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LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 

Tuesday, September 16, 2008 at  1:00 p.m. 
MEETING LOCATION – 201 W. COLFAX, RM. 1.D.1 

 
Members Present: 

 
                   

                  Absent: 

Co-chair Carla McConnell,  Barbara Gibson, , James Bershof,  , Christopher Meza,  
 and Edward Shalkey  
 
Chair Dennis Humphries, Ronald Roybal, and Stephen Leonard 
 

Staff Present: Steve Oliver, Greg Savage, Fran Mishler, Kerry Buckey, (City Attorney, ) Judy Blake, 
and Savannah Jameson 
 

Chair called meeting to order at 1:10 p.m.  
I. Review And Approval of Minutes         

 
 

 A. 
 

Minutes for July 15, 2008 
 
Motion by:  B. Gibson, for the minutes of July 15, 2008 meeting, I move that we approve. 
Second by:  E. Shalkey 
Vote:           Unanimous in favor, motion carries. 
   

II. Design Review 
1. 251-08 2335 Hooker St.   

Staff Presentation   
G. Savage – This project is a proposal to replace windows.  This house was built in 1896 and is a 
contributing structure.  The owner has completed a window assessment sheet which shows that the 
windows are in good condition except for the operating mechanisms.  . 
 
Applicant’s Presentation 
Chris Stocker, homeowner and applicant – All of these windows need work and they all have lead paint.   
At least half of them will not even open.   
 
Kimberly Rosso, President of New Vision Corporation, an  Abatement Company -  We remediate the lead 
base paint in a home.  Our company was called because of the presence of lead paint. The dust gets in the 
air, and we can’t work on these windows as it would release the lead when they are moved up and down. 
They need to be removed completely.  Once the inspection report is issued, showing that it is a hazard, then 
it becomes a health department issue.  Some windows are up to a 10 on a 1 to 10 scale, being dangerous. 
 
Board Discussion 

• Discussion about the type of windows homeowner would like to replace with.  There has 
not been a presentation to staff of a replacement type to date. 

• Health issue is a concern. 
• Vinyl windows are not allowed. 
• Replacement with an in-kind window, should be a wood, double glazed, and double hung. 
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Motion by: J. Bershof, for Project 251-08, 2335 Hooker St., I move that due to the presence  
                     of  lead paint in significant quantities and due to deterioration of the windows that we  
                     allow window replacement for those that are requested. And that the product being  
                     used as in-kind replacement be brought back to staff for approval.  They are to be a  
                     double hung, wood window, could be a clad, double hung wood window, and that the  
                     proportions of the frame and the sash are replicative of the original windows, and that  
                     the depth of that the new windows will sit into the wall also is replicative of the current  
                     condition in the house.   The change to double glazing would be acceptable. 
Second by:  E. Shalkey 
Vote:           Unanimous in favor, motion carries. 
 

2.  Project 293-08 3122 Osceola Residence  
 
Steve Oliver requested a Public Hearing to be scheduled for October 7, 2008 at 1:15 p.m.   
 

3.  Project 294-08 450 Westwood Dr.   
Staff Report 
G. Savage – This structure was built in 1942, and the Period of Significance is 1902 to 1945. This project  
is to remodel the current 3-car garage into a great room including removal of the two bedrooms above the 
garage to create a two-story space.  Build a two-story addition to the west for a 3-car garage and two bed-room  
suites above. This remodeling will involve modifications to existing window size and layout. Add a swimming 
pool at the northeast corner of the site and replace the north and east wood perimeter fences with masonry.   
The issue is to determine contributing versus contributing status.  This project will go to the BOA for the 
setback and the bulk plane.  We need some window changes clarification.   
 
Applicant’s presentation     
Jerry and Coleen Jenson, property owners. 
Pat Cashen, AIA – This is more that ½ acre and has three fronts.  We tried to minimize the encroachments. 
We have shown the design to the immediate neighbors who were generally positive about the initial 
sketches, but were of course holding final judgment until we go to the BOA.  There are plans for a pool in 
the NE corner, below grade, and there are no bulk plane concerns. 
 
Board Discussion 

• Concerns regarding the modification to the height of the second floor. 
• Pleased about the kind of fence as it is a friendly type and encouraged it to be used more. 
• Concerns of having the garage doors close to Hawthorne St.. 
• Issues with the two windows, suggests a re-study of this. 

 
Motion by:  E. Shalkey, Project 294-08, 450 Westwood Dr., I move to approve this project as 
        submitted, with a restudy on the great room windows of the north façade based on  
        the guidelines mentioned in the Staff Report and with the restudy to come back 
        to staff. 
Second by:  B. Gibson 
Vote:           Unanimous in favor, motion carries.                       

  
III. Applications for State Income Tax Credit  

 
Motion by: J. Bershof, for the Tax credit applications on the September 16, 2008 agenda, I move to  
                     approve them. 
Second by:  E. Shalkey 
Vote:           Unanimous in favor, motion carries. 
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IV. Other Business 
F. Mishler - Our staff did the survey of all these buildings.  Thirty three buildings do qualify, ten do not, 
three based on condition and seven based on DURA obligations.  Neglect of maintenance is the reasons the 
buildings do not qualify.   I am asking for your approval on this list.  The tax credit is an ordinance and is 
known by all of the owners of the Downtown Historic District.  This is an annual process. 
 
Motion by: E. Shalkey, the motion is that the Landmark preservation Commission agrees to  
                     certify the buildings on the Tax Rebate list which is included in the Staff Report. 
Second by:  J. Bershof 
Vote:           Unanimous in favor, motion carries. 
                     
 

  
        Respectfully submitted,  
 
        Judy Blake 


