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BLOOMINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Hinkle Garton Farmstead
2920 East 10" Street, Bloomington, IN 48408
Monday Oct. 1, 2012
4:00 P.M.
SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: November 10,2011, February 9, 2012
DEMOLITION DELAY
A. 504 West Kirkwood Owner Salvation Army
Construction of a one-story shed roof on the side of a two story historic building.

SURVEY APPROVAL

A. Matlock Heights Survey — Bloomington Restorations, Inc. Representative: Steve

Wryatt or Sue Speichert

OLD BUSINESS

A. Neighborhood Presentations Historic Designation

COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ADJOURNMENT

Next meeting date is Thursday October 11, 2012 at 4:00 p.m. in the McCloskey Room

Posted: September 19, 2012






BLOOMINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Showers City Hall
MeCloskey Room
Thursday November 10, 2011
MINUTES

L. CALL TO ORDER
The Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission convened at 4:00 PM in the McCloskey
Room of Showers City Hall. The meeting was called to order by Chair David Harstad.

II. ROLL CALL

COMMISSON MEMBERS
Danielle Bachant-Bell, Doug Bruce, Sandi Clothier, Bridget Edwards, Marjorie Hudgins, Chris
Sturbaum (left 5:40 PM),

ADVISORY MEMBERS
David Harstad

STAFF

Lisa Abbott, HAND

Nancy Hiestand, HAND
Nate Nickel, PLANNING
Inge Vandercruysse LEGAL

GUESTS

Carolyn Geduld- Elm Heights

Steve Wyait- BRI

Elizabeth Robinson- Senoj Salon

Elinor Okada

Travis Vencel- B-Venture et al 700 North Wlanut
Eric Mitter -High Point Residents Association
Tyler Curry- North College Ave. Apts. LLC

Jill Lesh- High Point Residents Association
Chris Clark- High Point Residents Association
Melissa Clark- High Point Residents Association

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES No minutes to approve.

IV. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
A. Preliminary Discussion for Jacobs COA application 2 and Ballantine
Representative Charlie Webb REQUEST WITHDRAWN



B. COA-9-11 '
2820 and 2920 East 10" Street Petitioner: Bloomington Restorations, Inc.
Request to move a mid-century house onto the Hinkle Garton Farmstead site at a location
approximately 340 feet from the 10" street right-of-way ~ REQUEST WITHDRAWN

C. COA-10-11
1120 E 1** Street Petitioner: Carolyn Geduld
Removal of mature and aging trees from front and rear yards

The property is located in the proposed Elm Heights district. Until Council action, the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards apply. This is a petition to remove mature trees and
the HPC looks at mature landscaping according to Title 8. The petitioner states that the
tree is about 30 years old and at the boundary of its utility and she would like to remove it
to allow an emerging Oak tree to grow. The back tree is an apple tree which should be
removed to help the redbud trees thrive. Staff walked through the process as a
demonstration for the neighborhood of how a Certificate of Appropriateness is done.

This is a modest request that would normally be on a consent agenda. Staff recommends
approval. Petitioner said that the apple tree is coming down on its own — it lost another
huge limb. :

Danielle moved to approve. Doug Bruce 2% Sandi said comments would be appropriate
because this is a demonstration for the neighborhood. Chris said assisting the health of
the other trees is a good plan. Approved 6-0-0

C. COA-11-11
300 E 3" Home Laundry Building Street Petitioner: Senoj Enterprises Elizabeth
Robinson
Request for a business sign on the corner unit

The petition is for a wall sign for the Home Laundry building. It is situated on a corner
so there are two elevations. Signs would be placed above the marquee. The proposed
sign is aluminum letters with reverse back lit with LED lighting. Staff showed a sample
of the style of signage that she got off the internet. She reminded the HPC that there was
a sign on the building at this location when it was the laundry. Nancy says it is
appropriate to the site because it is a moderne style of advertisement. Staff recommends
approval. Petitioner had no comments. Sandi asked Dave about the sign and how it
could be attached to the brick. Petitioner says there is going to be a channel behind the
sign to hold the letters and the channel will be attached to the brick. Dave explained that
the aspect of the sign he was concerned about was about how the sign protrudes from the
building. This type of sign and lighting shouldn’t be a problem.

Danielle moved to approve COA 11-11. Sandi 2" Approved. 6-0-0

D. COA-12-11
516 South Highland Petitioner : Elinor Okada



Replacement of storm doors on the back and front of a residential property.

This property is also in the Elm Heights district. It is a moderate request by the
homeowner and could have been on a consent agenda. The Elm Heights committee
working on the guidelines has asked the committee to be sensitive to older people
attempting to age in place. This is a Free Classic style home. It is on the west side of
Highland. Tt has two public exposures — Highland and an alley. The owner is asking to
remove the existing storm door and replace it with full view storm door on the front
facade. She is also requesting an elevated kick plate. She would at least like to have a
choice to have that kick plate. The rear entrance of the house has been modified heavily
and Nancy is not sure that the house existed in this configuration historically. The
petitioner would like to replace a door in the rear with a security door. Samples shown.
Staff prefers the closed door option. The owner is concerned about security and energy
efficiency. Petitioner did not have anything to add. Chris asked about a preference of
screen doors. Petitioner likes the one with the kick plate. Chris also prefers the kick
plate. Chris asked about the rear door and the agreed that they both liked the one without
the window. Doug explained that the HPC is more concerned about what is visible from
the street so the back door isn’t as much of a concern. Bridget asked about Lee Williams’
doors in a previous request. Nancy explained that those were not storm doors, they were
front doors and this request is different, being either a new storm protecting an existing
historic door or a replacement door at the rear.. The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
indicate that the HPC should lean toward something with a historic look, but the
committee says these houses are expensive to maintain and heat so they want the HPC to
be sensitive to those issues as well. Sandi asked about painting the door and if that were
possible. Nancy reminded the HPC members that the Elm Heights guidelines omit
color/painting.

Doug moved approval of COA 12-11 with the stipulation of Meadowview screen door on
the front and the solid door on the back.

DEMOLITION DELAY
A. 700 North Walnut demolition Owner B Venturas LLC & Joseph Christine LLC &
Cosmo-Tech Inc Representative Travis Vencel

This is the fourth time that the HPC has reviewed this request. This is the last meeting during
which the HPC could make a motion of designation as the deadline will pass before the next
regular meeting. The owner wants to move it to another site, This is a confributing house listed
in the Cottage Grove Study Area. The request is make way for new construction on the site.
Travis Vencel, representing the owner, explained that at one time it was a large tract of land and
the land around it was platted in a later subdivision leaving where this older house sat. Some of
the houses around the parcel on Washington Street date from the 1960s. The house was built by
Roy Burns who was a grocer in the 1920s. He had several business locations in Bloomington.
He later sold off his neighborhood grocery stores and became a wholesaler. This site in its later
years was the office for Bynum Fanyo.. The other unique part of this is the construction and
materials. It is tapestry brick and there are some samples in the southern part of the city. This
kind of detail is pretty amazing. Staff shows some examples of this type of brick. The
conditions/integrity of the site is fairly high. Staff goes on to elucidate the condition of the
property. There is a shed roof on the rear that looks like it was either an addition or enclosed.



There are no additions around the footprint of the home. The embankment wall has been
replaced or repaired with concert and isn’t in very good condition. Staff the Petitioner’s letter
into the record. Petitioner believes that all of the qualities that Nancy has pointed out are why the
owner wants to save it and move it. Other than that, the structure is only listed as contributing
and there are already some missing teeth in this corridor. The location of this structure will make
it difficult to develop and not have it blocked by the new construction.. Petitioner believes that
this house will contribute more to the historic fabric of Bloomington if it is moved to another
location.

Public comment: Jill Lesh lives at 500 N. Walnut Street. She asked that the HPC deny this
request. She believes that the HPC was created for just this purpose to preserve the character of
this area. Chris Clark asked the HPC deny the request and said that as far as teeth missing, there
is no reason to knock them all out. Eric Mitter said that the neighborhood feels like they are
being nibbled at around the edges and this is just one more nibble. Staff read other letters into the
record.

Inge VanderCruysse asked if the properties to which this house might be moved are identified.
Travis answered yes.

Danielle asked staff if we would one day discover if the Mitchells were the contractors. Staffsaid
this research hasn’t been focused on yet. Bridget asked about the ownership. There has been no
change in ownership. She also asked if Travis attended some neighborhood meetings. Travis
said he attended Old Northeast and Highpoint. Travis said that no one at either meeting opposed
his relocating the house. There was opposition to the house being demolished and student
apartments taking the place of this house. Mr. Clark said that he doesn’t believe that is true and
Ms. Lesh said they didn’t oppose those locations because they don’t want it moved at ail. Chris
asked staff if one of those letters requested a district. Nancy said yes. The area described is
Walnut Street, Washington Street and Lincoln Sireet. Chris noted that as a contributing structure
it makes more sense for it to be designated as part of a district rather than as a single structure.
Nancy reminded them they have designated contributing properties in the past that they could use
those cases as precedent. Travis asked if those two that were designated whether it was a
request by the owner. Staff said one property may not have even been identified on the survey.
Staff said that the Commission does not have the capacity to do a district here now, because of
other ongoing requests for designation. Sandi wants to note that we have a lot more information
now than when it was surveyed and with the information we have now, the structure could be
beyond contributing. Staff said the Commission can modify the classification of the property
during designation.

Comments from the HPC: Doug — there are few things on this house and there are some things
that concern him — including the brick. He thinks moving it would damage it. On the other hand,
Doug noted Travis’s letter that it is classified as contributing and he is happy we can reclassify.
Doug doesn’t think it will be hidden by future development. Marge said she has thought about
some houses that have been moved and were not successful at their new locations. She thought
about the Applegate House and it isn’t in the right location and she is afraid what will eventually
happen to this house. Danielle said that is always the first priority in the historic process is to
leave the building on its original location. It was built by a certain person and situated on a lot for
particular purpose. It isn’t just a question of saving the house, but also of its site. Danielle thinks
that this classification in the interim report should have been done differently. Danielle reminded
the HPC that the Petitioner can apply for a set back variance. Sandi believes the house is worthy
of higher classification and is undervalued on the survey. She thinks the placement is important
for it to be saved at this location. Bridget asked Travis about how it would be hidden and Travis



VI

VII.

explained the site of the future development. Bridget said she couldn’t support moving it because
of the state law and recent activity. Chris said that he has rethought the situation and with the
neighborhood reaction to it, although he is sympathetic to the move idea and appreciates this
petition, he thinks that the commission feels the community would be better served by leaving the
house where it is. Dave noted his client owns the three houses across from the Justice Building
and those were saved and he thinks this building is similar in significance. He thinks this is so
important to the neighborhood and it is zoned downtown/downtown edge and those edge areas
are important and hard to plan. The neighbors who live in those areas need the protection that
historic preservation provides. Marge wanted to note that this is sensitive because of the history
of the property. She also asked about zoning set backs and Travis explained it to her. During the
70s zoning had parking forward, now it is preferred behind.

Sandi moved to designate the property located at 700 N. Walnut Street. Bridget 2™, Approved.
6-0-0.

Staff noted that there will have to be a special meeting for that. Danielle moved to request a
special meeting for the designation. Marg 2™. Approved 6-0-0 Travis asked what the timing for
that meeting is and should we set that meeting. The meeting was sent for 11/29 @ 4:30 p.m.

NEW BUSINESS

New designs have been brought forward on the possible development to be located on North
College by Tyler Curry. Staff asked about the composition of cornice materials on the building
and Petitioner said they were going to ask for a variance and it will be EFIS. Petitioner noted that
they would need a waiver to build forward as proposed. Petitioner explained that it is a full
masonry elevation and discussed details. Sandi asked about the site plan and the alley way. She
asked about visibility on the back side and Petitioner noted that it wouldn’t really be able to be
seen. She asked about height requirements. Petitioner explained, Sandi noted that it is on the
edge, but Petitioner noted that it is in an overlay. Bridget asked about what is there now and what
is proposed. Discussion ensued. Doug suggested stepping down the north side because of the
property to the north of it. This project will go to Plan Commission. No commercial uses are
planned for the first floor. Dave commended him for a masonry front and thanked him for doing
it. He asked about the type of brick. Petitioner hasn’t decided on the brick yet.

A. Commission web design revision: Emily Brown will attend another meeting

OLD BUSINESS
A. Preservation Plan for Historic Bloomington

Dave said he didn’t receive comments except from Danielle. Staff noted that we have one month
to get it printed. Staffsuggested a last call for comments. Dave said that we handle the further
discussions off-line.

B. Showers Lecture date

Dave noted that the delay for the lecture is going to work to the HPC advantage. As for the
Technology Park, he notes that a consultant has been selected and the city is negotiating with him
now. Dave suggested that we consider the dates of the January 20, 27™ or February 3™. Dave
would invite other people.

COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS -- Danielle asked about the covenants for the Daisy
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Garton Farmstead. Danielle asked about the covenants and Inge & Lisa noted that they are recorded and
she can get a copy of them from the Recorder’s Office.

IX. PUBLIC COMMENTS

X. ANNOUNCEMENTS

XI. ADJOURNMENT - meet adjourned.

Next regular meeting date is Thursday, December 8, 2011 at 4:00 p.m. in the McCloskey Room



BLOOMINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Showers City Hall .
McCloskey Room
Thursday February 9, 2012
4:00 P.M.
AGENDA

I CALL TO ORDER — Dave Harstad called the meeting to order at 4:02 PM
111 ROLL CALL

COMMISSION MEMBERS
Doug Bruce

Jeannine Butler

Sandi Clothier

Bridget Edwards

Marjorie Hudgins,

Chris Sturbaum

ADVISORY MEMBERS
Dave Harstad
Eric Sandweiss

STAFF

Nancy Hiestand — HAND
Lisa Abbott — HAND

Nate Nickel - PLANNING
Patty Mulvihili- LEGAL

GUESTS

Ryan Woods The Owlery Restaurant
Toby Foster The Owlery Restaurant
Daniel N. Allen

John Englehardt

Lois Lambrecht

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

December 8" minutes— Marge made a motion to approve — Jeannic 2™ Approved 4-0-1 Doug
Bruce abstained

January 12 minutes Jeannine made a motion o approve - Sandi 2™ Approved 4-0-1 Doug Bruce
abstained

IV. ELECTION OF OFFICERS — The Nominating committee did not meet last month.
The Committee is comprised of Danielle, Sandi & Marge. Sandi moves to postpone election of
officers until next month, Jeannine 2°. Approved 5-0-0.



V. A. COA-02-12 ,
511 West Third Street Owners: Dan Allen and Theresa Miller
Request to repair and replace elements of limestone steps and brick pillars changing
appearance slightly.

Dan Allen the owner spoke to the petition. The statf report was presented, reminding the
Commission that his property was located in a historic district with full design review. The
house is described as a California bungalow with stucco in the gable. The request is to replace
the limestone steps leading up the deck of the porch and repair of the sidewalls where they have
had damage. Mr. Allen & Ms. Miller have lived in the property for 28 years. The steps were not
laid to current code standard and are becoming a problem for the property owners. In order to
standardize the rise to 7”, they will need to replace one slab for an additional stair on the
approach. Matching the brick in the wing walls will be difficult. They may have to repair with
brick that will not match the existing brick. They are going to try to do replacement in areas that
are not as visible from the stairway. Staff showed the plans. This repair will better comply with
ADA and the goal of allowing long time owners to age in place. Staff recommends approval.

Mr. Allen reviewed the project and noted that each cap stone is a different dimension. He was
hoping to reuse those, but he isn’t sure he will be able to do it. He isn’t sure why they are
different sizes.

Commissioner questions: Doug asked about using different heights, but the owner said no.
Sandi asked about reusing the limestone. Mr. Allen said that the contractor said reusing it will
be difficult and the additional step would stand out. He wants to keep it to 77, Eric asked about
the wording of the Resolution and whether it is a good-faith request that the owner was asked to
reuse the limestone. Mr. Allen suggested that it may be used in the landscaping. Bridget asked
about the re-milling the steps. Mr. Allen said that the contractor didn’t give a reason why it
would be difficult. Mr. Allen said his preference would be new steps. He explained that the 5™
step will extend out a little bit. Comments: Jeannie said that what the owner is proposing to do
is good and will help with safety and to allow them to continue to live in the house. Marge said
that she wants people to be able to stay in their homes and she can see that the stairs are a real
safety factor. Doug said it seems like a good change. Sandi said it was obvious that the owner
bad to do something and she likes the design that is as true to the original as possible. Eric
appreciates the way the owner documented the case. Doug said it is a sympathetic design and
talked about current code requirements. He says that most of the mills want to cut their own
stone and they don’t want to bring in stone to have it cut. Bridge said it was a nice job. Dave
added that it is a lot more expensive to use limestone over concrete and he appreciates him using
the limestone.

Jeannine moved to approve Sandi 2" Approved 7-0-0 (Doug Wissing joined the meeting at 4:09
PM, Marleen Newman joins the meeting at 4:18PM)

VI. DEMOLITION DELAY
A. 801 West O™ Street Owner John Englehardt and Lois Lambrecht
Work in violation of ordinance, submission of rehabilitation plan for house



The owners, Mr. Englehardt and Dr. Lambrecht were in attendance. This is a house in the near west side
National Register district. It is a pyramidal cottage. It is an architecturally important property for the ot
Street corridor. The owners began work with an electrical permit and said they began taking apart things
that were rotted, before they realized they were out of compliance. Staff commented that they have not
located a good “before” picture of the house before it partial demolition. The owners have come forward
to go through the demo delay process and submit a plan for rehabilitation. Staff reported on the property.
Tt has good integrity of form and materials. The owners intended to replace the existing clap board with
cement board because of damage. However, they also removed the existing balusters and porch supports.
Tt is the intent of the owners to keep to the original footprint with one exception. Staff showed a sertes of
pictures of their proposed design. Staff said there was a pre-existing dramatic need for rehab. The HPC
is looking at a design for improvements that the owner proposes. Staff reviewed the design elements.
Pictures taken by Planning were reviewed.

Mr. Englehardt talked about keeping the transoms for the doors, They discussed how elements on the
house are perceived from the street. Staff passed around the plans for review. Mr. Englehardt said that
the came around across the house when the daughter was looking for a house and a realtor suggested it
and they both loved it, but likened it to the Titanic because it is sinking. Termites are eating the place up
and there is a lot of rot. He asked that they excuse him from stepping on toes, he was working to save the
house and didn’t know the process. Dr, Lambrecht thinks the house should be saved. Mr. Englehardt
talked about his hope that the renovation encourages people to improve their properties. Staff explained
the code enforcement situation. Pat Shay explained the permit situation.

Questions: Sandi asked who the realtor was and why they didn’t tell you about the demolition request?
Mr. Englehardt said in arrears they asked the realtor and the previous owner why they weren’t informed
about the process. He asked if there was something that flags a property when you buy it that shows that
there are additional steps for work to be done. Sandi also asked about photographs from before the
project. Dr. Lambrecht has a couple of photos on her phone, but they are of the siding and the window on
one side, but that whole room was removed to get to the foundation and the porch was removed because it
was falling off. Mr. Englehardt said what was different was the siding. He talked about the basement w/
water problems is causing problems with the walls. Doug asked how they could go from an electrical
permit to this demolition. He explained that he got the electrical permit so he could use a pump to get the
water out. He said that he was trying to determine what he had so he could formulate his plans. Doug
asked how much that they have that can be salvaged. Mr. Englehardt said the posts and railings are there,
but the siding is not there because there wasn’t anything to salvage. Dr. Lambrecht said that the siding
and molding just crumbled as they were removed. Marge asked how much experience Mr. Englehardt
has on working on historic buildings. Mr. Englehardi says he docsn’t have any real experience other than
personal interest. He says he has an appreciation for it. Jeannie asked for clarification on the 9™ street
side and the porches. Bridget asked about how much extra square footage on they are adding to the
footprint. Mr. Englehardt explained that it is the same footprint with the exception of the 2" story.
Bridget asks that more of a history of the house be included in the packet and a comparison fo other
houses nearby. Comments: Sandi said that they have a lot of questions and there are not ready to do
anything yet and she wants good pictures to look at for the original building. Eric agrees that there is a lot
of information to go over and added that the additional gable is the most significant change. Eric asked
given where they are now how can they work with the owners to move forward given what they know.
Doug agrees with Sandi and wants more photographs. He said the house was very pure and he thinks that
we need more photographs for people to understand what it was and where they are today with it. The
plans are a grave departure from what this house was and the departure from the established procedure is
of concern. Marge agrees with Doug about the number of issues to consider. Jeannie thinks they could
use some more information, but wants clearer instructions for Staff for next time. Bridget says that
suggests that the architects should meet with the owners. Marlene and Doug are concerned about the
roof. Mr. Englehardt explained that is a flat roof over the porch. Mr. Englehardt asked about the



dormers. Doug applauds anyone who wants to undertake a renovation to a property that has been empty
for so long. He discussed the salvage and how sympathetic the design is to the home. He talked about
the gable on the roof and how it departs from this style of home. Mr. Englehardt said he would meet with
them on site if they want. Doug talked about the one window vs. two windows on the 9 street side of the
house. Marlene asked if what side the dormer will be on — south side. She also asked about the porches
on the west side and the gable in the middle. Mr. Englehardt said it was existing. Marlene talked about
the building type and how the windows, etc. are important to the building type. Dave said that it is clear
that the commission isn’t going to take action today. Staff will do her best to find pictures. Some
pictures of some of the adjacent houses and a side-by-side of the existing vs. new elevations would be
helpful. There is concern about the character of the surrounding area, the house and how the new design
for it will fit. Sandi also suggested that the windows should be the same size and not have beveled glass
to keep it as historically pure as possible. Marge asked for information about the exterior doors. Staff
suggested February 16" @ 11 a.m.

Jeannine made a motion to set a special meeting for 801 West 9% Street on site for February 167 at 11
AM. Sandi seconded. Motion Approved 7-0-0.

VII. NEW BUSINESS -
A. Introduction of Patty Mulvihill as the new attomney.

B. Request for a consulting grant at Owlery restaurant building at 118 West 6™ Street (old White Rabbit
store) so that they can obtain a face design for a BUEA facade grant..

Doug moved to approve the grant and Marge 2", Approved 7-0-0
The tenants tatked a little about the new restaurant..

C. Plan Commission case: 9* and College hotel proposal.

Patrick Shay from Planning showed the HPC a proposal that will be before the Plan Commission. They
brought it to the HPC because it is by the Woodburn House. In 2008 it received approval for a hotel use.
Another group is proposing a hotel on the site now. Doug explained that it is his project. He talked about
their discussions with [U and the project. Two issues generated by the UDO impact the historic property—
1) line up the building setback along College with the Woodburn house. The hotel is about 5 feet closer,
but that would be in line with what would normally be required and because of the distance from the
house, Planning feels that is okay.

2) the UDO requires a step down when it is next to a historic structure. That is mitigated by having such
a distance from the house and the trees which they are set back from to save. They have three frontages
which will be mainly brick.

Patrick explained that it would also go to the Council because of the required alley vacation. The main
discussion at Plan Commission is about the parking on the Morton Street side. This project is requiring a
lot of waivers. There was discussion about the height in relation to the Woodburn hounse. Sandi
suggested that they have some statement of support for this. Dave suggested that they stay on topic for
their comments to Plan Commission such as the 5 ft. waiver.

D. Scholarship for Cornelius O’Brien Conference (Indiana State-wide Conference) — Staff announced that
scholarships are available. Interested parties are Bridget & Danielle, Doug, maybe Sandi, Dave, maybe

Marlene. The first people who responded were Bridget and Danielle. Dave nominates Bridget.
Approved. :

E. Growth Policies Plan — Dave noted the public hearings for the Growth Policies Plan were ongoing and
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that Commissioners should show up at the meetings to make historic preservation a part of the plan.

E. Preservation Plan Strategics.  The Preservation Plan is published and Dave suggested that the HPC
start looking at the plan so they can determine what parts to implement first. Bridget suggested that they
focus on the Showers bldg and take advantage of the success of the lecture event. Dave asked about a
practical next step. Doug suggested that they attended the public meetings. Sandi suggested that it go on
the agenda cvery month and determine a topic for discussion and they are reminded about it.

F. Funding issues — Staff wanted to talk about some projects because of funding issues that impeded
restoration projects. The Fleener Building project has stalled because of a report from IDEM that it could
be an expensive clean up. It possible that it may be better than assumed, but it will make a future project
there difficult. Also the Monroe Qil Building will face similar issues. There is no funding for clean up. It
needs to be on the list for strategies for the future.

VIII. OLD BUSINESS

A. Preservation Month Activities: The Commission is going to collaborate on a contractor expo for
Preservation Month. It will be similar to “This Old House” and organizers are seeking qualified
contractors. If there is someone you wish to recommend, staff wants to invite them. It will be held on
May 12" in the atrium of Showers, in order to garner more walk through traffic in the first year of the
event. The event is a collaboration with the Monroe County Review Board.

IX. COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS
X. PUBLIC COMMENTS
Sandi works with people in a philanthropic sorority and she is interested in working on the history of

important families in Bloomington.

XT. ANNOUNCEMENTS
XII. ADJOURNMENT

Next meeting date is Thursday March 8, 2012 at 4:00 p.m. in the McCloskey Room
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SUMMARY
This is an application for the addition of a pent roof to the side of a historic
building. It is not visible from either major right-of-way but may be viewed from
the alley.

105-055-64256 C 504  Salvation Army, Church; Deco, 1940 NR
Zoning CD

The Bloomington Salvation
Army complex of four
buildings is located along
North Rogers Street between
Kirkwood and 6™ Streets.
Only the chapel is included as
a contributing building in the
Near West Side district. The
historic building, the chapel, is
located on the corner with a
unique cornered entrance.
At some time in the past the
chapel was connected to the
adjacent modern building by a
. wall and covered vestibule
o that provides protected entry

' to the sides of both buildings.
% " Sightlines to this area are
blocked by a wall.

Photograph of the chapel from the corner of Rogers and Kirkwood and another
showing the medern building to which it is attached

'L



The photograph on the left shows the area of work from Rogers Street. All of the work
will be obscured from this thoroughfare, because of the existing entrance vestibule which
provides access to both buildings (A). In the photograph on the right, the area towards
the camera will be covered and enclosed by an extension of the vestibule roof (B). This
will enclose the stairwell to the basement. The vestibule is only visible from an alley,
looking across a playground through a chain link fence.

Because this proposal is considered an “addition,” the UDO considers this a reviewable
item under the demo delay definitions. The Commission is regulated by the planning title
definitions of both “additions” and the defined UDO procedure. The visibility of the
modification, which is a consideration under Title 8, is not a consideration in the UDO.
At the September meeting staff thought that this case, which came in the Friday after the
agenda closed, could be reviewed at a staff level. After legal review, it was determined
that there is no staff level approval for a demolition delay case. Staff is placing this
project on the special October ‘meeting agenda m order to expedite a decision. In the
4 ! : {} —_-* 4 interim, the contractor is working
i on interior modifications. The
. J extension will obscure some
parts of the historic building as
viewed from the rear but will not
enlarge existing openings.

R e View from the alley behind the
R A building

13
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