and the
addition of new egress hardware
New gutters and downspouts
New lighting
Interior work will address new floor layouts that are conducive to elementary school needs and a substantial
investments in uncovering and restoring portions the original plasterwork and balconies in the 1925 auditorium,
which was drastically altered during the 1970s.
The intent of this meeting is to gain formal approval for proceeding with construction on the following
project areas:
1) West Elevation (Main Entrance ADA Accessible, see attached illustrations and plan)
The main elevation lacks ADA access. We propose removing the existing concrete steps and replacing them
with a combined ADA ramp and main entrance staircase. The ramp grade allows the majority of the structure
to be banked into the landscaping, thus no guardrails are needed. Additionally, the ramp slope is sufficient to
eliminate the need for handrails. The concrete color will be matched closely to the structure’s foundation color.
See attached illustrations for elevations and plan. Concrete color samples will be made available at the
meeting.
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2) East Elevation (Bus Entrance and ADA Accessible)
The site lacks a secure bus drop off and rear entry into the school. The proposed plan would replace three
windows on the ground floor with doors, providing direct access into the school. Fenestration widths and upper
lintel heights would remain unchanged. Also a window to the north of the entry needs the upper sash removed
and replaced with ventilation grates for the new HVAC system. The new glazed double doors will receive
louvers above them as well. New windows and doors would be aluminum.
See attached illustrations for elevations and plan. Window samples will be made available at the meeting.
3) South Elevation (Service Entry)
Replace existing fenestration to below grade service areaway and replace existing single door with a double
door for access into mechanical room, and remove portion of existing at grade concrete deck. The window
opening including the door system will be expanded to be more similar to the typical window in the project and
allow for a double door. The other two windows will be replaced, and their upper sashes will be allocated to
ventilation louvers as required by the mechanical system. The new door will be an aluminum door with 6” x 32”
vision glass lite.
See attached illustrations for elevation and plan. Window samples will be made available at the meeting.
4) Chimney
The small chimney on the roof originally served the boiler system. That use is obsolete, and stabilizing the
non-operational chimney will take extensive resources that could be better used restoring interior plasterwork,
etc. We propose removing the chimney stack.
See attached illustrations for images of the stack as currently seen from the ground and the view with the stack
removed.
5) Windows
A full window investigation occurred during the summer of 2014. Contributors to the report included Troy Axe,
owner of Legacy Renovations, architectural historian Caroline Swope, M.S.H.P., Ph.D., of Kingstree Studios,
Certified Energy Manager Amarpreet Sethi, a High Performance Building Design Professional and an Energy
Modeling Professional with DLR Group, and licensed architect Rob Collins with DLR Group, who has extensive
experience in Historic Preservation projects, including work on the Iowa State Capitol Campus.
The report closely examined the existing window conditions and various solutions to address a number of
variables, including historic integrity, thermal performance, operability, utility cost, life cost, and maintenance.
The existing windows have substantial failures in glazing, glazing compounds (asbestos based), warping of
steel frames, warped lintels, warped operable awnings that fail to close, substantial areas of interior and
exterior rust, and interior water damage.
The district proposes replacing the windows with prefinished aluminum windows that have insulated glazing
and a low-E coating. These windows would have close interior muntin profiles while the exterior framing would
be slightly larger than the original units. The original muntins are 13/16” in width and the proposed muntins will
be 7/8” in width, a difference of 1/16”. To keep the muntin profiles as close to historic profiles, the light divisions
would be simulated. However, there will be interior and exterior muntins and glass spaces to simulate true
divided lights. The proposed window color is black, which matches the historic finish on the windows.
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See attached illustrations for current window conditions and vendor material for the proposed windows.
Window samples will be made available at the meeting.
Future meetings will be held with LPC to address proposed lighting, gutter, and signage changes.
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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
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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

McCARVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Historic 1925 Photograph of West Entry
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Existing Conditions
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Site Plan
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1
areas of Focus | Site Map Highlights
1. West Main Entry
2. East Student Entry
3. South Mechanical Entry 4. Chimney

1. WESt ELEvation - Main EntRanCE aDa

West Main Entry - Enlarged Site Plan of Proposed Ramp
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West Main Entry - Existing Conditions

West Main Entry - Proposed Entry Ramp and new Sign
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Entry Stair and Ramp Concrete - Lithochrome Color Hardener
Lithochrome Color Hardener produces an extremely hard and durable surface that
will hold up under the most demanding conditions.
Superior in:
• Compression strength
• Abrasion resistance
• Color opacity
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical samples and colors will be presented during formal presentation

Stair Handrails
Four steel handrails will be placed on main stairs as required by code.
• Painted to match window color

West Entry - Existing Handrail Design

West Entry - Proposed Handrail Design
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2. East Elevation - bus entrance and ada

East Student Entry - Existing Conditions

East Student Entry - Proposed
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East Student Entry Close-up - New Awning Door Closed with Double Door Entryway and Ventilation Louvers

East Student Entry Close-up - New Awning Door Opened for Student Arrival and Departure from School
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East Student Bus Entrance - Schweiss Hydraulic Awning Door
Schweiss Hydraulic, Designer Awning Door
•Clean, streamline look with minimal equipment
• Allows for fully customizable door front design
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix

Schweiss Awning Door: Framing Profile Elevation

East Student Bus Entrance - Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System and 190 Standard Door Entrance
Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System with 190 Standard Entrance Door
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical color samples will be presented during formal presentation

East Student Bus Entrance - Airolite K6744 Drainable Louver
Airolite 4” deep aluminum, drainable, louver system inserted into Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System with Kawneer 190
Standard Entrance Door
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical color samples will be presented during formal presentation
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SoutH ELEvation - MECHaniCaL EntRanCE

ORIGINAL 1925 SOUTH ELEVATION
original 1925 South Elevation - South Mechanical Entrance Highlighted
Mechanical Area Sites Below and Behind Grade Marked in Black

New Windows (TYP)

ORIGINAL 1925 SOUTH ELEVATION

New Doors, Window
& Louvers to Mech. Room

New Windows
& Louvers

New Fence
Boundary

PROPOSED SOUTH ELEVATION

New Doors, Window
& Louvers to Mech. Room

H ELEVATION
South Elevation Existing- Mechanical Entrance
Door and Window Proposed Changes Highlighted

New Windows
& Louvers

South Elevation Proposed - Mechanical Entrance
Note Far Left Window and Single Door Removed and
Replaced with Double Door Entrance with Sidelight and
Louvers. Louvers Added to Far Right and Middle Window

PROPOSED SOUTH ELEVATION

Overhang of Upper Terrace and Perpendicular Window
Eliminated to Accommodate Head Hight of New Door,
Louvers, and Window
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South Mechanical Entrance Existing Conditions - view from South East

South Mechanical Entrance Proposed - view from South East
Upper Terrace Overhang and Small Window Eliminated to Accommodate Bay Width and Window Head
Hight
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South Mechanical Entrance - Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System
Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System with 190 Standard Entrance Door
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical color samples will be presented during formal presentation

South Mechanical Entrance - Kawneer Flushline Entrance
Kawneer Flushline Entrance for Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System.
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical color samples will be presented during formal presentation

South Mechanical - Airolite K6744 Drainable Louver
Airolite 4” deep extruded aluminum, drainable, louver system inserted into Kawneer Trifab 451 Storefront System with
Kawneer 190 Standard Entrance Door
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical color samples will be presented during formal presentation
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Chimney

South Building Elevation with Existing Chimney

South Building Elevation with Chimney Removed as Proposed
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Windows

Original 1925 Existing Wall Elevation (Left) and Wall Section (Right)
Not to Scale
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Existing Conditions

Typical Frame Damage and Muntin Warping

Typical Bending and Malfunctioning Awning Panels
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Typical Deterioration of Steel Frames

Typical Frame Warping at Sill
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Typical Interior Water Damage Due to Leaky Windows
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Typical Jamb Cracking Due to Warping Window Frame
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Proposed Replacement Windows

Diamond Windows 8000 Series: Aluminum Steel Replica Windows - Fixed over Vent over Fixed
Diamond Windows 8000 Steel Replica Series Features:
•Thin profiles to simulate the design of steel windows that were commonly used in older commercial buildings, while possessing
the superior structural and thermal performance of today’s thermal break aluminum windows.
• 3 ¼” frame depth
* Muntin dimensions 7/8” wide by .742” deep
Please refer to product information in Vendor Appendix
Physical samples and color samples will be presented during formal presentation

The Greenwich Mills started as a textile mill in the late 1800’s. Seen above are the Aluminum Steel Replica
Windows with Simulated Divided Lites from Diamond Windows.
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Framing Elevation Comparison - Old to New

Windows
ExistingExisting
Steel Steel
Windows

Scale: 3/4” = 1’ - 0”

Windows
8000 Series
- Aluminum
Replica Windows
Scale: 3/4”
= 1’ - 0”
ProposedDiamond
Diamond
Windows
8000
Series Steel
- Aluminum
Steel Replica
Windows
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Section Comparison - Old to New

Existing Window Section at Sill and Head

Existing Jamb Connection
and Structural Mullion Plan
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Proposed Window Section at Sill and Head

Proposed Jamb Connection
ll Structural Mullion PLan
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21

Vendor Appendix
Product Information Documentation

Tacoma Landmarks Preservation Commission | 10 November 2014
McCarver Elementary School | 2111 S J Street, Tacoma, WA 98405

Kingstree Studios

May also be used in interior applications

LITHOCHROME® COLOR HARDENER
Coloring concrete with LITHOCHROME Color Hardener produces an extremely hard and
durable surface that will hold up under the most demanding conditions.
Tested superior in compressive strength, abrasion resistance and color opacity over other
brands. LITHOCHROME Color Hardener also creates a rich paste that provides better definition
for stamping or imprinting patterns. The ready-to-use, powdered dry-shake hardeners produce
long-wearing horizontal surfaces for pedestrian or vehicular traffic – indoors or out.
Colors:
See Color Selection Chart A-132.
Custom colors can be ordered.
Packaging:
50 lb. bags and buckets
Ready-to-use
Recommended Application Rates:
Residential projects: 2 applications which total 50 lbs/100 ft2. One package.
Commercial projects: 2 to 3 applications which total 90 lbs/100 ft2.
Light colors require: 2 to 3 applications which total 90-120 lbs/100 ft2.
Heavy duty uses require: 3 applications which total 120 lbs/100 ft2.
Ideal Uses:
In conjunction with imprinted concrete.
When a lighter or brighter concrete color is desired.
When a bold color is desired.
On interior new concrete when a more monochromatic appearance is desired.
Cannot be used over cementitious toppings.
Application:
1. Determine the amount of material needed.
2. Broadcast material onto the surface by hand or with a mechanical spreader.
3. Floating should be done with wood floats so that the surface remains open and the material
gets fully worked in.
Keys to success:
Use proper dosage rate.
Broadcast evenly onto the surface.
Work in with wood bull float.
Use more finishers than you would on regular grey concrete.


1-800-800-9900


www.scofield.com

May also be used in interior applications

LITHOCHROME® COLOR HARDENER
Compatible Curing & Sealing Materials:
Clear Curing or Sealing
SCOFIELD® Cureseal-S™ (solvent-based)
SCOFIELD® Cureseal-W™ (water-based) - Low VOC
Superior density and abrasion-resistance
High-opacity color
Increased resistance to deicing salts
Improved durability in freeze/thaw conditions
U-V resistance
Cost-effective results


1-800-800-9900

www.scofield.com

Trifab VG (VersaGlaze )
®

®

Trifab VG 450, 451 & 451T (Thermal) Framing Systems
Design Versatility
with Unmatched
Fabrication Flexibility

Preston Pointe, Louisville, KY
Architect: Potter & Associates Architects PLLC, Louisville, KY
Glazing Contractor: Kentucky Mirror & Plate Glass Company, Louisville, KY

Trifab® VG (VersaGlaze) is built on the proven and successful Trifab
platform – with all the versatility its name implies. Trifab set the
standard and Trifab® VG improves upon it. There are enough
fabrication, design and performance choices to please the most
discerning building owner, architect and installer. Plus the
confidence a tried and true framing system instills. Select from four
glazing applications, four fabrication methods and multiple infill
choices. Consider thermal options and performance, SSG and
Weatherseal alternatives and your project takes an almost custom
shape whether your architecture is traditional or modern and the
building is new or retrofitted.

Aesthetics
Trifab® 450 has 1-3/4" sight lines and both Trifab® 451 and Trifab® 451T
have 2" sight lines, while all three have a 4-1/2" frame depth.
Designers can not only choose front, center or back glass planes, they
can now add the versatility of multi-plane glass applications, thus
allowing a greater range of design possibilities for specific project
requirements and architectural styles. Structural Silicone Glazing (SSG)
and Weatherseal options further expand the designer's choices.

Trifab® VG can be used on almost any project due to virtually
seamless incorporation of Kawneer entrances, Sealair® windows or
GLASSvent™ for visually frameless ventilators. These framing systems
can also be packaged with Kawneer curtain walls and overhead
glazing, thereby providing owner, architect and installer with proven,
tested and quality products from a single source supplier.

Economy
Trifab® VG offers four fabrication choices to suit your project:
• Screw Spline – for economical continuous runs utilizing two piece
vertical members. Provides the option to pre-assemble units with
controlled shop labor costs and smaller field crews for handling
and installation.
• Shear Block – for punched openings or continuous runs using
tubular moldings. Provides the option to pre-assemble multi-lite
units using shear block clips under controlled shop labor
conditions. Clips provide tight joints for transporting large units.
Less field time is necessary to fill large openings.
• Stick – for fast, easy field fabrication. Field measurements and
material cuts can be done when metal is on the job.
• Type B – for multi-lite punched openings. Provide option for
pre-assembled units for installation into single openings and
controlled shop labor costs. Head and sill running through
provide fewer joints and require less time to fill large openings.

Brighton Landing, Cambridge, MA
Architects: ADD Inc., Cambridge, MA
Glazing Contractors: Ipswich Bay Glass
Company,Inc., Rowley, MA

Trifab® VG 450, 451 and 451T
can be flush glazed from
either the inside or outside.
The Weatherseal option
provides an alternative to
the structural silicone glazed
vertical
mullions.
This
ABS/ASA rigid polymer
extrusion allows complete
inside glazing and creates a
flush glass appearance on
the
building
exterior,
without the added labor of
scaffolding or swing stages.
Optional
patented
HP
Flashing™ and HP Interlock

clip are engineered to eliminate the perimeter sill fasteners and their
associated blind seals and are compatible with all glass planes.

Kawneer Company, Inc.
Technology Park / Atlanta
555 Guthridge Court
Norcross, GA 30092
© Kawneer Company, Inc. 2010
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Performance
Kawneer's IsoLock™ Thermal Break option is available on Trifab® VG 451T.
This process creates a composite section and prevents dry shrinkage.
U-factor, CRF values and STC ratings for Trifab® VG vary depending
upon the glass plane application. Project specific U-factors can now
be determined for each individual project. (See Kawneer
Architectural Manual or Website for additional information)
Performance Test Standards
Air Performance
Water
Structural
Thermal
Thermal Break
Acoustical

ASTM E 283
AAMA 501 and ASTM E 331
ASTM E 330
AAMA 1503
AAMA 505 and AAMA TIR-A8
AAMA 1801 and ASTM E 1425

Trifab VG 450

Front

Center

Back

SSG

Weatherseal

Multi-Plane

SSG

Weatherseal Multi-Plane

Trifab VG 451/451T

Front

Center

Back

Finishes
Permadonic Anodized finishes are available in Class I and Class II in
seven different colors.
Painted Finishes, including fluoropolymer that meet or exceed
AAMA 2605, are offered in many standard choices and an unlimited
number of specially-designed colors.
Solvent-free powder coatings add the “green” element with high
performance, durability and scratch resistance that meet the
standards of AAMA 2604.

PRODUCT SELECTION GUIDE

JUNE, 2014
EC 97911-060

TrifabTM VG 450
1-3/4" x 4-1/2"

2" x 4-1/2"
2" x 2-1/4" Veneer

Framing

Framing

Framing

Framing

Applications

Storefront
Ribbon Windows
Punched Openings

Storefront
Ribbon Windows
Punched Openings

Storefront
Ribbon Windows
Punched Openings

Storefront
Ribbon Windows
Punched Openings

Glass Plane Options

Center

Center
Front
Back
Multi-Plane

Front

Center
Front
Back
Multi-Plane

Infill Options

1/8", 1/4" & 3/8"

1/8", 1/4" & 3/8"

1/8", 1/4" & 3/8"

Up to 1-1/8"

Glazing Options

Inside Glazed
Outside Glazed

Inside Glazed
Outside Glazed

Inside Glazed
Outside Glazed

Inside Glazed
Outside Glazed

Thermal

No

No

No

No

SSG

No

Optional

Optional

Optional

Weatherseal

No

Optional

Optional

Optional

2 Color Option

No

No

No

Yes
with Front Stick

Integrated Entrance
Framing

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Windows
Integration

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

GLASSventTM
Integration

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Fabrication
Method

Screw Spline, Shear Block,
Stick

Screw Spline, Shear Block,
Stick, Type B

Stick

Screw Spline, Shear Block,
Stick, Type B

A 1-3/4" x 4" flush glazed
system for 1/4" glass. Designed
for quick installation on low
rise buildings. It offers design
economy with flexibility.

A 1-3/4" x 4-1/2" flush
glazed system for 1/4" glass.
VersaGlaze™ is engineered
for design and fabrication
versatility with variable
glass plane choices, SSG or
Weatherseal options and four
types of fabrication.

A 2" x 2-1/4" Veneer and
a 2" x 4-1/2" Captured, flush
glazed system for 1/4" glass
with SSG and Weatherseal
options. Designed for quick
installation on low to mid- rise
buildings.

A 2" x 4-1/2" flush glazed
system for 1" glass.
VersaGlaze™ is engineered
for design and fabrication
versatility with variable
glass plane choices, SSG or
Weatherseal options, and four
types of fabrication.

—

—

—

—

Catalog Section

1-3/4" x 4"

TrifabTM VG 451
2" x 4-1/2"

Typical
Detail

Product
Description

Hurricane Resistant
Tested

Performance
Test Standards

ASTM E283
ASTM E330
ASTM E331
AAMA 501

ASTM E283
ASTM E330
ASTM E331
AAMA 501

ASTM E283
ASTM E330
ASTM E331
AAMA 501

ADM004

ASTM E283, ASTM E330,
ASTM E331, ASTM E1425
AAMA 501
AAMA1801
AAMA 507
NFRC 100/200/500

kawneer.com

© Kawneer Company, Inc., 2014

TrifabTM VG 450 (2")

TrifabTM 400

Product

Laws and building and safety codes governing the design and use of glazed
entrance, window, and curtain wall products vary widely. Kawneer does not control
the selection of product configurations, operating hardware, or glazing materials,
and assumes no responsibility therefor.

FRAMING

Kawneer reserves the right to change configuration without prior notice when deemed
necessary for product improvement.

8

TRIFAB® VG 451/451T

MAY, 2012

Laws and building and safety codes governing the design and use of glazed
entrance, window, and curtain wall products vary widely. Kawneer does not control
the selection of product conﬁgurations, operating hardware, or glazing materials,
and assumes no responsibility therefor.

EC 97911-43

FEATURES

Features

s
s
s
s
s
s
s
s
s

Trifab® 6' 4 IS   DEEP WITH A  SIGHTLINE
&RONT #ENTER "ACK OR -ULTI 0LANE GLASS APPLICATIONS
&LUSH GLAZED FROM EITHER THE INSIDE OR OUTSIDE
3CREW 3PLINE 3HEAR "LOCK 3TICK OR 4YPE " FABRICATION
33'  7EATHERSEAL OPTION
)SOLOCK® LANCED AND DEBRIDGED THERMAL BREAK OPTION WITH 4RIFAB® 6' 4
)NlLL OPTIONS UP TO   THICKNESS
0ERMANODIC® ANODIZED lNISHES IN  CHOICES
0AINTED lNISHES IN STANDARD AND CUSTOM CHOICES

Optional Features

Product Applications

s 3TOREFRONT 2IBBON 7INDOW OR 0UNCHED /PENINGS
s 3INGLE SPAN
s )NTEGRATED ENTRANCE FRAMING ALLOWING +AWNEER STANDARD ENTRANCES OR OTHER
SPECIALTY ENTRANCES TO BE INCORPORATED
s +AWNEER 3EALAIR § WINDOWS OR ',!33VENT § ARE EASILY INCORPORATED
© Kawneer Company, Inc., 2012

Kawneer reserves the right to change conﬁguration without prior notice when deemed
necessary for product improvement.

s (IGH PERFORMANCE INTERLOCKING mASHING
s !COUSTICAL RATING PER !!-!  AND !34- % 
s 0ROJECT SPECIlC 5 FACTORS 3EE 4HERMAL #HARTS

&OR SPECIlC PRODUCT APPLICATIONS
#ONSULT YOUR +AWNEER REPRESENTATIVE

kawneer.com
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190, 350 and 500 Standard Entrances
Single Source
Packages
Generate Versatile
First Impressions

Garland Special Events Center, Garland, TX
Architect: HKS, Inc., Dallas, TX
Glazing Contractor: B & B Glass, Inc., Dallas, TX

Tough yet attractive, the clean lines of Kawneer’s Standard Entrances
are designed as a single-source package of door, door frame and
hardware that is easily adaptable to custom requirements.
Designed to complement new or remodel construction, modern or
traditional architecture, they are engineered, constructed and
tested to make good first impressions while withstanding the rigors
of constant use by occupants and visitors.

Performance
To resist both lever arm and torsion forces that constantly act on any
door, all three entrances feature welded corner construction with
Sigma deep penetration and fillet welds plus mechanical fastenings
at each corner – a total of 16 welds per door. Each door corner comes
with a Limited Lifetime Warranty, good for the life of the door under
normal use operation. It is transferable from building owner to owner
and is in addition to the standard two-year warranty covering material
and workmanship of each Kawneer Door.

1.

The 190 Narrow Stile Entrance
1. Thermoplastic elastomer
weatherstrip in bladestop of frame jambs,
header or transom bar.
2. Integral polymeric fin is
attached to adjustable
astragal creating an air
barrier between pairs
of doors.

2.

3.

4.

3. Optional surface-applied
bottom weatherstrip
with flexible blade
gasket. Extruded raised
lip on threshold to
provide a continuous
contact surface for
bottom weatherstrip.
4. Standard 1/4" beveled
glass stops sheet water
and dirt off without
leaving residue.
5. Available in all finishes
offered by Kawneer.

5.

• Is engineered for moderate traffic in applications
such as stores, offices and apartment buildings
• Vertical stile measures 2-1/8"; top rail 2-1/4"
and bottom rail 3-7/8"
• Results in a slim look that meets virtually all
construction requirements

The 350 Medium Stile Entrance
• Provides extra strength for applications
such as schools, institutions and other high
traffic applications
• Vertical stiles and top rails measure 3-1/2"
• Bottom rail measures 6-1/2" for extra durability

The 500 Wide Stile Entrance
• Creates a monumental visual statement for
applications such as banks, libraries and
public buildings
• Vertical stiles and top rail are 5"; bottom rail
measures 6-1/2"
• Results in superior strength for buildings
experiencing heavy traffic conditions

Economy

General

Kawneer’s Sealair® bulb neoprene weatherstripping forms a positive
seal around the door frame and provides a substantial reduction in air
infiltration, resulting in improved comfort and economies in heating
and cooling costs. The system is wear and temperature-resistant and
replaces conventional weathering. Bottom weatherstrip at the interior
contains a flexible blade gasket to meet and contact the threshold,
enhancing the air and water infiltration performance characteristics.

• Heights vary to 10'; widths range from approximately 3' to 4'
• Door frame face widths range to a maximum of 4", while depths
range to 6"
• Door operation is single or double-acting with maximum security
locks or Touch Bar Panics standard
• Architect's Classic one inch round, bent bar push/pull hardware
is available in various finishes and sizes
• Infills range from under 1/4" to more than 1"

For the Finishing Touch
Permanodic® Anodized finishes are available in Class I and Class II in
seven different colors.
Painted Finishes, including fluoropolymer that meet or exceed
AAMA 2605, are offered in many standard choices and an unlimited
number of specially-designed colors.

Sigma Fillet Welds
Top and Bottom
Steel Back-up
Plate

Solvent-free powder coatings add the “green” element with high
performance, durability and scratch resistance that meet the
standards of AAMA 2604.
Reinforcing
Channel

Kawneer Company, Inc.
Technology Park / Atlanta
555 Guthridge Court
Norcross, GA 30092
© Kawneer Company, Inc. 2012
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Sigma Deep
Penetration Plug Welds
Top and Bottom

Flushline Entrances
®

Improved Designs Meet Today’s
Challenges with Increased
Durability and Security

Converse Hall, James Madison University, Harrisonburg, VA
Architect: Moseley Harris & McLintock, Harrisonburg, VA
Glazing Contractor: Glass & Metals, Inc., Harrisonburg, VA

The sleek design of Kawneer’s Flushline® Entrances conceal the
strength to withstand being kicked by students, rammed by industrial
dollies or pounded by heavy human traffic. The natural choice for
schools and manufacturing facilities, single-acting Flushline® doors
offer multiple options, making them versatile enough to blend into
remodel projects or new construction wherever durability, security,
strong design aesthetics and a custom look are required.

Starting with Flushline’s exterior, engineers designed a flush
appearance with face sheets that are captured on four sides by
integral extruded reglets. Face sheets are available in a variety
of colors and textures and can be made from aluminum, acrylic
modified polyester (AMP) or fiberglass-reinforced polyester (FRP),
which is extremely tough and resists the scratching and denting that
can occur on metal skins.

Within the tough exterior, stiles and rails are joined with mitered corners,
positioned and secured with angle corner alignment blocks and 3/8"
diameter full-width galvanized steel tie rods running through integral
splines in the top and bottom rails. This construction method provides
both strength and flexibility designed to withstand years of wear and
abuse. All Flushline® door corners are backed by Kawneer’s Limited
Lifetime Warranty.
Additional inner strength derives from the poured-in-place
polyurethane core, which interlocks with the aluminum and creates an
extremely stable, durable entrance. The core is available in a 5 lb. (2.3
kg) density, which provides excellent impact resistance for abusive,
heavy traffic environments. In keeping with today’s environmental
concerns, the polyurethane core is a zero ozone depletion material
and meets GREENGUARD Environmental Institute (GEI) indoor air
quality certification standards. These non-HCFC characteristics make
Flushline® Entrances an environmentally responsible “green” product.
The vision lite design offers slim sightlines with a mechanical
fastening, which minimizes security concerns. Vision lites are available
in aluminum or gasket framing options with 1/4" (6.4) or 1" (25.4)
infills. The aluminum provides a flush appearance, while the gasket
achieves an architectural look through radial corners.
The Flushline® Entrance features 2-5/16" (58.7) top and bottom rails,
2-7/16" (61.9) vertical stiles, and internal hardware reinforcement
for secure hardware attachment. Door heights range from less
than 7' (2,134) to a maximum of 12' (3,658) and widths vary from
approximately 3' to 4' (914 to 1,219).
A variety of hardware is available, including the Paneline® concealed
rod exit device and Architect’s Classic push/pulls in numerous finishes.
Class 1 (0.7mil) anodized aluminum alloy stiles and rails
Internal hardware reinforcements

© Kawneer Company, Inc. 2011
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For the Finishing Touch
		
Face Sheets		
Aluminum		 FRP*
AMP**
Thickness

.062" (1.6)		 .120" (3.0)

Door Stiles
& Rails

.120" (3.0)

–

–
P
–
P		

–

–

–

–

–
P		
–		
P

–

–

–

–

Sandstone FRP
Texture

–		

P

–

–

Wood Grain
Simulation

–		

–

P

–

Sheet Patterns †
Embossed
Embossed
(Vertical Ribbed)
Plain (No Pattern)
Standard FRP
Texture

Mitered corner joints
secured by angle
alignment blocks

Finish Availability †
Clear Anodized
(Class I)

P		 –

–

P

Full-width 3/8"
galvanized steel
tie rods

Color Anodized
(Class I)

P		 –

–

P

Painted

–

P

Face sheets rabbeted
into integral reglets on
stiles and rails

FRP Color
Options

P		 –
–		
P

–

–

–		

P

–

Face sheet –
0.120" fiberglassreinforced polyester
face sheet shown

† Refer to architectural detail manual for specifics of panel options,
textures and finishes.

5 lb. per cubic foot poured-in-place urethane core

Kawneer Company, Inc.
Technology Park / Atlanta
555 Guthridge Court
Norcross, GA 30092

Eagle Point Elementary School, DeForest, WI
Architect: Foth & Van Dyke, Green Bay, WI
Glazing Contractor: Lake City Glass & Paint, Madison, WI

Wood Grain
Color

–

* FRP = fiberglass-reinforced polyester
** AMP = acrylic modified polyester
Note: Numbers in parentheses ( ) are millimeters unless otherwise noted.

LOUVER TYPE

K6744
DRAINABLE LOUVER
Visible Mullion Louver Type .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . K6744
Recessed Mullion Louver Type .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . CB6744
Material . .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . Extruded Aluminum (Alloy 6063-T5)
Stationary Blade .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 0.081 in. (2.06 mm)
Frame .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 0.081 in. (2.06 mm)
Louver Depth .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 4 in. (101.6 mm)
Blade Angle .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 35˚
Free Area – 4 ft. x 4 ft. Unit . .  .  .  .  .  .  . 8.92 sq. ft. (0.83 sq m)
Percent Free Area .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 55.8%
Free Area Velocity at Beginning
Point of Water Penetration –
0.01 oz H2O/sq. ft. Free Area.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 989 fpm (5.02 m/s)
Air Volume Flow Rate at
Beginning Point of Water
Penetration – 4 ft. x 4 ft. Unit .  .  .  .  .  . 8,822 cfm (4.164 m3/s)
Pressure Drop at Beginning
Point of Water Penetration . .  .  .  .  .  . 0.16 in. H2O (0.040 kPa)

RECOMMENDED SPECIFICATION
GENERAL
Furnish and install where indicated on plans or described in schedules drainable
Louver Type K6744 (or CB6744) as designed and manufactured by The Airolite
Company LLC, Schofield, Wisconsin. Louvers shall be furnished with bird
screen, insect screen, supports, installation hardware and finishes as specified
and as required for a complete installation.

OPTIONAL WELDED ASSEMBLY
Join stationary blade, head, sill and jamb frames with fillet welds concealed
from view, unless the size of the louver makes screwed connections between
louver sections necessary. Louver blades shall be joined to each jamb frame
with fillet welds produced with the Pulsed Gas Metal Arc Welding (GMAW/
Mig) process.

SUBMITTALS
Manufacturer shall submit shop drawings incorporating key plans, elevations,
sections and details showing profiles, angles and spacing of louver blades
and frames; unit dimensions related to wall openings and construction; and,
anchorage details and locations. Provide samples of manufacturer’s finish and
color charts showing the full range of colors available. For each type of product specified, submit free area, air performance and water penetration ratings
determined in accordance with AMCA Standard 500-L and licensed under the
AMCA Certified Ratings Program.

STRUCTURAL DESIGN CRITERIA
Manufacturer shall design and furnish all supports required to withstand a
wind force of not less than 25 pounds per square foot. Louvers 120-inches wide
x 84-inches high or 84-inches wide x 120-inches high will be fabricated and
installed in multiple sections. Louver blades, frames, mullions and anchorages
shall be demonstrated to withstand the specified wind design load.

PRODUCTS
Louvers shall be drainable Louver Type K6744 with visible vertical mullions
(or Louver Type CB6744 with concealed vertical mullions). Louvers shall be
4-inches (101.6 mm) deep and assembled entirely from extruded aluminum
components. Blades and frames shall be 0.081-inch (2.0 mm) thick extruded
aluminum, alloy 6063-T5. Blades shall be stationary, incorporate drainable
gutters, and be spaced 3-1/4-inches (82.5 mm) on center. Jamb frames shall
incorporate drainable gutters to ensure resistance to water penetration.

PERFORMANCE RATINGS
FREE AREA:
8.92 Square Feet (0.83 m2)
MINIMUM FREE AREA VELOCITY
at Beginning Point of Water Penetration:
989 fpm (5.02 m/s)
MINIMUM AIR VOLUME FLOW RATE
at Beginning Point of Water Penetration: 8,822 cfm (4.164 m3/s)
MAXIMUM STATIC PRESSURE
at Beginning Point of Water Penetration: 0.16 in. H2O (0.040 kPa)
See page 4 for complete finish options

LOUVER TYPE K6744 PRODUCT DESCRIPTION & DETAILS
AIROLITE LOUVER TYPE K6744 is a 4-inch (101.6 mm) deep drainable louver designed to achieve high volume
air flow and superior resistance to water penetration. Drainable louvers are characterized by gutters incorporated at the front
edge of each blade to prevent water droplets from cascading from blade-to-blade and becoming entrained in the intake air
flow. Vertical gutters located in the jamb frames carry the water to the sill frame where it exits from the louver assembly
between the sill frame and bottom blade. Drainable louvers generally outperform conventional architectural blade louvers
and provide enhanced resistance to water penetration. Specify Louver Type K6744 with visible vertical mullions; and, Louver
Type CB6744 with concealed vertical mullions. Airolite Louver Type K6744 is a highly efficient louver with AMCA Licensed
air performance and water penetration ratings that enable designers to select and specify this product with confidence. Please
contact your local Airolite representative or the factory for assistance with the layout and design of support systems when
required.

VERTICAL SECTION DETAIL

PLAN SECTION DETAIL

ACCESSORY ITEMS

Minimum Section Size:
12 in. (30 cm) W x 12 in. (30 cm) H
Maximum Section Size:
120 in. (305 cm) W x 120 in. (305 cm) H

*one dimension cannot exceed 84 in.

LOUVER TYPE K6744 PERFORMANCE RATINGS
FREE AREA CHART - in square feet
Louver
Height
Inches

Louver Width in Inches
36

48

54

66

72

84

90

102

108

120

9

0.20 0.33 0.60

0.73

0.99

1.09

1.36

1.49

1.75

1.89

2.15

2.28

2.55

12

0.31 0.51 0.92

1.13

1.54

1.69

2.10

2.31

2.72

2.92

3.33

3.53

3.94

18

0.54 0.90 1.63

1.99

2.71

2.99

3.71

4.07

4.80

5.16

5.88

6.24

6.97

24

0.78 1.30 2.34

2.86

3.90

4.29

5.33

5.85

6.89

7.41

8.45

8.97

10.01

30

1.02 1.70 3.06

3.74

5.10

5.61

6.98

7.66

9.02

9.70

11.06 11.74 13.10

36

1.26 2.10 3.78

4.62

6.30

6.93

8.61

9.45

11.13 11.97 13.65 14.49 16.17

42

1.51 2.51 4.52

5.52

7.53

8.29

10.29 11.30 13.31 14.31 16.32 17.32 19.33

48

1.78 2.97 5.35

6.54

8.92

9.81

12.19 13.38 15.76 16.95 19.33 20.52 22.89

54

2.01 3.35 6.03

7.37 10.05 11.06 13.74 15.08 17.76 19.10 21.78 23.12 25.80

60

2.25 3.74 6.74

8.24 11.23 12.36 15.35 16.85 19.84 21.34 24.34 25.83 28.83

66

2.48 4.14 7.45

9.11 12.42 13.67 16.98 18.64 21.95 23.61 26.92 28.58 31.89

72

2.73 4.54 8.18 10.00 13.63 15.00 18.63 20.45 24.08 25.90 29.54 31.35 34.99

78

2.97 4.94 8.90 10.87 14.83 16.31 20.27 22.24 26.20 28.18 32.13 34.11 38.06

84

3.23 5.38 9.68 11.83 16.14 17.75 22.05 24.20 28.51 30.66 34.96 37.11 41.41

90

3.48 5.80 10.43 12.75 17.39 19.13 23.77 26.09 30.72

96

3.71 6.19 11.14 13.62 18.57 20.42 25.38 27.85 32.80

102

3.95 6.58 11.85 14.49 19.75 21.73 27.00 29.63 34.90

108

4.19 6.99 12.57 15.37 20.96 23.05 28.64 31.44 37.02

114

4.43 7.38 13.29 16.25 22.15 24.37 30.28 33.23 39.14

120

4.68 7.80 14.03 17.15 23.39 25.72 31.96 35.08 41.31

12

18

30

The Airolite Company, LLC certifies
that Louver Type K6744 shown
herein is licensed to bear the
AMCA seal. The ratings shown
are based on tests and procedures
performed in accordance with
AMCA Publication 511 and
comply with the requirements
of the AMCA Certified Ratings Program. The
AMCA Certified Ratings Seal applies only to Air
Performance and Water Penetration ratings.

AIRFLOW RESISTANCE

WATER PENETRATION

Louver Type K6744 resistance to airflow is shown
with louver blades fully open. Resistance (pressure
drop) varies depending on louver application (air
intake or air exhaust). Free area velocities (shown)
are higher than average velocity through the
overall louver size. (Test Figure 5.5)

The AMCA Water Penetration Test provides a method for comparing various
louver models and designs as to their efficiency in resisting the penetration of
rainfall under specific laboratory test conditions. The point of zero water penetration is defined as that velocity where the water penetration curve projects
through .01 oz. of water (penetration) per sq. ft. of louver free area. *The
beginning point of water penetration for Louver Type K6744 is 989
fpm free area velocity. These performance ratings do not guarantee a
louver to be weatherproof or stormproof and should be used in combination
with other factors including good engineering judgement in selecting louvers.

(Standard Air - .075 lb./ft.3)

(Standard Air - .075 lb./ft.3)

LOUVER TYPE K6744
METHOD OF INSTALLATION & ACCESSORY OPTIONS

FINISHES (Select one of the following)
ACRYLIC ENAMEL: Louvers shall be cleaned, pretreated and Finished with an oven-cured thermosetting acrylic enamel finish
that meets or exceeds the performance requirements of AAMA 2603, “Voluntary Specification Performance Requirements and Test
Procedures for Pigmented Organic Coatings.”
2-COAT FLUOROPOLYMER: Louvers shall be cleaned, pretreated and Finshed with an inhibitive primer and oven-cured Kynar 500® /
Hylar 5000® resin coating with minimum 1.2 mils dry-film coating thickness that meets or exceeds the performance requirements of
AAMA 2605, “Voluntary Specification, Performance Requirements and Test Procedures for Superior Performance Organic Coatings on
Aluminum Extrusions and Panels.”
3-COAT FLUOROPOLYMER: Louvers shall be cleaned, pretreated and Finished with an inhibitive primer and oven-cured Kynar 500®
/ Hylar 5000® resin coating with minimum 2.0 mils dry-film coating thickness that meets or exceeds the performance requirements of
AAMA 2605, “Voluntary Specification, Performance Requirements and Test Procedures for Superior Performance Organic Coatings on
Aluminum Extrusions and Panels.”
CLEAR ANODIZE: Louvers shall be Finished with a Class I clear anodized coating (AA-M10C22A41) that complies with the
performance requirements of AAMA Specification 611-98, “Voluntary Specification for Anodized Architectural Aluminum.”
COLOR ANODIZE: Louvers shall be Finished with a Class I electrolytically color anodized coating (AA-M10C22A42/44) that complies
with the performance requirements of AAMA Specification 611-98, “Voluntary Specification for Anodized Architectural Aluminum.”
Color shall be (select one): Champagne, Light Bronze, Medium Bronze, Dark Bronze, Extra Dark Bronze or Black Anodize.

Submittal K6744 September 2014, Revision 1
Copyright ©2014 The Airolite Company, LLC
The Airolite Company, LLC reserves the right
to make product changes.

AGENDA ITEM 4B
DESIGN REVIEW
702 N I STREET (NORTH SLOPE HISTORIC DISTRICT)

702 N I Street

Window “B”

Window “C”

702 N I Street

702 N I Street

Window “C”

702 N I Street
Window “D”

AGENDA ITEM 4C
DESIGN REVIEW
1948 PACIFIC AVENUE (UNION DEPOT/WAREHOUSE HISTORIC
DISTRICT)

AGENDA ITEM 5A
BOARD BRIEFINGS – ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE
1415 N 5TH STREET (NORTH SLOPE HISTORIC DISTRICT)

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
Page 2 of 7

PART 2: INFORMATION FOR APPLICANTS
*NEW* FEE SCHEDULE
New Fee Schedule for 2013
On December 18, 2012 City Council approved a new general services fee schedule that includes new fees for design review and
demolition review of historic buildings (Res. No. 38588). The new fees are as follows:

Estimated project cost (determined by applicant)
$0 – 5000
Each additional $1000

Application Fee
$175
$25

Maximum fee

$500

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 Permit Intake Center of Planning and Development
Services. 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. Submit it to the Historic Preservation Office with the APPLICATION FEE. The Landmarks Commission
nd
th
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:
Permit Intake Center
City of Tacoma, Planning and Development
Services Department
rd
747 Market Street, 3 Floor
253-591-5030

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Application for Design Review
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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 proposed project includes a new garage with a roof deck that will connect the second floor of the existing house with
the second floor of the new garage. The garage will contain approximately 1,613 SF on the main floor. This area will be
used for both vehicle parking and shop area. The garage will have three overhead doors in the following sizes, 8090,
9090 and 16090. The upper floor of the new garage will contain approximately 829 SF. The second floor will be used as a
game room. There will be access via a pair of French doors to the roof deck.
The garage will use two roof slopes, 6:12 and 8:12 pitch. The 8:12 roof slope will be used on the upper story roof lines
and this matches the roof slopes on the existing house. The 6:12 will be used on the single story portion of the garage and
the three small dormers.
All of the exterior materials for the garage will match what is currently on the existing house. The existing house has wood
lap siding over the majority of the home with wood shingles on the dormers. There are also wood quoins that will be
matched and used on the corners of the garage to mimic the house. Several columns will be used to support the roof deck
and also a covered area off of the Game Room. These columns will match the existing columns that are on the front of the
existing house. Window trim will be built in a similar style to match the existing house.
The painting of the garage will also match the colors that are on the existing house both in the trim and field colors.
The new roof deck will connect to the existing house on the West side. Currently there is an unfinished covered entry. The
project will remove it and rebuild it into the new Roof Deck.

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’):
38' x 54'-6" in 'L' shape
Overall height and pitch of roof (for
new buildings):
28'-3" Ridge height. Two roof pitches will be used, 8:12 and 6:12
Exterior cladding material(s):
Window types and materials:
Door types and materials:

Wood lap siding and wood shingle siding to match existing house
Wood Clad windows to match existing house
Wood doors will be used

Window trim (attach drawings, catalog sheets, etc. if necessary):
To match existing house. See dwgs.

Roof Material:

Architectural roofing to match existing 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
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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
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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.
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