
Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission 
Showers City Hall 
McCloskey Room  

Thursday November 9, 2017 
5:00 PM 

AGENDA 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 

II. ROLL CALL 
 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
A. October 26, 2017 

 
IV. CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS 
 

Staff Review 
A. COA 17-82 
350 S. Madison Street: Greater Prospect Hill 
Petitioner: Brian O’Quinn 
Replacement of failing roof shingles with charcoal/gray imperial rib metal roof.  

 
B. COA 17-85  
101 W. Kirkwood Avenue: Courthouse Square  
Petitioner: Everywhere Signs 
Installation of a 1” thick stud mounted PVC sign above storefront.  
 
Commission Review 
A. COA 17-77 (Continued from October 26, 2017) 
209 S. Dunn Street: Restaurant Row 
Petitioner: City of Bloomington Pubic Works  
Removal of pioneer sidewalk by Bloomington Restorations, Inc. (BRI) and relocation to 
BRI’s Hinkle-Garton Farmstead. 
 
B. COA 17-83 
208 N. Walnut Street: Courthouse Square  
Petitioner: Leighla Taylor, on behalf of Ethos Student Housing Community  
Installation of one, 11 sq. foot blade sign onto the side of one white pillar near the entry 
door.  
 
C. COA 17-84  
410 S. Rogers Street: Greater Prospect Hill 
Petitioner: Alex Jarvis 
Installation of 12 solar collectors to the South roof face.  
 

 



V. DEMOLITION DELAY 
 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
Showers Brothers Furniture Factory Kiln Renovation – Design Discussion 

 
VII. COURTESY REVIEW 

A.  121 E Kirkwood Avenue  
Bynum Fanyo & Associates, Inc. 

 B.  408 E. 6th Street 
  Bynum Fanyo & Associates, Inc. 
 

VIII. OLD BUSINESS 
A.  COA 17-67 – extended an offer to the petitioner to come back to the Commission, 

no response. 
B.  Batman House Historic Designation – Chris  

 
IX. COMMISSIONER’ COMMENTS 

 
X. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
XI. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Reminder of meeting schedule – only two more meetings for 2017 (November 9 and 
December 14), so any tabled petitions will be automatically approved after 30 days if 
they are not voted on at the meeting.  
 

XII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Auxiliary aids for people with disabilities are available upon request with adequate notice. Please call  
 812-349- 3429 or e-mail human.rights@bloomington.in.gov.  

Next meeting date is Thursday, November 9, 2017 at 5:00 p.m. in the McCloskey Room  
Posted: 11/2/2017 



 
BLOOMINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

Showers City Hall 
McCloskey Room 

Thursday October 26, 2017 
5:00 P.M. 

MINUTES 
I. CALL TO ORDER  

Vice Chairman, Jeff Goldin called meeting to order at 5:00pm. 
II. ROLL CALL  

 
Commissioners 
Flavia Burrell 
Jeannine Butler 
Sam DeSollar 
Jeff Goldin 
Lee Sandweiss 
 
Advisory 
Duncan Campbell – arrived @ 5:30pm. 

 
 
Staff 
Rachel Ellenson 
Alison Kimmel 
Philippa Guthrie 
Eric Sader 
Adam Wasson 
Brian Payne 
 
Guests 
Jason Banach 
Steve Riggins 
Steve Wyatt 
Nicholas Carder 
Allen Yoder 
Barre Klapper 
Mike Shively 
 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
A. October 12, 2017  



Sam DeSollar approved October 12, 2017 minutes. Lee Sandweiss seconded. Motion 
carried 4/0/1 (Yes/No/Abstain). 

 
IV. CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS  
 
Staff Review  
NONE  
Commission Review  
A. COA 17-78  
210 W. 4th Street: Courthouse Square  
Petitioner: Stardust Development, LLC  
Installation of a custom access door on the second-story West wall of 214 W. 4th Street and removal 
of a portion of the existing door to allow for new flashing and a roof membrane.  
 
Rachel Ellenson gave presentation. See packet for details. 
 
Sam DeSollar asked if the new fiberglass door was going to be flush. The petitioner stated it would 
be a flush door, painted to match what is currently there.  
 
Jeannine Butler made a motion to approve COA-17-78. Sam DeSollar seconded. Motion carried 
5/0/0. 
 
B. COA 17-77  
209 S. Dunn Street: Restaurant Row  
Petitioner: City of Bloomington Public Works  
Removal of pioneer sidewalk by Bloomington Restorations, Inc. (BRI) and relocation to BRI’s 
Hinkle-Garton Farmstead.  
 
Rachel Ellenson gave presentation. See packet for details. 
 
Adam Wason explained the sidewalk does not meet ADA compliance. His hopes are to preserve the 
stones by having BRI move them to the Hinkle Garden Farmstead.  
 
Eric Sader commented that a complaint through the city’s uReport system has also been received 
regarding the sidewalk. He mentioned this petition is not solely derived from the city but also IU. 
 
Flavia Burrell asked if there is a specific procedure for removing the stones. Jason Banach stated 
Indiana University has offered to remove the stones at the University’s expense. BRI will be 
supervising the removal. The stones will then be shipped to Hinkle Garden.  
 
Lee Sandweiss asked if they have identified a spot at Hinkle Garden where the sidewalk will be 
installed. Steve Wyatt stated they have not committed to putting the sidewalk back the exact same 
way as it lays now. There is a fieldstone sidewalk around a barn that is missing sections and this 
sidewalk could help supplement or complete the sidewalk that is currently there. It might also be 
used as a patio off the sunroom on the farm house. Lee Sandweiss asked if there would be some sort 
of interpretation for the public to know this was the 209 S. Dunn Street sidewalk. Steve Wyatt 
replied, yes. 
 



Sam DeSollar asked if the public works department first initiated this request to remove the 
sidewalk. Adam Wason stated it came from the University after they purchased the property. Jason 
Banach stated he contacted public works because the sidewalk is a safety issue. The University 
needed to know if it was their responsibility to fix or the city’s. After discovering it is the adjacent 
property owner’s responsibility to maintain their sidewalk (in this case the University), but that the 
technical property owner for filing a COA is the City, they ended up with the COA application from 
the City. He stated that leaving it in place creates a liability for the University and the City. They also 
looked to see if the sidewalk could be made ADA compliant in its current state and they could not 
figure out a way to do that.  
 
Sam DeSollar asked staff why they were in support of the COA. Rachel Ellenson commented this 
seemed to be the best compromise, although she would be in support of other ideas to allow the 
sidewalk to stay. She did not want the stones to end up in a landfill. 
 
Jeannine Butler expressed her concern with the sidewalk not being reinstalled at the Hinkle Garden 
farmstead in the same form it is now. Once you move it, the sidewalk loses its historic integrity.  
 
Flavia Burrell asked if the sidewalk would be placed back in the exact same pattern. Steve Wyatt 
stated their plan is to number the stones and photograph them so they would be able to see how it 
was set at the original location, but they do not have a plan to do a straight 56’ sidewalk in the same 
layout as now. 
 
Sam DeSollar stated if you take the sidewalk out of its original context, they’re just a bunch of 
rocks. Even if someone takes the stones and makes an exact replica of the sidewalk, it is still just a 
bunch of rocks. ADA was in effect in 1993 when the stones were re-set by BRI, therefore he would 
argue there needs to be better signage. There’s a balance between public safety and history and he 
would argue this would not pose significant danger with adequate signage.  
 
Lee Sandweiss commented she would be a lot more comfortable approving the COA if she knew 
where it would go and what it would look like. 
 
Jeff Goldin stated the sidewalk would not have the same significance if moved, but with proper 
removal and installation the memory of the resource could be retained.  
 
Jason Banach commented Indiana University is not obligated to preserve this asset. They are 
attempting to go about this process in an appropriate fashion, but if the COA is denied, he cannot 
guarantee the future of the sidewalk.  
 
Jeannine Butler commented she would be more likely to approve the application if BRI could 
guarantee it would be moved and resituated in the exact form it is in now.  
 
Steve Wyatt stated he cannot speak for BRI because they make decisions as a committee.  
 
Adam Wason asked the commission if they would be interested in looking for an alternative spot for 
the sidewalk such as a public park. 
 
Duncan Campbell stated if you move the sidewalk it is just going to be a bunch of stones. He asked 
if there have been conversations for compromises regarding ADA regulations. There have been 
compromises made in the past for historic structures for building code and ADA regulations. 



 
Adam Wason asked the commission whether if BRI guaranteed the replication of the 56’ sidewalk at 
the farmstead they would be in support. The commissioners stated they could not speak for the 
members who were not in attendance.  
Jeannine Butler made a motion to continue COA-17-77. Lee Sandweiss seconded. Motion carried 
4/1/0 (Yes/No/Abstain). 
 
C. COA 17-79  
335 W. 11th Street (Showers Dimension Mill): Showers Brothers Furniture Complex Local Historic 
District / West Side National Register Historic District  
Petitioner: Craig McCormick (Blackline Studio)  
Requested approval of structural alterations to approved COA 17-08.  
 
Rachel Ellenson gave presentation. See packet for details. 
 
Duncan Campbell asked for clarification regarding an entry door under the stairs. Rachel Ellenson 
stated if it is possible to have an event space downstairs, there will be a set of double doors, if there is 
not room, it will be a single door for staff. 
 
Duncan Campbell stated for the future, please include current elevations so the commission can see 
what is changing on the buildings. 
 
Sam DeSollar commented he generally would like to see what exists, and what is going to be 
proposed with COA applications. There was a lot of conflicting information between the two 
designs. 
 
Jeannine Butler made a motion to approve COA-17-79. Flavia Burrell seconded. Motion carried 
5/0/0. 
 
D. COA 17-80  
722 W. 2nd Street: Greater Prospect Hill  
Petitioner: Allen Yoder, representing Mike Shively Architecture  
Demolition of a non-contributing structure and construction of a new, three-story mixed-use 
building.  
COA 17-76 application withdrawn; resubmitted application COA 17-80.  
 
Rachel Ellenson gave presentation. See packet for details. 
 
Lee Sandweiss commented she appreciates the changes. 
 
Sam DeSollar stated it is obvious the architect has made changes based on the previous comments 
and appreciates the changes made. 
 
Jeannine Butler made a motion to approve COA 17-80. Sam DeSollar seconded. Motion carried 
5/0/0. 
 
E. COA 17-81 
506 S. Ballantine Road: Elm Heights 
Petitioner: Henry R. Harbaugh 



Construction of a courtyard wall and a wood entry gate between the existing garage and the proposed 
wall. Removal and backfill of a portion of the existing concrete driveway and walls.  
COA 17-71 application withdrawn; resubmitted application COA 17-81.  
  
Rachel Ellenson gave presentation. See packet for details. 
Duncan Campbell asked staff to clarify what would be happening in front of the garage door. 
Rachel Ellenson explained there will two terraces at 36 inches. The garage door will be replaced 
with a slider door. There will be infill around the terracing. 
 
Barre Klapper explained the goal was to formalize the backyard. The backyard is currently taken up 
by a large concrete drive. The owner would like to make his yard more of a private courtyard by 
infilling the driveway and leaving the original garage door opening. The garage to the left would 
maintain two parking spaces.  
 
Duncan Campbell asked if the wall was going to be split faced limestone or concrete. Christina 
Kruger stated it would be split faced limestone.  
 
Duncan Campbell asked if the house was smooth or split faced limestone. Henry Harbaugh stated 
it is split faced. 
 
Sam DeSollar asked if a guard rail would be required for the 6 foot drop. Barre Klapper stated 
there would be a thick 3 foot hedge around it. They would be willing to come back to the 
commission if the building department required a railing.  
 
Sam DeSollar made a motion to approve COA 17-81. Jeannine Butler seconded. Motion carried 
5/0/0. 
 
V. DEMOLITION DELAY  
 
Commission Review  
A. Demo Delay 17-18  
113 E. 10th Street  
Petitioner: Anthony Vice, on behalf of Stardust Development, LLC  
Partial demolition and addition on the rear of the house that will entail opening a rear wall and 
adding on approximately 5 feet to the footprint.  
 
Rachel Ellenson gave presentation. See packet for details. 
 
Jeff Goldin waived the demolition delay waiting period for Demo-Delay 17-18. Jeannine Butler 
seconded. Motion carried 5/0/0. 
 
VI. NEW BUSINESS  
 
Rachel Ellenson gave update on Batman House. 
 
VIII. OLD BUSINESS  
 
Rachel Ellenson stated per the HPC’s meeting guidelines, petitioners have to be present at the 
meetings during  hearings on their petitions. At a recent meeting, a petitioner did not show and the 



HPC approved part of a COA request and denied another part. Staff proposes that the petitioner be 
given another hearing on the portion denied. Under the guidelines they are provided one additional 
meeting to show up. HPC agreed the petitioner will have its COA petition moved to the next meeting 
to give them a chance to appear. 
 
IX. COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS  
 
NONE 
 
X. PUBLIC COMMENTS  
 
NONE 
 
XI. ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
NONE 
 
XII. ADJOURNMENT  
 
Meeting was adjourned at 6:45pm.  
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SUMMARY 
 

COA 17-82 (Staff Review) 
 

350 S. Madison Street: Greater Prospect Hill 
Petitioner: Brian O’Quinn 

 
Contributing     IHSSI # 105-055-54202    c. 1920 
 

 
 
Background: The residential bungalow located at 350 S. Madison Street in Greater Prospect Hill 
Historic District was constructed c. 1920 and is in good condition. The property is zoned RC-
residential core.  
 
Request: Replacement of failing roof shingles with charcoal/gray imperial rib metal roof. 
 
Guidelines:  
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:  
Standard 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 property shall be avoided.  
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Greater Prospect Hill Historic District Design Guidelines 
Items that requite COA review:  

• Review by HAND staff required: 
1. Changes to public-way façade of the structure 
2. Removal of original materials 

Style and Design 
Definition: The creative and aesthetic expression of the designer.  
 
RECOMMENDED 

1. No specific styles are recommended. A wide range of styles is theoretically possible and 
may include designs which vary in complexity from simple to decorate.  

2. Surrounding buildings should be studied for their characteristic design elements. The 
relation of those elements to the character of the area should then be assessed. Significant 
elements define compatibility. Look for characteristic ways in which buildings are 
roofed, entered, divided into stories and set on foundations. Look for character-defining 
elements such as chimneys, dormers, gables, overhanging eaves, and porches. These are 
described in the introduction.  

 
B. CHANGES TO THE PUBLIC WAY FAÇADE 
 
Changes to the public way façade shall be reviewed for COA (Certificate of Appropriateness) 
approval by HAND (Housing and Neighborhood Development) staff. Either the homeowner or 
HAND staff may appeal to the BHPC (Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission) for 
further review. 
 
Existing architectural details (specifically original historic elements) for windows, porches, doors 
and eaves on the public way façade shall be retained or replaced in the same style or in a design 
appropriate to the character of the house or streetscape. 
 
C. REMOVAL OF ORIGINAL MATERIALS 
 
Removal of original materials shall be reviewed for COA (Certificate of Appropriateness) 
approval by HAND (Housing and Neighborhood Development) staff. Either the homeowner or 
HAND staff may appeal to the BHPC (Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission) for 
further review. 
 
1. Retain historical character-defining architectural features and detailing, and retain detailing on 
the public way façade such as brackets, cornices, dormer windows, and gable end shingles.  
 
2. Avoid removing or altering historic material or distinctive architectural features, like those 
listed. If materials are original and in good shape, means with which to keep them intact should 
be explored. If the existing material cannot be retained because of its condition, document the 
material and its condition and apply for a COA. If the desire is to restore or renovate to a certain 
design or style, provide a replacement plan and apply for a COA. 
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Unified Development Ordinance Architectural Standards – Residential 20.05.016(b) Roofs 
 
(b) Standards. The following architectural standards shall apply:  
 (4) Roofs 

(A) Attached and detached single-family dwelling units shall have sloped roofs 
consisting of shingles, shakes, tile, standing-seam metal, or V-grain metal. Addition to 
attached or detached single-family dwelling units may use flat roofs.  
(B) Multifamily structure may utilize a flat roof with a parapet or a sloped roof consisting 
of the materials listed in subsection (a)(4)(A) above. 

 
Recommendations: Staff recommends approving the project because the petition is within the 
design guideline for Greater Prospect Hill Historic District, although the proposed materials are 
not permitted under UDO 20.05.016(b) for Residential Architectural Standards. The petitioner 
has been notified of this and has been in discussion with Planning Department Staff regarding 
the installation of approved materials. Historic Preservation Staff will follow-up with the 
petitioner regarding the installation of approved materials. Several other houses within two 
blocks of this house have standing seam roofs and are located within Greater Prospect Hill. 
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SUMMARY 
 

COA 17-85 (Staff Review)  
 

101 W. Kirkwood Avenue: Courthouse Square 
Petitioner:  Everywhere Signs 

*Note: The sign will be installed on the storefront of the Kahn Building (115-119 W. Kirkwood 
Ave.) 

 
Notable    IHSSI # 105-055-23013   c. 1895 
 

 
 

Background: The Kahn Building, a notable example of a Queen Anne commercial building, was 
constructed c. 1895. It is located in the Courthouse Square Historic District and within the 
Courthouse Square Overlay. The building is in good condition and has existing wooden sign 
frames hanging above the storefront windows.  
 
Request: Installation of a 1” thick stud mounted PVC sign above the storefront.  
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Guidelines:  
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 
Standard 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 property shall be avoided.  
 
Courthouse Square Historic District Design Guidelines 
4. Guidelines for Signage and Awnings 

A. Signage, General  
I. Care should be taken with the attachment of signage to historic buildings. 

II. The scale of signage should be proportion to the façade, respecting the building’s 
size, scale and mass, height, and rhythms and sizes of windows and door 
openings.  

III. Obscuring historic building features such as cornices, gables, pilasters, or other 
decorative elements with new signs is discouraged.  

IV. Use of materials such as wood, stone, iron, steel, glass, and aluminum is 
encouraged as historically appropriate to the building.  

V. In situations where signage is directly attached to historic fabric, it should be 
installed in a manner which allows for updates and/or new tenant signage without 
additional drilling into stone, brick, or even mortar. If signage or signage parts 
must be attached directly to the building, it should be attached to wood or to 
mortar rather than directly into stone or brick. It is encouraged that signage be 
placed where signage has historically been located.  

VI. Signage which is out of scale, boxy or detracts from the historic façade is 
discouraged.  

VII. Care should be taken to conceal the mechanics of any kind from the public right 
of way.  

B. Wall Signs 
I. Building-mounted signage should be of a scale and design so as not to compete 

with the building’s historic character.  
II. Wall signs should be located above storefront windows and below second story 

windows.  
III. Signs in other locations will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis.  

 
 
 
Recommendations: Staff recommends approving the project as proposed because the petition is 
within the design guidelines for Courthouse Square Historic District. The proposed design of the 
sign is compatible with surrounding storefront signs and there is an existing wooden frame that 
the sign will be mounted on instead of the historic fabric of the building.  
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SUMMARY 
COA 17-77 
 

209 S. Dunn Street (Sidewalk): Restaurant Row Historic District 
Petitioner: City of Bloomington Public Works  

  
Contributing                              No IHSSI Number                            c. 1899 
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Background: The sidewalk is located in front of 209 S. Dunn Street and is between 3rd and 4th 
Streets in downtown Bloomington. It is the last remaining pioneer sidewalk in the City of 
Bloomington and is approximately 56 feet in length. It is constructed of rough cut field stone 
slabs that are laid in an un-coursed pattern with unsealed seams. The current sidewalk does not 
currently meet ADA compliance criteria for pedestrian and has uneven terrain with gaps in 
between the stones. The slabs were reset in 1993, but overtime have become uneven again. This 
portion of the Dunn Street sidewalk system was locally designated as a historic resource on 
February 20th, 1980 under Ordinance 80-15 and boarders Restaurant Row Historic District. 
 
Request: Removal of current sidewalk by Bloomington Restorations, Inc. (BRI) and relocation to 
BRI’s Hinkle Garton Farmstead for resetting in identical pattern and subsequent community use 
for visitors to the site. Hinkle-Garton is known for both its architectural style and historical 
significance in the county.  
 
Guidelines:  
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties 
Building Site 

• Recommended 
o “Identifying, retaining, and preserving features of the building site that are 

important in defining its overall historic character. Site features may 
include…circulation systems, such as walks, paths, or roads.” 

o “Retaining the historic relationship between buildings and the landscape.” 
o “Protecting (e.g., preserving in place) important site features, archeological 

resources, other cultural or religious features, or burial grounds.” 
o “Providing continued protection and maintenance of buildings and landscape 

features on the site through appropriate ground or landscape management.” 
• Not Recommended 

o “Altering…site features which are important in defining the overall historic 
character of the property so that, as a result, the character is diminished.”  

o “Removing or relocating buildings or landscape features, thereby destroying the 
historic relationship between buildings and the landscape.” 

o “Allowing important landscape features or archaeological resources to be lost, 
damaged, or to deteriorate due to inadequate protection or lack of maintenance.” 

o “Replacing an entire feature of the building or site when limited replacement of 
deteriorated or missing components is appropriate.” 

o “Using replacement material that does not match the historic side feature.” 
 
 
Setting (District/Neighborhood) 

• Recommended 
o “Retaining the historic relationship between buildings and landscape features in 

the setting. For example. Preserving the relationship between a town common or 
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urban plaza and the adjacent houses, municipal buildings, roads, and landscape 
and streetscape features.” 

• Not Recommended  
o “Altering those building and landscape features of the setting which are important 

in defining its historic character so that, as a result, the character is diminished.” 
o “Removing or relocating historic buildings or landscape features, thereby 

destroying the historic relationship between buildings and the landscape in 
setting.” 

o “Stripping or removing historic features from buildings or the setting, such as a 
porch, fencing, walkways, or plant material.” 

 
Concerns: Staff would like to express concerns about the outcome of this application, regarding 
the historic integrity of the resource if it is removed from its original location. The resource is 
currently locally protected as historic but if it is moved to a different location, this choice will 
impede any opportunity to designate for a higher level of protection in the future because it will 
be removed from its original context and setting. Staff would also like to identify the need for 
expert preservation measures to be in place during the removal process, if the commission 
decides to approve this petition. The stone slabs are over 100 years old and are very fragile, so a 
tremendous amount of care should be taken if they are removed and relocated. Finally, Staff 
would like to state that this proposal will effectively remove all pioneer sidewalks from 
downtown Bloomington, erasing that portion of the city’s tangible heritage that is currently 
underrepresented or remembered. 
 
Recommendations: Staff recommends approving the application as proposed. The physical 
integrity of the stones will be preserved, although the sidewalk will no longer have integrity of 
location. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



21 
 

 



22 
 

SUMMARY 
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SUMMARY 
 

COA 17-83 
208 N. Walnut Street: Courthouse Square 

Petitioner: Leighla Taylor, on behalf of Ethos Student Housing Community 
 

Notable             IHSSI # 105-055-23067     c. 1895 
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Background: This slightly altered Italianate storefront building was constructed c. 1895 and is in 
good condition. It is located in the Courthouse Square Historic District and within the 
Courthouse Square Overlay district. The property is zoned CD-Commercial Downtown. The 
building retains its pressed cornice with brackets and its limestone façade along the commercial 
ground floor.  
 
Request: Installation of one, 11 sq. foot blade sign onto the side of one white pillar near the entry 
door.  
 
Guidelines: 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:  
 
Standard 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 property shall be avoided.  
 
Courthouse Square Historic District Design Guidelines 
4. Guidelines for Signage and Awnings  
 
A. Signage, General 
1. Care should be taken with the attachment of signage to historic buildings.  
2. The scale of signage should be in proportion to the façade, respecting the building’s size, scale 
and mass, height, and rhythms and sizes of windows and door openings.  
3. Obscuring historic building features such as cornices, gables, pilasters, or other decorative 
elements with new signs is discouraged.  
4. Use of materials such as wood, stone, iron, steel, glass, and aluminum is encouraged as 
historically appropriate to the building.  
5. In situations where signage is directly attached to historic fabric, it should be installed in a 
manner which allows for updates and/or new tenant signage without additional drilling into 
stone, brick, or even mortar. If signage or signage parts must be attached directly to the building, 
it should be attached to wood or to mortar rather than directly into stone or brick. It is 
encouraged that signage be placed where signage has historically been located.  
6. Signage which is out of scale, boxy, or detracts from the historic fabric is discouraged. 
7. Care should be taken to conceal the mechanics of any kind from the public right of way. 
 
B. Wall Signs 
1. Building-mounted signage should be of a scale and design so as not to compete with the 
building’s historic character.  
2. Wall signs should be located above storefront windows and below second story windows.  
3. Signs in other location will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis.  
 
Unified Development Ordinance Commercial Downtown 20.05.083(b) Projecting Signs 
 
 Projecting Signs: The following standards apply to projecting signs: 
 (A) Maximum Projecting: No part of a projecting sign shall protrude more than thirty-six  

(36) inches from the wall or face of the building to which it is attached. Support 
structures between the building and the sign only shall be counted toward this allowance.  
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(B) Location: Projected signs shall be located adjacent to the tenant’s lease space and 
shall be installed at least seven (7) feet above the pavement.  
(C) Separation: A minimum separation of one hundred (100) feet shall be provided 
between all projecting signs on the same building façade.  
(D) Number: A maximum of one (1) projecting sign is permitted per tenant per street 
frontage.  
(E) Area: Projecting signs shall be limited to maximum of (20) square feet in area. 
(F) Allotment: Projecting sign areas shall count toward overall wall sign allotment.  
(G) Prohibited Location: No projecting signs shall be located on buildings located within 
the Courthouse Square Overlay District.  
(H) Wind Loadings: The applicant for a projecting sign shall provide information 
verifying that the building façade containing the projecting sign can tolerate wind 
loading.  
(I) Any property that utilized a freestanding sign shall be prohibited from utilizing a 
projecting sign. 
 
 
 

Recommendations: Although the proposed signage is simple and a recommended material, 
projecting signs are prohibited in the Courthouse Square Overlay by the UDO 20.05.083(b)(G). 
Staff is concerned with the attachment of the sign to the historic masonry. Staff recommends 
denial of this petition.  
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SUMMARY 
 

COA 17-84 
410 S. Rogers Street: Greater Prospect Hill 

Petitioner: Alex Jarvis 
 

Contributing                  IHSSI # 105-055-54229               c. 1920 
 

 
 

Background: This is a slightly altered residential bungalow built c. 1920 in the Greater Prospect 
Hill Historic District. The property is zoned RC-Residential Core.  
 
Request: Installation of 12 solar collectors to the South roof face.  
 
Guidelines: 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:  
 
Standard 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 property shall be avoided.  
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Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation – Guidelines on Sustainability for 
Rehabilitating Historic Building: 
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Greater Prospect Hill Historic District Design Guidelines 
 
Style and Design 
Definition: The creative and aesthetic expression of the designer.  
 
RECOMMENDED 

3. No specific styles are recommended. A wide range of styles is theoretically possible and 
may include designs which vary in complexity from simple to decorate.  

4. Surrounding buildings should be studied for their characteristic design elements. The 
relation of those elements to the character of the area should then be assessed. Significant 
elements define compatibility. Look for characteristic ways in which buildings are 
roofed, entered, divided into stories and set on foundations. Look for character-defining 
elements such as chimneys, dormers, gables, overhanging eaves, and porches. These are 
described in the introduction.  

 
B. CHANGES TO THE PUBLIC WAY FAÇADE 
 
Changes to the public way façade shall be reviewed for COA (Certificate of Appropriateness) 
approval by HAND (Housing and Neighborhood Development) staff. Either the homeowner or 
HAND staff may appeal to the BHPC (Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission) for 
further review. 
 
Existing architectural details (specifically original historic elements) for windows, porches, doors 
and eaves on the public way façade shall be retained or replaced in the same style or in a design 
appropriate to the character of the house or streetscape. 
 
C. REMOVAL OF ORIGINAL MATERIALS 
 
Removal of original materials shall be reviewed for COA (Certificate of Appropriateness) 
approval by HAND (Housing and Neighborhood Development) staff. Either the homeowner or 
HAND staff may appeal to the BHPC (Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission) for 
further review. 
 
1. Retain historical character-defining architectural features and detailing, and retain detailing on 
the public way façade such as brackets, cornices, dormer windows, and gable end shingles.  
 
2. Avoid removing or altering historic material or distinctive architectural features, like those 
listed. If materials are original and in good shape, means with which to keep them intact should 
be explored. If the existing material cannot be retained because of its condition, document the 
material and its condition and apply for a COA. If the desire is to restore or renovate to a certain 
design or style, provide a replacement plan and apply for a COA. 
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Recommendations: Staff recommends approving the project as proposed. The petition is within 
the scope of the design guidelines for Greater Prospect Hill Historic District and a separate 
petition filed in June 2017 was approved by Staff for the installation of solar panels on the South 
face of a secondary structure within the district. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



53 
 

 



54 
 

 



55 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



56 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



57 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



58 
 

 
 
 

 Reliable Warranties Positive Power Tolerance 
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LG stands by its products with the strength of a LG provides rigorous quality testing to solar global corporation and 
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sterling warranty policies. modules to assure customers of the stated power  
Cells  6 x 10 
Cell vendor  LG 
Cell type  Monocrystalline 
Cell dimensions  156 x 156 mm2 / 6 x 6 in2 
# of busbar  3 
Dimensions (L x W x H)  1640 x 1000 x 35 mm 
  64.57 x 39.37 x 1.38 in 
Static snow load  5400 Pa / 113 psf 
Static wind load  2400 Pa / 50 psf 
Weight  16.8 ± 0.5 kg / 36.96 ± 1.1 lb 
Connector type  MC4 connector IP 67 
Junction box  IP 67 with 3 bypass diodes 
Length of cables  2 x 1000 mm / 2 x 39.37 in 
Frame  Anodized aluminum 
     Certifications and Warranty 
Certifications  IEC 61215, IEC 61730-1/-2, UL 1703, 
  ISO 9001, IEC 61701(In progress), 
  
  

DLG-Fokus Test “Ammonia  Resistance”, 
(In progress) 

Product warranty  10 years 
Output warranty of Pmax      
(measurement Tolerance ± 3%)  

Linear warranty* 
*  1) 1st year: 97%, 2) After 2nd year: 0.7% annual degradation, 3) 80.2% for 25 years 

     Temperature Coefficients 
 300 W 

32.0  
9.42 
39.5 
10.0  

MPP voltage (Vmpp) 
MPP current (Impp) 
Open circuit voltage (Voc) 
Short circuit current (Isc) 

Operating temperature (°C) 

600(UL), 1000(IEC) Maximum system voltage (V) 



61 
 

Module efficiency (%)  

Maximum series fuse rating (A)  
* STC (Standard Test Condition): Irradiance 1000 W/m2, module temperature 25 °C, AM 1.5 
* The nameplate power output is measured and determined by LG Electronics at its sole and 

absolute discretion. 

      Electrical Properties (NOCT*) 
 300 W 

220 
29.3 
7.51 
36.5 
8.08 

< 4.5 % 

Maximum power (Pmpp) 
MPP voltage (Vmpp) 
MPP current (Impp) 
Open circuit voltage (Voc) 
Short circuit current (Isc) 
Efficiency reduction (from 
1000 W/m2 to 200 W/m2) 

*  NOCT (Nominal Operating Cell Temperature): Irradiance 800 W/m2, ambient temperature 
20 °C,  wind speed 1 m/s 

Power tolerance (%)  
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• UL 1741 and 1699B compliant 
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SUNNY BOY 3000TL-US / 3800TL-US /4000TL-US /  
5000TL-US / 6000TL-US / 7000TL-US / 7700TL-US 

Setting new heights in residential inverter performance 

The Sunny Boy 3000TL-US/3800TL-US/4000TL-US/5000TL-US/6000TL-US/7000TL-
US/7700TL-US represents the next step in performance for UL certified inverters. Its 
transformerless design means high efficiency and reduced weight. Maximum power production 
is derived from wide input voltage and operating temperature ranges. Multiple MPP trackers and 
OptiTrac™ Global Peak mitigate the effect of shade and allow for installation at challenging 
sites. The unique Secure Power Supply feature provides daytime power in the event of a grid 
outage. High performance, flexible design and innovative features make the Sunny Boy TL-US 
series the first choice among solar professionals. 

www.SMA-America.com 
 

http://www.sma-america.com/
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NEW BUSINESS 
Showers Brothers Furniture Factory Kiln Building Renovation 
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Showers Brothers Furniture Factory Historic District Guidelines 
5. Guidelines for Demolition 
Goal: The intent of these guidelines is to prevent the demolition of contributing buildings and structures 
or contributing portions of building and structures.  
 
A.  Removal of Later Additions 

1.  Removal of additions may be considered if the Commission finds that the addition foes 
not contribute to the historic and/or architectural character of the building.  

2.  The following factors will be considered by the Commission in determining whether later 
additions ca, or should be removed:  

   a. compatibility with the original  
It is recommended that applications consult with Staff as early in the 
process as possible when proposing alterations for the purpose of 
accessibility.  

   b. Historic association with the property.  
   c. Design and execution of the addition.  
B.  Demolition (General) 

When considering a proposal for demolition, the Commission shall consider the following 
criteria for determining appropriate action. The Commission shall approve a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for demolition as defined in this chapter only if it finds one or more of the 
following:  

1.  The building poses an immediate and substantial threat to public safety as interpreted from the 
state of deterioration, disrepair, and structural stability of the structure. The condition of the 
building resulting from neglect shall not be considered grounds for demolition.  

2.  The historic or architectural significance of the structure is such that, upon further consideration 
by the Commission, it does not contribute to the historic character of the Showers Buildings.  

3.  The demolition is necessary to allow development which, in the Commission’s opinion, is of 
greater significance to the preservation of the thematic buildings than is retention of the building, 
or portion thereof, for which demolition is sought.  

4.  The building or property cannot be put to any reasonable economically beneficial use without 
approval of demolition. See Bloomington Municipal Code, Title 8.12.010.  

5.  In the case that the building is accidently damaged by storm, fire, or flood, it may be re-built to 
its former configuration and materials without a requirement for review if work is commended 
within six (6) months. If the work is not commended within six (6) months then plans and 
specifications will be reviewed according to the guidelines for existing buildings and replication 
of features in this document using an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness.  

6.  With the exception of Criterion #5 in this section, all replacement of demolished properties 
should follow Section 6: Guidelines for Additions. The Commission may ask interested 
individuals or organizations for assistance in seeking an alternative to demolition. See 
Bloomington Municipal Code Title 8. 

 
* Note: A complete list of Shower Brothers Furniture Factory Historic District Design Guidelines can be found on the City of 

Bloomington website under the title, “Local Historic Districts.” 
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COURTESY REVIEW 
 

121 E. Kirkwood Avenue 
Bynum Fanyo & Associates, Inc. 
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408 E. 6th Street 
Bynum Fanyo & Associates, Inc. 
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