CITY OF ALLENTOWN

30862 RESOLUTION R92 - 2024

Introduced by the Administration on June 5, 2024

Certificate of Appropriateness for work in the Historic Districts:

e 519 Liberty St. o 245N 11t St.
301 N 10t St. o 421 N Church St
917 W. Chew St. e 1413 Linden St.

Resolved by the Council of the City of Allentown, That

WHEREAS, Certificates of Appropriateness are required under the provisions of the Act of the
General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania No. 167, June 13, 1961 (P.L. 282) and City of
Allentown Ordinance No. 12314; and

WHEREAS, the following properties whose respective owners applied for and were granted
approval by the Allentown Historic Architectural Review Board (HARB) to undertake specific exterior
alterations on said properties as indicated in the attached Final Review Reports, which form part of this
resolution:

e 519 Liberty St. (Rudy Jiminian, o 245N 11t St. (Pennstar Reality
Owner) — Chimney repair; repoint and Group, LLC, Owners) - Roof
replace missing bricks. replacement; install asphalt shingles.

e 301N 10t St. (Julio Blanco, Owners) e 421 N Church St. (Charlie
— Repair siding and broken windows. Villavicencio, Owner) — Roof

replacement; install asphalt shingles.
o 917 W. chew St. (Frank Ingrassia,
Owners) — Remove slate shingles; e 1413 Linden St. (Alicia Moyer, Owner)
install asphalt shingles. — Porch roof replacement & bay
window roof repair.

WHEREAS, on May 6, 2024, the Allentown HARB recommended approval of the above

applications, or offered modifications which were subsequently accepted by the property owners, fo City
Council; and

WHEREAS, after reviewing the attached final review reports, it is the opinion of City Council that
the proposed work is appropriate.



Yea | Nay

Candida Affa
Ce-Ce Gerlach

Daryl Hendricks

Santo Napoli

Natalie Santos
Ed Zucal

Cynthia Y. Mota,
President

TOTAL 7 |0

XX X X x| X X

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, That the above copy of Resolution No. 30862 was adopted by the City
Council of Allentown on the 5t day of June, 2024, and is on file in the City Clerk's Office.

Wee® 3 \\osy

City Clerk
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HDC-2024-00029

Address: 519 Liberty Street

District: Old Fairgrounds Historic District
Owner: Rudy R Jiminian

Applicant: Rudy R Jiminian

Proposal: Chimney Repair

Building Description: This 3-story brick row house, ca 1892 is a porch house. The gable roof has asphalt shingles, a
shared chimney, projecting eaves and a single dormer. The windows are 1/1 double hung sash with brick lintels and the
dormer window has 10/2 with a Queen Anne-stained glass upper sash with stained glass inlays. The windows have
ornamental frames, and the basement windows have grilles. The main entry is a single door with a closed transom and a
grocer’s alley door. The front porch is wood with a wooden balustrade railing.

Project Description:
This application proposes to repoint and replace missing bricks at the chimney.

Current Chimney (Applicant) Current Chimney (Applicant)

Current Chimney (Applicant)
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Applicable Guidelines:

Section 3.1 — Roof Features: Chimneys

3.1.22 Repair and restore historic chimneys. Repoint mortar joints with a compatible and historically appropriate mortar
that matches the original in composition, strength, hardness, and color.

3.1.23 Rebuild chimneys if necessary to address structural concerns. Dissemble the masonry, carefully salvage and store
the masonry units, and rebuild to the original profile and dimensions.

3.1.24 Repair and restore existing stucco or cementitious coatings to protect the masonry underneath. Although removal
of coatings may be desirable to restore the appearance of the chimney, removal is likely to be costly and potentially
harmful to the brick because the coating has adhered to the surface. The brick may be in such a deteriorated state that it
cannot be repaired which will require face brick replacement or reconstruction of the chimney.

3.1.25 Retain and repair historic masonry chimney caps and terra cotta chimney pots. Replace in-kind if repair is
infeasible. Replacement with a low-profile copper chimney cap may also be appropriate.

3.1.26 Avoid shortening or removing chimneys. Altering a chimney can detract from the roof appearance and the overall
architectural style. Chimneys that are no longer operable should be capped and retained in place, regardless of any interior
alterations.

3.1.27 Avoid adding new stucco or cementitious coatings to historically exposed brick masonry.

Section 3.3 — Masonry

3.3.2 Repair and restore brick masonry whenever possible. Attempt to repair deteriorated or damaged areas prior to
replacement. Appropriate repairs include repointing (repairing mortar j oints), crack repair, brick stitching, and select area
replacement. Avoid removing excess material or a larger area than is required to complete the repair. New bricks should
match the existing in color, profile, dimension, surface texture, and composition and physical properties.

3.3.3 Repair and restore existing stone masonry. Attempt to repair deteriorated or damaged areas prior to replacement.
Appropriate repairs include repointing, crack repair, Dutchman repairs (in-kind localized patching) , and patching with

compatible compounds. New masonry unit should match the existing in type of stone, color, profile, dimensions, and
surface texture.

3.3.4 Repoint brick and stone masonry with a compatible and historically appropriate mortar that matches the original in
composition, strength, hardness, and texture. Match new mortar joints to surrounding areas in in width, tooling profile,
and color. Cut back and repoint mortar joints using hand tools only; mechanical grinders and similar power tools are not
recommended as they can lead to excessive damage.

3.3.5 Replace or rebuild exterior masonry walls or features with in-kind materials if repair is not feasible. Replacement
masonry units should match the existing in color, profile, dimension, surface texture, and composition and physical
properties. Replicate the existing brick bond (how the bricks are laid).

3.3.6 Preserve and restore decorative masonry elements that are important character-defining features, such as brick
corbels and patterned brick courses. Avoid altering, concealing or covering, or removing decorative masonry.

3.3.7 Avoid painting, sealing, or coating historically unpainted brick masonry. Adding exterior coatings can trap moisture
and cause deterioration of masonry walls. It also detracts from a building’s architectural character.

3.3.8 For existing painted or coated exterior walls, maintain and repair the painted surface rather than attempt removal.
Removal is not recommended due to the likelihood of damaging the masonry substrate. Avoid removing paint or coatings
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that are firmly adhered to the masonry. Consider removal of non-historic coatings only if they are demonstrated to be
causing or exacerbating other types of deterioration.

Observations & Comments: Repairing the chimney is appropriate per the design guidelines. Areas where the chimney
requires rebuilding should match the existing bonding pattern of the chimney and the replacement units should match the
color, profile, dimension, surface texture, and composition of the existing bricks. The mortar used should be compatible
with the brick units and match the original in composition, strength, hardness, color, and texture, and should be tooled
with the same profile as the original.

Staff Recommendation: It is recommended to approve this application with conditions:
¢ The chimney is rebuilt to the original profile and dimensions, utilizing the existing bonding patterns.
e The replacement brick masonry units match the existing in color, profile, dimension, surface texture, and
composition and physical properties.
¢ Mortar used for repointing matches the original in composition, strength, hardness, and color. It should be tooled
with the same profile as the original.

Draft Motions:

Discussion: It was questioned why this was not a staff approval; but staff noted there are still questions about the staff
approval process. HARB members were in agreement with the staff recommendation. The applicant noted that this is a
safety issue, and the chimney is missing the hood, but the chimney does have a flue. Ms. Stuck noted the guidelines have
guidance on chimney caps that are appropriate.

Action: Mr. Huber made a motion to approve, with conditions, the application presented on May 6, 2024, for the chimney
repair at 519 Liberty Street with the following conditions agreed to by the applicant following sections of the Guidelines
for Historic Districts: Chapter 3, Section 3.1 — Roof Features: Chimneys and Section 3.3 — Masonry and find that there are
no circumstances unique to the property:

¢ The chimney is rebuilt to the original profile and dimensions, utilizing the existing bonding patterns.

¢  The replacement brick masonry units match the existing in color, profile, dimension, surface texture, and
composition and physical properties.

® Mortar used for repointing matches the original in composition, strength, hardness, and color. It should be tooled
with the same profile as the original.

Mr. Hart seconded the motion, which carried with unanimous support.
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HDC-2024-00031

Address: 301 N 10t Street

District: Old Allentown Historic District
Owner: Julio Blanco

Applicant: Julio Blanco

Proposal: Replace siding

Building Description: This 2’2-story brick end of row house, ca 1885 is Federal/Victorian with Italianate influences. The
gable roof has a single dormer, projecting eaves, bracketed cornice, a scrollwork on the frieze, a single chimney with drip
ledges and slate shingles. The dormer window has an aluminum awning. There are 1/1 sash windows, the lintels have
been removed but it is possible to see the marks where the eyebrow lintels had been.

The main entry is a single modern door, has 3 small windows, with 4 transom and projecting moldings as well as an
aluminum awning. Here also the mark from the lintel that was removed is visible. There is a concrete stoop and steps with

wrought iron railing. The foundation is marble and displays 2 basement window grilles. There is a wood fence in the
back/side yard.

Project Description:

This application proposes to replace the siding on the rear side of the property.

3 ft. x 165 ft. HomeWrap Home / Building Materials / Siding / Vinyl S
Housewrap (495 Sq.Ft)

e e 109 VvV
Double 4.5 in. x 145 in. White Dutch
Lap Vinyl Siding
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Applicable Guidelines:

Section 3.2 — Wood Siding & Trim

3.2.4 Repair and restore wood siding, cladding, and trim whenever possible. Preserve wood features such as cornices,
brackets, window and door moldings, and bay windows. Trim work is an essential part of a building’s archltectur‘al
character. Unique features of a building should be preserved. Repair historic wood features by patching, piecing-in or
Dutchman repairs, consolidating or otherwise reinforcing the wood using recognized preservation methods. Repair may
also include limited replacement in-kind of extensively deteriorated or missing parts of wood features.

3.2.5 Replace deteriorated materials in-kind if repair is infeasible. New materials should replicate the original as closely as
possible in material composition, size, profile, shape, pattern, and appearance. If historic wood siding or trim was an
identifiable or visually distinctive species, it is recommended that the same species be used for the replacement.

3.2.6 Avoid installation of aluminum, vinyl, or synthetic materials that were unavailable when a building was constructed.
Aluminum, vinyl, fiber-cement, or other synthetic cladding are not appropriate for historic properties because of their
visual impact and because their installation can cause other deterioration problems. It is not appropriate to cap or cover
existing wood with these types of materials. It is not appropriate to remove original wood cladding or trim features and
replace them with aluminum, vinyl, fiber-cement, or synthetic materials.

3.2.7 Consider removal of existing aluminum, vinyl, or synthetic cladding over building features. Historic materials
sometimes remain intact below this type of cladding and can be restored. In-kind replacement of existing non-historic
siding that was in place before the historic district was designated may be allowed in some cases. Consult with Staff and
HARB during early project planning stages. Provide photographs or documentation of existing conditions and wall
materials below non-historic siding to help determine the appropriate treatment.

3.2.8 Inspect painted wood thoroughly to determine whether repainting is necessary or if cleaning is all that is required.

3.2.9 Remove peeling, flaking, or failing paint to the next sound layer of paint using the gentlest methods possible to
protect the integrity of the historic wood surface. Acceptable methods for paint removal include hand-scraping and hand-
sanding, and when necessary, mild chemical strippers or gentle micro-abrasion methods. Sand blasting, high pressure
power washing, and mechanical grinders should not be used to remove paint from any surface. Evaluate the condition of

the wood surface (also referred to as the substrate) and address any moisture infiltration and deterioration issues before
priming and repainting.

3.2.10 Paint once the surface is clean and dry. Use a paint type that will adhere properly to the wood surface, such as oil-

based paint. Marine grade paints are also recommended because they perform well over longer periods of time in wet
climates.

3.2.11 Recommendation Only: Repaint with the existing colors, appropriate to the building’s period of significance, and
compatible with the historic character of the district. Paint color is not reviewed by HARB but it is recommended to select
colors sensitive to the historic surroundings.

Observations & Comments: It is not clear based on the application the extent of the siding replacement; whether it is the
entire rear portions with siding or just areas of damage. It appears there has been fire damage in the rearmost addition and
the existing metal siding, which was previously installed to cover existing wood siding has been pulled away. Based on
the photographs, it does appear that the existing wood siding remains beneath the metal siding and is largely intact.
Replacing siding with a vinyl siding is not historically appropriate per the guidelines. It may be acceptable to replace the
metal siding with an in-kind replacement, but per Section 3.2.7, the recommended approach would be removing the
existing metal siding that is covering the original wood siding and repairing and repainting the extant wood siding.

Staff Recommendation: It is recommended to deny the application.




Allentown Historical Architectural Review Board
COA Preliminary Review Sheet

Discussion; The applicant noted that he did not know about the requirement to use the existing material. It was noted that
the fire damaged the existing aluminum siding. Discussion was had as to if aluminum siding to match the existing was
available to purchase. Two options were discussed: replace the damaged/missing siding with metal siding or remove the
metal siding and repair/paint the wood siding beneath. It was noted that the window glazing was also damaged during the
fire damage and the frames still remain. The applicant also asked what should be done with the roof, which is currently
covered with blue plastic. The roof was not included in this application, but the work can be a staff approval at a later date
since it is a flat roof and will be replaced like for like.

Action: Mr. Huber made a motion to approve, with conditions, the application presented on May 6, 2024, for the
replacement of siding at 301 N 10" Street with the following conditions agreed to by the application following sections of
the Guidelines for Historic Districts: Chapter 3, Section 3.2 — Wood Siding & Trim and find that there are no
circumstances unique to the property:

e Repair wood siding and paint.

e Repair broken windows (replace glass) and paint.

Mr. Hart seconded the motion, which carried with unanimous support.
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HDC-2024-00033

Address: 917 W Chew Street

District: Old Allentown Historic District

Owner: Frank Ingrassia

Applicant: Michael Wiener, Symmetry Construction Enterprises
Proposal: Roof Replacement

Building Description: This 24-story painted brick house, ca 1871 is a composite of Federal/Victorian with Italianate
influences. The gable roof has asphalt shingles, one dormer with a 2/2 sash window and a dentilated cornice. There is a
single chimney with drip ledges.

The windows on the 1% and 2™ floor are 1/1 sash with aluminum storm windows. On the 2 floor the window openings
are topped by Italianate style lintels. There are two basement window grilles visible.

The house has a single glazed door with a concrete porch. There is a wooden yoked Allentown porch roof covering the
width of the porch. There is a rear entry to the house and a shared grocer’s alley without a door.

The Allentown Porch roof profile is concave, with decorative wood brackets, scroll-sawn ends and asphalt shingles. This
roof is one of five in the row.

Project Description:
This application proposes to remove the old shingles from the roof and replace with new architectural shingles.

Current Roof (Applicant) Current Roof (Applicant)



Historical Architectural Review Board
COA Preliminary Review Sheet

Current Roof (Applicant)

Applicable Guidelines:

Section 3.1 — Roofs

3.1.3 Repair and restore original and historic roofing materials whenever possible. Evaluate the condition and cost of

repair of original materials before removing and replacing them. Targeted areas of repair or localized in-kind replacement
may be the most effective and low-cost solution.

3.1.4 Repair and replace deteriorated flashing or fasteners with materials that are compatible with the roofing material.
Roof problems are often caused by failure of these components rather than the historic roofing material.

3.1.5 Preserve architectural features that give the roof its unique and building-specific character—such as dormers, turrets

chimneys, cornices, rolled ridge flashing, cresting, and finials. Repair and restore features; replace in-kind only when
necessary.

>

3.1.6 Replace historic roofing materials in-kind whenever possible if severe deterioration makes a full replacement

necessary. Replacement material should match the original in material, dimension, shape, profile, color, pattern, exposure,
and overall appearance.

3.1.7 If in-kind replacement is not feasible, replace historic roofing materials with alternate materials that resemble the

original as closely as possible. Roof replacement should be sensitive to the original appearance. Replacement materials
should match roof slopes or shape.

3.1.8 Replace non-historic roofing materials in-kind or with recommended alternates. If the original material is
documented, restoration of the original material is also an appropriate option but is not required. Original roofs may have
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been replaced long ago, yet asphalt shingles and similar alterations are still considered impacts to 'Fh? pvgrall appearance.
Replacement materials should match the existing in color, pattern, shape, and profile. Greater flexibility is possible with
non-historic roofing and using durable high-quality replacements is recommended.

3.1.9 Consider roof ventilation alternatives carefully. Ventilation options are approved on a case-by-case basis and can
include ridge vents, louvered vents, or soffit vents. Proper ventilation may extend the life of a roofing system, but in some
cases it can lead to condensation problems with long-term effects on the roofing materials and structural components.
Refer to Chapter 3.8 Mechanical and Utility Equipment for related guidelines about roof vents.

3.1.36 Repair and restore gutters whenever possible. Types of repairs include repainting wood or metal surface, installing
new fasteners, sealing or soldering cracks and open seams, and relining built-in box gutters with new copper sheet metal.

3.1.37 Replace existing gutters in-kind when replacement is necessary due to severe deterioration. Replicate the original
construction method of a historic gutter if feasible.

3.1.38 Replace existing downspouts, scuppers, collection boxes, and other drainage elements in-kind. Appropriate
alternates to in-kind replacement are round or rectangular downspouts. Smooth surfaces are encouraged over corrugated
metal. In the case of decorative scuppers, replicate the profile and details as closely as possible.

3.1.39 Consider alternate materials for gutters in locations that are difficult to access for maintenance or where original
materials have demonstrated a pattern of deterioration over time. A fiberglass gutter is an acceptable replacement material
for a wood built-in box gutter if it matches the original in profile, size, appearance, and finish.

3.1.40 Avoid vinyl gutters due to poor durability and non-historic appearance.

3.1.41 Install new downspouts in locations that are sensitive to the architecture and will be minimally visible. Run
downspouts at secondary facades and along building or porch corners when possible.

3.1.42 Paint gutters and downspouts to blend in with the building exterior. Matching the existing building trim is usually

the most appropriate color selection. Copper and terne-coated stainless steel systems should be left unpainted because they
weather naturally and develop a protective patina.

Observations & Comments: The current roofing materials appears to be original slate. The adjacent property to the left
has replaced their slate with a 3-tab shingle and the property to the right still retains the original slate. The proposed
replacement materials is an architectural shingle that has an exaggerated taper and overlap, which is not historically
appropriate. A more appropriate replacement, if not replacing in-kind, would be a replacement material to resemble the
original slate as closely as possible. An example of this is the GAF Slateline Shingle or similar.

Staff Recommendation: It is recommended to approve this application with conditions:

* Replacement material to resemble the original as closely as possible (GAF Slateline Shingle or similar would be
historically appropriate.)

Draft Motions:

Discussion: A question was posed to ask if the application includes the dormer. The applicant noted that they would be
amenable to using a 3-Tab estate grey shingle instead of an architectural shingle and provided a photograph of the
proposed product. It was noted that the 3-Tab shingle does not replicate the slate roofing as appropriately as a product
similar to the GAF Slateline. Since the upper roof is a slate material, the 3-Tab is not appropriate and would need to be
replaced with slate or a replacement that resembles slate. The color should also match the existing.

Action: Mr. Encelewski made a motion to approve, with conditions, the application presented on May 6, 2024, for the
replacement of roofing at 917 W Chew Street with the following conditions agreed to by the applicant following sections
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of the Guidelines for Historic Districts: Chapter 3, Section 3.1 — Roofs and find that there are no circumstances unique to

the property:
e Replacement material to resemble the original roofing as closely as possible (GAF Slateline Shingle or similar)
will be utilized.

Mr. Huber seconded the motion, which carried with unanimous support.
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HDC-2024-00035

Address: 245 N 11th Street

District: Old Allentown Historic District
Owner: Pennstar Realty Group, LL.C
Applicant: Corey R Butz General Contracting
Proposal: Roof Replacement

Building Description: This 2'4-story brick row house, ca 1894, is Eastlake style. The lintels have incised floral and
geometric motifs and the windows are 1/1 sashes. The cornice is plain and the gabled roof has slate shingles and a single
chimney.

There is a single door with a transom and projecting moldings. The foundation is faced with brickote and aluminum siding
and displays two basement window grilles. The front stoop is wooden, and there is a wooden fence in the rear.

Project Description:

This application proposes to remove and dispose of the old roof and debris, install ice and water shield to the first 36
inches, and install 3-tab asphalt shingles in the slate black color.

Current Roof (Applicant) Current Roof (Applicant)
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Building Supplies f Roofing § Roof Shingles

Royal Sovereign Charcoal 3-tab Roof Shingles {33.33-sq ft per Bundle)
Hom #ASEAS] Model#0262'ED

hckdd v 902 T,

Current Roof (Applicant) Proposed Roofing Material (Applicant)

Applicable Guidelines:
Section 3.1 — Roofs

3.1.3 Repair and restore original and historic roofing materials whenever possible. Evaluate the condition and cost of

repair of original materials before removing and replacing them. Targeted areas of repair or localized in-kind replacement
may be the most effective and low-cost solution.

3.1.4 Repair and replace deteriorated flashing or fasteners with materials that are compatible with the roofing material.
Roof problems are often caused by failure of these components rather than the historic roofing material.

3.1.5 Preserve architectural features that give the roof its unique and building-specific character—such as dormers, turrets

chimneys, cornices, rolled ridge flashing, cresting, and finials. Repair and restore features; replace in-kind only when
nccessary.

>

3.1.6 Replace historic roofing materials in-kind whenever possible if severe deterioration makes a full replacement
necessary. Replacement material should match the original in material, dimension, shape, profile, color, pattern, exposure,
and overall appearance.

3.1.7 If in-kind replacement is not feasible, replace historic roofing materials with alternate materials that resemble the

original as closely as possible. Roof replacement should be sensitive to the original appearance. Replacement materials
should match roof slopes or shape.

3.1.8 Replace non-historic roofing materials in-kind or with recommended alternates. If the original material is
documented, restoration of the original material is also an appropriate option but is not required. Original roofs may have
been replaced long ago, yet asphalt shingles and similar alterations are still considered impacts to the overall appearance.
Replacement materials should match the existing in color, pattern, shape, and profile. Greater flexibility is possible with
non-historic roofing and using durable high-quality replacements is recommended.
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3.1.9 Consider roof ventilation alternatives carefully. Ventilation options are approved on a case by case basis and can
include ridge vents, louvered vents, or soffit vents. Proper ventilation may extend the life of a roofing system, but in some
cases it can lead to condensation problems with long-term effects on the roofing materials and structural components.
Refer to Chapter 3.8 Mechanical and Utility Equipment for related guidelines about roof vents.

3.1.36 Repair and restore gutters whenever possible. Types of repairs include repainting wood or metal surface, installing
new fasteners, sealing or soldering cracks and open seams, and relining built-in box gutters with new copper sheet metal.

3.1.37 Replace existing gutters in-kind when replacement is necessary due to severe deterioration. Replicate the original
construction method of a historic gutter if feasible.

3.1.38 Replace existing downspouts, scuppers, collection boxes, and other drainage elements in-kind. Appropriate
alternates to in-kind replacement are round or rectangular downspouts. Smooth surfaces are encouraged over corrugated
metal. In the case of decorative scuppers, replicate the profile and details as closely as possible.

3.1.39 Consider alternate materials for gutters in locations that are difficult to access for maintenance or where original
materials have demonstrated a pattern of deterioration over time. A fiberglass gutter is an acceptable replacement material
for a wood built-in box gutter if it matches the original in profile, size, appearance, and finish.

3.1.40 Avoid vinyl gutters due to poor durability and non-historic appearance.

3.1.41 Install new downspouts in locations that are sensitive to the architecture and will be minimally visible. Run
downspouts at secondary facades and along building or porch corners when possible.

3.1.42 Paint guiters and downspouts to blend in with the building exterior. Matching the existing building trim is usually
the most appropriate color selection. Copper and terne-coated stainless steel systems should be left unpainted because they
weather naturally and develop a protective patina.

Observations & Comments: It appears that the existing roof is a non-historic 3-tab asphalt shingle roof and the
proposed replacement material is an in kind replacement. Though, it is not clear if the proposed color matches the color of

the existing roofing. The guidelines indicate that replacement materials should match the existing in color, which appears
to be a medium to dark grey.

Staff Recommendation:_It is recommended to approve, with conditions related to the color of the in-kind replacement
material selected to better match the existing roofing.

Discussion: The applicant noted the shingle colors will match the existing and the previous owner did a lot of repairs; the
front is slate with silver coat and the back is 3-tab with architectural shingles. Given the clarification of the current roofing
material, GAF Slateline or similar is recommended for the front slope. Discussion was held about what should be
considered in-kind given the number of roofing surfaces that exist on the roof. The applicant noted that it is an increased
expense for the shingle cost as well as installation cost for the GAF Slateline shingles. The applicant noted the Slateline
shingles install differently than architectural shingles and there is less to a bundle for Slateline. Given the existing

conditions, it was noted that GAF Slateline or similar would be acceptable at the front and 3-Tab or Slateline will be
acceptable at the back.

Actions: Mr. Franzone made a motion to approve, with conditions, the application presented on May 6, 2024, for the
replacement of roofing at 245 N 11% Street with the following conditions agreed to by the applicant following sections of
the Guidelines for Historic Districts: Chapter 3, Section 3.1 — Roofs and find that there are no circumstances unique to the
property:
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e Replacement material to resemble the original roofing as closely as possible (GAF Slateline Shingle or similar)
will be utilized.

e At the back slopes, if the owner chooses, in-kind replacement of 3-Tab shingles can be utilized in lieu of
Slateline.

e Color to match existing roofing materials (Charcoal or similar.)

Mr. Hart seconded the motion, which carried with unanimous support.
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HDC-2024-00037

Address: 421 N Church Street

District: Old Fairgrounds Historic District
Owner: Charie Villavicencio

Applicant: Luis Guaman

Proposal: Roof Replacement

Building Deseription: This 2 )2 story rowhome was built in 1888 in the late Federal/Early Victorian style. The house is
brick covered with brickote. It has a gabled roof with dormer, 1/1 sash windows, and a single entrance with clear transom.

Project Description:

This application proposes to remove two layers of roof shingles on the entire house (except the back lower porch), install
6 feet of ice and water shield on the eaves and 3 feet on the valleys and around the chimney, install synthetic
underlayment, install new drip edge, roof boots, ridge vents, and caps, and install new GAF architectural shingles in the
Pewter Grey color. This work is being done due to current leaking occurring at the roof.

Current Roof (Applicant)

S

Current Roof (Applicant) Current Roof (Applicant)
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Current Roof (Applicant)
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Current Roof (Applicant) Proposed Replacement Material (Applicant)

Applicable Guidelines:
Section 3.1 — Roofs

3.1.3 Repair and restore original and historic roofing materials whenever possible. Evaluate the condition and cost of

repair of original materials before removing and replacing them. Targeted areas of repair or localized in-kind replacement
may be the most effective and low-cost solution.

3.1.4 Repair and replace deteriorated flashing or fasteners with materials that are compatible with the roofing material.
Roof problems are often caused by failure of these components rather than the historic roofing material.

3.1.5 Preserve architectural features that give the roof its unique and building-specific character—such as dormers, turrets,

chimneys, cornices, rolled ridge flashing, cresting, and finials. Repair and restore features; replace in-kind only when
necessary.

3.1.6 Replace historic roofing materials in-kind whenever possible if severe deterioration makes a full replacement

necessary. Replacement material should match the original in material, dimension, shape, profile, color, pattern, exposure,
and overall appearance.
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3.1.7 If in-kind replacement is not feasible, replace historic roofing materials with alternate materials that resemble Fhe
original as closely as possible. Roof replacement should be sensitive to the original appearance. Replacement materials
should match roof slopes or shape.

3.1.8 Replace non-historic roofing materials in-kind or with recommended alternates. If the original material is
documented, restoration of the original material is also an appropriate option but is not required. Original roofs may have
been replaced long ago, yet asphalt shingles and similar alterations are still considered impacts to the overall appearance.
Replacement materials should match the existing in color, pattern, shape, and profile. Greater flexibility is possible with
non-historic roofing and using durable high-quality replacements is recommended.

3.1.9 Consider roof ventilation alternatives carefully. Ventilation options are approved on a case-by-case basis and can
include ridge vents, louvered vents, or soffit vents. Proper ventilation may extend the life of a roofing system, but in some
cases, it can lead to condensation problems with long-term effects on the roofing materials and structural components.
Refer to Chapter 3.8 Mechanical and Utility Equipment for related guidelines about roof vents.

3.1.36 Repair and restore gutters whenever possible. Types of repairs include repainting wood or metal surface, installing
new fasteners, sealing or soldering cracks and open seams, and relining built-in box gutters with new copper sheet metal.

3.1.37 Replace existing gutters in-kind when replacement is necessary due to severe deterioration. Replicate the original
construction method of a historic gutter if feasible.

3.1.38 Replace existing downspouts, scuppers, collection boxes, and other drainage elements in-kind. Appropriate
alternates to in-kind replacement are round or rectangular downspouts. Smooth surfaces are encouraged over corrugated
metal. In the case of decorative scuppers, replicate the profile and details as closely as possible.

3.1.39 Consider alternate materials for gutters in locations that are difficult to access for maintenance or where original
materials have demonstrated a pattern of deterioration over time. A fiberglass gutter is an acceptable replacement material
for a wood built-in box gutter if it matches the original in profile, size, appearance, and finish.

3.1.40 Avoid vinyl gutters due to poor durability and non-historic appearance.

3.1.41 Install new downspouts in locations that are sensitive to the architecture and will be minimally visible. Run
downspouts at secondary facades and along building or porch corners when possible.

3.1.42 Paint gutters and downspouts to blend in with the building exterior. Matching the existing building trim is usually
the most appropriate color selection. Copper and terne-coated stainless steel systems should be left unpainted because they
weather naturally and develop a protective patina.

Observations & Comments: The current architectural shingles on the roof are not historic and the proposed Timberline
HDZ architectural shingles are an in-kind replacement.

Staff Recommendation: It is recommended to approve this application.

Discussion: The applicant noted that the owner’s insurance will be canceled May 15™ and the roof is currently leaking.
Mr. Sadiua noted that normally the process to approve the COA is approximately 1.5 months, but Mr. Franzone noted that
if approved, the emergency repairs could commence. The applicant noted there are currently 2 layers of roofing and the
siding on the dormer that is coming loose will be repaired in kind. The applicant noted the color the owner requested for
the replacement was GAF Weatherwood rather than Pewter Grey; Jessica noted the color should match the existing per
the design guidelines. Mr. Huber noted concern about approving an architectural shingle, but it was noted that it would be
acceptable to either install a 3-Tab or Slateline shingle in a dark grey color. The Applicant noted the warranty for the
proposed architectural shingle was 50 years, but the 3-Tab shingle is a 25-30-year warranty.
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Action: Mr. Hart made a motion to approve, with conditions, the application presented on May 6, 2024, for the
replacement of roofing at 421 N Church Street with the following conditions agreed to by the applicant following sections
of the Guidelines for Historic Districts: Chapter 3, Section 3.1 — Roofs and find that there are no circumstances unique to
the property:

¢ A 3-Tab shingle or a GAF Slateline or similar shingle to match the existing color is utilized for the replacement.

Mr. Franzone seconded the motion, which carried with unanimous support.
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HDC-2024-00040

Address: 1413 W Linden Street
District: West Park Historic District
Owner: Alicia Moyer

Applicant: Alicia Moyer

Proposal: Roof Replacement

Building Description:

This 3-story brick end of row house, ca 1905 is a Colonial Revival with multiple dwelling units. The mansard and
gambrel roofs have a dormer with a quarrel upper/1 sash window, projecting eaves, a single chimney and asphalt shingles.
The porch which has stonecote has a single glazed door, a picture window with transom, the pillars have classic round
columns, projecting cornice with brackets, knee walls and concrete bull-nosed steps and a visible basement window grille.
The bay windows are 1/1 sash with beveled glass transoms on the 2™ floor with cornice and brackets, the 1% floor is a
picture window with transom.

Project Description:

This application proposes to replace the front porch roof along with the bay window roof with EPDM rubber roofing. The
EPDM material is the same material that was utilized at 1411 Linden Street. The roof edge trim along the roof will be
white aluminum, which will replace the existing blue metal trim.

Front Facade

e e

(Applicant)
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Current Porch (Applicant)
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Bay \;Vindow Roof-(Al_)pil:cant) - Proposed Edging (Applicant)
Applicable Guidelines:
Section 3.1 — Roofs

3.1.3 Repair and restore original and historic roofing materials whenever possible. Evaluate the condition and cost of
repair of original materials before removing and replacing them. Targeted areas of repair or localized in-kind replacement
may be the most effective and low-cost solution.

3.1.4 Repair and replace deteriorated flashing or fasteners with materials that are compatible with the roofing material.
Roof problems are often caused by failure of these components rather than the historic roofing material.

3.1.5 Preserve architectural features that give the roof its unique and building-specific character—such as dormers, turrets,
chimneys, cornices, rolled ridge flashing, cresting, and finials. Repair and restore features; replace in-kind only when
necessary.

3.1.6 Replace historic roofing materials in-kind whenever possible if severe deterioration makes a full replacement
necessary. Replacement material should match the original in material, dimension, shape, profile, color, pattern, exposure,
and overall appearance.

3.1.7 If in-kind replacement is not feasible, replace historic roofing materials with alternate materials that resemble the
original as closely as possible. Roof replacement should be sensitive to the original appearance. Replacement materials
should match roof slopes or shape.

3.1.8 Replace non-historic roofing materials in-kind or with recommended alternates. If the original material is
documented, restoration of the original material is also an appropriate option but is not required. Original roofs may have
been replaced long ago, yet asphalt shingles and similar alterations are still considered impacts to the overall appearance.
Replacement materials should match the existing in color, pattern, shape, and profile. Greater flexibility is possible with
non-historic roofing and using durable high-quality replacements is recommended.

3.1.9 Consider roof ventilation alternatives carefully. Ventilation options are approved on a case by case basis and can
include ridge vents, louvered vents, or soffit vents. Proper ventilation may extend the life of a roofing system, but in some
cases it can lead to condensation problems with long-term effects on the roofing materials and structural components.
Refer to Chapter 3.8 Mechanical and Utility Equipment for related guidelines about roof vents.

3.1.36 Repair and restore gutters whenever possible. Types of repairs include repainting wood or metal surface, installing
new fasteners, sealing or soldering cracks and open seams, and relining built-in box gutters with new copper sheet metal.
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3.1.37 Replace existing gutters in-kind when replacement is necessary due to severe deterioration. Replicate the original
construction method of a historic gutter if feasible.

3.1.38 Replace existing downspouts, scuppers, collection boxes, and other drainage elements in-kind. Appropriate
alternates to in-kind replacement are round or rectangular downspouts. Smooth surfaces are encouraged over corrugaied
metal. In the case of decorative scuppers, replicate the profile and details as closely as possible.

3.1.39 Consider alternate materials for gutters in locations that are difficult to access for maintenance or where original
materials have demonstrated a pattern of deterioration over time. A fiberglass gutter is an acceptable replacement material
for a wood built-in box gutter if it matches the original in profile, size, appearance, and finish.

3.1.40 Avoid vinyl gutters due to poor durability and non-historic appearance.

3.1.41 Install new downspouts in locations that are sensitive to the w.cchitecture and will be minimally visible. Run
downspouts at secondary facades and along building or porch corners when possible.

3.1.42 Paint gutters and downspouts to blend in with the building exterior. Matching the existing building trim is usually
the most appropriate color selection. Copper and terne-coated stainless steel systems should be left unpainted because they
weather naturally and develop a protective patina.

Observations & Comments: The current roofing material on the porch roof is a 3-tab shingle; the current roofing
material on the bay window is a flat seam metal that has been coated. Although the applicant references an adjacent
property where EPDM roofing was utilized, this is not appropriate per the design guidelines. Both roofs can be seen from
the public right of way; the bay window roof less so than the porch roof. An appropriate replacement would be to either
replace the porch roof in-kind with 3-tab shingles or replace with an historically appropriate flat seam metal roof.

For the bay window roof, it would be appropriate to repair and recoat the flat seam metal or replace in-kind.

The metal edging material is appropriate; the color selection is not in the purview of the HARB.

Staff Recommendation: It is recommended to approve this application with conditions:
* Replacement material either in-kind or a more historically appropriate metal.

Draft Motions:

Discussion: The applicant noted that the adjacent properties at 1409, 1410, 1411 Linden all have the same membrane
roofing that they are requesting to use on their porch roof. It was noted that the corrections will be indicated in the COA
as part of the permit. The applicant asks what would happen if they did not listen to the HARB determination and installed
rubber roofing. It was noted that they will be in violation and may be invited to the magistrate and face daily fines as an
ongoing violation, or they may be required to replaced. The applicant’s contractor, Holencik, noted they will not be able
to warranty the 3-Tab material used on the low slope porch roof. It was also noted that the box gutter is lined with EPDM
as well. It was asked if there was a coating or EPDM color that matches tinner’s red? The representative from Holencik
noted that these are not available, but there is an option to install a Duralast roof in a grey or white color. The original
metal roof does not currently exist at the porch roof. It was noted that the roof is visible on the opposite side of the street
but is not very visible when you are on the same side of the street. It was noted that the EPDM warranty is a 5-year
workmanship for residential; the lifespan is 15-20 years.

Action: Mr. Hart made a motion to approve, with conditions, the application presented on May 6, 2024, for the
replacement of roofing at 1413 Linden Street with the following conditions agreed to by the applicant following sections
of the Guidelines for Historic Districts: Chapter 3, Section 3.1 — Roofs and find that there are no circumstances unique to
the property:

* The porch roof be replaced with a flat seam metal roof,

¢ The bay window roof should be repaired or replaced in-kind with a flat seam metal roof.

¢ Mr. Huber seconded the motion, which carried with unanimous support.



