Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission, Zoom Virtual
Meeting, Thursday June 25, 2020, 5:00 P.M. AGENDA

I CALL TO ORDER
1. ROLL CALL

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
A. May 28, 2020 Minutes
B. June 11, 2020 Minutes

V. CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS

V. DEMOLITION DELAY
Commission Review
A. Demo Delay 20-14
706 N. Washington St
Petitioner: Justin Sullivan
Partial demolition
B. Demo Delay 20-15
2300 W. Tapp Rd
Petitioner: Duncan Campbell
Partial demolition
C. Demo Delay 20-16
Petitioner: Matt Ellenwood
426 E. 10th Street
Partial demolition

VI. NEW BUSINESS

VIl.  OLD BUSINESS

VIll. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS
IX. PUBLIC COMMENTS

X. ANNOUNCEMENTS

XIl.  ADJOURNMENT

Auxiliary aids for people with disabilities are available upon request with adequate notice. Please call
812-349-3429 or email, human.rights@bloomington.in.gov.
Next meeting date is July 9, 2020 at 5:00 P.M via Zoom. Posted: 6/18/2020



mailto:human.rights@bloomington.in.gov

Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission,
Zoom Virtual Meeting,
Thursday May 28th, 2020
MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER
Meeting was called to order by John Saunders, @ 5:00 pm.
ROLL CALL

Commissioners
John Saunders
Jeff Goldin
Chris Sturbaum
Sam DeSollar
Susan Dyer
Lee Sandweiss
Deb Hutton — 6:25

Advisory
Ernesto Casteneda
Duncan Campbell
Jenny Southern

Absent
Derek Richey
Doug Bruce

Staff
Conor Herterich, HAND
Eddie Wright, HAND
Doris Sims, HAND
Philippa Guthrie, Legal

Guests
Paul Prather
Michael Korus
Jamie Morris
Josh & Abbie Kelley
Aviva Orenstein

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
April 9th, 2020 Minutes

Jeff Goldin made a motion to approve April 9th, 2020 minutes. Sam DeSollar



(AVA

seconded.
Motion carried 5-0-1 (Yes-No-Abstain)

CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS
Staff Review

A. COA 20-19

629 S. Woodlawn Avenue (EIm Heights Historic District)
Petitioner: Jon Thompson
Rehabilitation of detached garage.

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.

Commission Review

A. COA 20-20

325 S. Rogers Street (Prospect Hill Historic District)

Petitioner: Lynn Yohn

Install 4° white picket fence around front and sides of home. Install 6" privacy
fence around back yard and rear alley.

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.
Discussion ensued.

Duncan Campbell inquired of the fencing not meeting guidelines. He stated how
the neighborhood was built and how they were open to people but now with
fencing the neighborhoods have become private. He asked if the owner has asked
Planning about what will be required for fencing. Michael Korus stated the
prospective buyers are wanting to use the front of the house without their children
or pets running into the street. But they are willing to work with the commission
to come to a resolution so they can purchase the house. Ernesto Casteneda agrees
with Duncan on his assessment of the fence. Jenny Southern stated that Planning
IS not saying they can’t have a fence in the back yard just a limit on the height.
Jenny suggested the use of a small gate on the front porch. Chris Sturbaum agreed
with staff on front fencing.

Chris Sturbaum stated the horizontal fence is ok in the back. Lee Sandweiss
agreed with staff recommendation but would like to explore a fence for the front
porch for safety and enjoyment. Sam DeSollar would support fencing if it is
moved back to the middle of the front fagade on both sides, per guidelines and he
quoted guidelines with the fence heights. Susan inquired of the location of the
property line on the diagram. Jeff Golden clarified the lines on GIS is not exact.

Jamie Morris stated that she drove around the neighborhood and she has found
several types of fencing but she found an example of the desired fencing at 620 W
4™ St. and asked how that fencing was obtained and maintained in the
neighborhood. Conor Herterich clarified that area of that fencing is in a different



historic district with different guidelines. Chris Sturbaum added that the fencing
at 620 W. 4™ St was not built to code.

Josh Kelley stated that he grew up in Bloomington and is looking forward to
coming back to town. He wants a barrier to keep his family safe but have a fence
that is not obtrusive. But he wants to maintain historic guidelines and welcomes
feedback from the commission.

Sam DeSollar made a motion to support COA 20-20 per approval of Planning
with varying fencing heights as set by the Commission with gates where needed.
Sam drew a diagram of what he is requesting in his motion. Lee Sandweiss
seconded. Josh Kelley clarified his intentions. Sam DeSollar withdrew his motion
and the COA was tabled until the next meeting so the Commission can get a clear
understanding of the design changes to the proposed fencing.

. COA 20-21

309 S. Davisson Street (Greater Prospect Hill Historic District)
Petitioner: Aviva Orenstein

Demolition of primary structure.

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.
Discussion ensued.

Duncan Campbell questioned some of the figures listed in the presentation, he feels
like the figures are persuading tearing down the structure as opposed to repair. Jenny
Southern asked about the cedar shakes in the roof, as well as how long the owner has
owned the house. Chris Sturbaum asked if we are demolishing houses due to property
values and what distinguishes this property for demolition over restoration. Chris also
asked about zoning changes for bigger projects as opposed to small structures and the
criteria staff used to recommend demolition. Conor clarified the criteria staff used for
recommendation of demolition. Jeff Golden stated that he supports this COA however
new construction would have to fit into the neighborhood guidelines.

Ernesto Casteneda stated this house has a lot of character, as with many west side
houses, and he would be more for restoring the current structure. Chris Sturbaum
stated if this wasn’t a historic district this decision would be easy. He has seen houses
similar to this one be restored while retaining the flavor of the house. He cannot
support this COA and does not feel like the HPC is doing its job if they let this house
go just because it wasn’t cared for. Lee Sandweiss echoed Chris’ statement and could
not support demolition. Sam DeSollar stated that there are portions of the house that
is gone, but he feels like the owner has done her due diligence. There is a failure of
resources for people that want to restore historic houses. His concern is what the
alternative is if they don’t allow demolition of this house. John Saunders understands
what they are trying to do but he also agrees with losing the flavor of the neighborhood.
Chris added they are protecting this property for the future. Aviva Orenstein stated



that she hopes to retire to this house, she is not looking to flip the house and she didn’t
really want to demolish. The foundation is damaged and has been flooded and they
can’t dig deep enough to save the foundation with the house in place. She stated that
she cannot get funding for the house with all the issues and the house was not built to
code. She cannot find anyone that will write a mortgage on a property that has not
been insured for over 10 years. Chris mentioned this could be a hardship case which
would be a special situation. Aviva stated she won’t be homeless but the issue is being
able to build a much better structure on the lot.

Duncan Campbell stated the house was originally built on piers and there is no
footers. Limestone has been laid around the house but was not part of the original
construction. The roof is wavy because of too much weight. The engineer has pointed
out things that could be done to secure the house. Duncan stated they might not be
asking the proper people as to what can be done to save this structure. Overall the
house is still standing and it is straight. But he doesn’t feel like she is getting good
information but he feels like restoration would be cheaper than rebuilding. He does
support the owner but he feels like she could obtain insurance and mortgage funding.

Chris Sturbaum made a motion to deny COA 20-21, Lee Sandweiss seconded.
Motion carried 5-1-0.

. COA 20-22

102 W. 6th Street

Petitioner: Paul Prather

Installation of gutter across front fagcade to amend roof drainage and
maintenance issues.

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.
Discussion ensued.

Jenny Southern asked how the kids are getting on the roof. Sam DeSollar asked
about the size of the downspouts. Duncan Campbell stated that he knows the
internal troughs are hard to maintain and when they get clogged then you have a
damp building. He suggested a box gutter over a K gutter. Paul Prather explained
the use of a box gutter. Sam stated that there is nothing addressing drainage in
this district, he noticed there is a drainage system on the building that is actually
a residential drainage system, which is not built for this use. But he agrees with a
box gutter over a K gutter but you will have a drop and it will not look good. But
he encouraged the use of something sturdy that will hold up to bumps. Sam
encourages the use of an industrial box gutter and downspout. Ernesto Casteneda
agrees with Sam on the use of a box gutter as well. John Saunders asked about
the current guttering and the ownership of the building next door. Paul Prather
stated that it is likely owned by OEI, and he would be happy to work with them
on guttering common to both buildings.



Jeff Goldin agrees with Sam for the use of a box gutter over a K gutter. Lee
Sandweiss echoes those statements. Deb Hutton, Susan Dyer and John
Saunders agree. Sam DeSollar suggests stainless guttering, but the guttering
should match the windows. Paul Prather clarified that they will work within the
guidelines as well as working with the owner of the neighboring building. The
goal is to make the guttering as invisible as possible. Sam suggested placing the
gutter on or above the one inch ledge at the top of the building, which will not
disturb the facade of the building.

Sam DeSollar made a motion to approve COA 20-22 with a box gutter and
downspout, color to be approved by the staff. Chris Sturbaum seconded.
Motion carried 7-0-0.

DEMOLITION DELAY
Commission Review

. Demo Delay 20-12
301 W. 17th Street
Petitioner: Karl Clark
Full demolition

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.
Discussion ensued.

Duncan Campbell asked about the size of the building and the owners clarified they
would be keeping the same footprint and the foundation of the building. Jenny
Southern asked about the use of the old sign, the owners will use the standing sign.
Conor Herterich clarified the demo delay. Chris Sturbaum asked about keeping
the whole building. Karl Clark stated they would like to keep the entire building but
the door is small and so low you have to duck your head to enter. They will be keeping
the bottom of the existing building to the bottom of the windows. Deb Hutton asked
about the small structure in the back of the building. They are keeping that building
and painting it to match the new building.

Duncan Campbell sees the need for rebuilding because of the low roof line. But it’s
a landmark and he is surprised the building has not been designated. Duncan
recommends raising the roof line to preserve the current building as it a unique
design. Chris Sturbaum echoed Duncan and would be happy if they decided to
maintain the current building. Sam DeSollar stated it’s a unique building but he
doesn’t have a problem with the changes to the building. John Saunders agreed with
Chris that this is an iconic building.

John Saunders made a motion to waive the Demo Delay period, Chris Sturbaum
seconded.



VI.

VII.

VIIL

XII.

Motion carried 6-0-0.

NEW BUSINESS

OLD BUSINESS

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ADJOURNMENT

Meeting was adjourned by John Saunders @ 7:14 pm.
END OF MINUTES

Video record of meeting available upon request.



Bloomington Historic Preservation Commission,
Zoom Virtual Meeting, June 11, 2020
MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER
Meeting was called to order by John Saunders, @ 5:00 pm.
ROLL CALL

Commissioners
John Saunders
Jeff Goldin
Sam DeSollar
Susan Dyer
Lee Sandweiss

Advisory
Duncan Campbell —5:23

Absent
Derek Richey
Doug Bruce
Chris Sturbaum
Deb Hutton
Ernesto Casteneda
Jenny Southern

Staff
Conor Herterich, HAND
Eddie Wright, HAND
Doris Sims, HAND
Philippa Guthrie, Legal

Guests
Craig Pryde
Joy Skidmore
Carol Damon
Greg Goodnight
Josh Kelley
Michael Korus

APPROVAL OF MINUTES



V. CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS
Commission Review

A. COA 20-20 (Continuation)
325 S. Rogers Street (Prospect Hill Historic District)
Petitioner: Josh Kelley
Install fencing around home.

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.
Discussion ensued.
Josh Kelley clarified placement of the fence and the gate and the material to be used.

Sam DeSollar asked if the neighborhood supports the fence. Jeff Goldin clarified that
there isn’t a neighborhood committee that covers this area.

Jeff Goldin likes the changes and is in support of this project. Sam DeSollar likes that
the petitioner has also changed the materials used in the fence. However he has issues with
the fence on the Rogers side of the property. Sam recommended placement of the fence
in conjunction with the neighborhood guidelines. But he has concerns that the fence may
be placed too close to Prospect Street and placement along Rogers St. Josh Kelley stated
he would make any necessary changes per Sam’s suggestions.

Jeff Goldin made a motion to approve COA 20-20, Lee Sandweiss seconded.
Motion carried 4-1-0 (Yes-No-Abstain)

V. DEMOLITION DELAY
Commission Review

A. Demo Delay 20-13
126 E. Ridgeview Dr.
Petitioner: Carol Damon
Full demolition

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.
Discussion ensued.

Conor Herterich asked if Carol Damon knows who manufactured the home. She does not.
Sam DeSollar asked if the petitioner would be interested in jacking up the home and repairing
the foundation. Carol stated it would be cost prohibitive. Duncan Campbell asked about the
historic significance of the neighborhood. Conor stated that he was trying to determine if the
entire neighborhood was built by one manufacturer. Unfortunately this neighborhood does not
have a neighborhood association.



VI

Jeff Goldin supports releasing the demo delay, all the commissioners agree with Jeff.

John Saunders made a motion waive the waiting period for Demo Delay 20-13.
Jeff Goldin seconded.
Motion carried 5-0-0.

NEW BUSINESS

A. Rose Hill Cemetery Fountain Base

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See the video record for details.

Duncan Campbell asked if Rose Hill is a historic district, it is not. Jeff Goldin stated he
wishes they had not moved the fountain. Lee Sandweiss suggested a public spot at the
former location of the fountain and preserving the remaining limestone. Duncan
suggested a new fountain in the same location. It doesn’t have to be a sculpture just a
simple water fountain and if electrical is not available then a solar powered fountain. The
Commissioners agreed. Lee stated that with a new fountain it could become a meeting
place. Conor will bring the Commission’s suggestions to the Rose Hill Cemetery
commission.

B. Johnson Creamery Stack Inspection Report

Conor Herterich gave presentation. See packet for details.

Discussion ensued.

Conor Herterich explained what would be needed when the owner decides what to do
with the chimney. Jeff Goldin stated that if it came before the commission for demo delay
he would move for local destination. Sam DeSollar suggests taking down the antennas
located at the top of the smoke stack if that would help to preserve the structure. Duncan
Campbell gave a brief history of the rehab of the stack during the last rehabilitation in the
mid 90’s. Duncan stated that technically the smokestack is a cell tower. But these stacks
die and they take a beating from the weather. The stress is in the top 15 feet as that is
where the bowing is occurring. But they have placed a cap on the stack but it still needs
to be maintained. Duncan was opposed to the use of the smokestack as a cell tower. He
feels like a 106 review would be needed and the HPC would be a consulting party. Conor
clarified that a 106 review would only be needed if Federal money is used. Duncan stated
that if the Commission wants a hand in saving the structure then they would need to
designate. Sam agreed with Duncan, but he realizes that without the cell tower then the
structure may not be worth saving. Duncan stated the park service wouldn’t let them tear
it down unless there’s a safety issue. Conor clarified that the owners are aware that the
stress on the stack is from the cell antennas at the top. Jeff Golden agreed with Duncan
and Sam that the loss to the city skyline would be significant. Lee Sandweiss believes the
structure should be locally designated, Susan Dyer and John Saunders both agree.



C. Annex Project (3rd and Grant) courtesy review

Craig Pryde & Joy Skidmore gave a presentation of the project complete with images,
drawings and diagrams. See the video record of the meeting for complete details.

Sam DeSollar asked about ownership of the 1 shaped building in the corner lot, if it’s
owned by the same owners. Duncan Campbell asked about the percentage of workforce
housing and marketplace housing.

Jeff Goldin stated he dislikes the city’s requirement for modulation, but he likes this
project, they are respecting the historic district and following the rules. Sam DeSollar
stated that this is much better than the last project on this site, he likes the building and
the setback, but he feels like it is putting off the inevitable as they will ultimately have to
address the buildings on restaurant row. Duncan Campbell echoed Sam’s comments but
added that they are building something that will look like everything else. But not
developing the north lot is kind of a cop out. John Saunders also has concerns about the
vacant lot. Conor Herterich reminded the Commissioners that this is a courtesy review.

Vil. OLD BUSINESS
Vill. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS
IX. PUBLIC COMMENTS
X. ANNOUNCEMENTS
XIl.  ADJOURNMENT
Meeting was adjourned by John Saunders @ 6:13 pm.
END OF MINUTES

Video record of meeting available upon request.



Demo De]ay: 20-14 Address: 706 N. Washington St

Commission Decision

Petitioner: Justin Sullivan
Parcel Number: 53-05-33-207-019.000-005

Property is Contributing Structure; Tudor Revival, c. 1930

Background:

Request:

Guidelines:

Recommendation:

The home is mentioned in the walking tour brochure titled “Cottage
Grove Historic District”, but staff can’t find the district listed locally or on
the National Register.

Partial demolition.

According to the demolition delay ordinance, BHPC has 90 days to
review the demolition permit application from the time it is forwarded to
the Commission for review.

Staff recommends releasing Demo Delay 20-14. While the project
would not be recommended in a historic district, staff does not find the
alteration severe enough to warrant individual designation and protection
of the building.
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Demo De]ay: 20-15 Address: 2300 W. Tapp Rd
Petitioner: Duncan Campbell

Parcel Number: 53-01-52-555-001.000-009

Commission Decision

Property is Outstanding Structure; Federal I-House, c. 1830

Background: The property is part of the Borland Home and Furst Quarry.
Request: Partial demolition.

Guidelines: According to the demolition delay ordinance, BHPC has 90 days to
review the demolition permit application from the time it is forwarded to
the Commission for review.

Recommendation: Staff recommends releasing Demo Delay 20-15. The addition meets the
best practice standards listed in the National Parks Service’s
“Preservation Brief 14: Additions to Historic Buildings”. The addition
does not destroy original architectural material and it differentiates itself
from the historic building using materials and setback. The addition
utilizes similar glazing as the original and mirrors the roofline.
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Quantity _ 72 ’oy&jvuf’é:f/n&/ Va4 prehaed

L:)mt BT, input:
Plectric

[ Other Energy: (explain)

2002

Location:

[] Garage "ﬁfawmcm

[ Attic (1 Crawl space
() Utility room () Other explain

FURNACE 8YSTEM: 2 1.1 771474
Quantity __/

T et
A Electric %, Geothermal _

(] Other energy:

Location:

[ Garage )4- Basement

[] Attic () Crawl space

() Utility room [} Other explain

) wll b'/-'if;n’f ‘
Quantity 5~ Location(s)z_bedym , | [yy vm
Type: { base mact =) EvYeher
¥ Masonry or
Fuel source:
] Gas M Wood

() Factory Built

TRIC SERVICE:
Service Panel:

lmcationex.ts'fm ' é‘{ét’/;u‘mf
Size: [1100amp (140

w200 amp () Other

Sub Panel(s) ¢ s(rﬁ//nf

I ;(/)?tion(s) Arkg L £ /_@fegﬁa/ )
Size: (Y100 amp (1400

(1200 amp L) Other



ELECTRICAL PERMIT APPLICATION

MONROE COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT
501 N. Morton St RM 220, Bloomington, Indiana 47404

Phone Number: (812) 349-2580 FAX: (812) 349-2967
hgp://www.co.monroe.in.us/buildingdept.html

FILL OUT COMPLETELY

Check Appropriate box: 0 New Service O Upgrade O Re-Connect B{)ther

- Z"l
PROJECT ADDRESS: _Z30c W .7app
CITY Aoomens4o»n  STATE zN '/ ZIP CODE_<f7%0 3
Township __Ferr/ Section # ___/
[

Subdivision (if applicable) //0‘(,1’/ ZW"G Lot#_ [

APPLICANT NAME: Vuncen (-(ampbed/ Phone #: 812325 -024 &

¥

PROPERTY OWNER: Dikncg, (- Canspbel] + Lothime A Spiasd
Address: 2300 LT pp P4, Blognengtor T/ _Phone #. 123250 o

$7 ¥
Licensed Electrical Contractor: __ . JDWS T i Sch n cle \ :
Monroe County License #: _{ 617 Phone#: &12- 371 -3 Zﬁq
UTILITY COMPANY:

MDUKE 0O S.C.I. REMC O Blmfld REMC O Jackson Co. REMC

Work Being Performed: /thA//A%mh f,,// ﬂfﬂf”&%’ém +o eK/Sf(/;7 hcﬂf@

The applicant hereby certifies and agrees as follows: (1) That I have read this application, and attest that the
information that I have furnished is complete and correct. (2) I understand that if there is any misrepresentation in this
application, Monroe County may revoke any permit issued in reliance upon such misrepresentation (3) I agree to
comply with all Monroe County ordinances, the Indiana Electrical Code (IEC) and grant Monroe County officials

the right to enter onto the property for the purpose of inspecting the work permitted & posting notices (4) I am
authorized to make this application.

@&_é MM Date: 5//2 7/20

Signature of Owner, Applicant or Electrical Contractor

02/25/14 Bldg/Reviews/Forms
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(1) NOT USED.

@ NEW 12” CMU FOUNDATION WALL.

NEW C.I.P. CONTINUOUS CONCRETE SPREAD FOOTING, 12”x

2'—0" w/ 2—#5 REBAR, CONTINUOUS.

EPOXY (2) #5 REBAR FROM NEW CIP FOOTING INTO EXIST
FOUNDATION WALL, w/ 8" MIN. ENGAGED BOTH WAYS,

TYP.

@0 @O

STEPPED FOOTING, SEE ELEVATIONS, 1;A-2 & 2; A-2

EXCAVATE EXISTING CRAWL SPACE TO ALLOW FOR NEW
PEA GRAVEL OVER VISQUINE VAPOR BARRIER, DUG DOWN
TO ALLOW FOR 18" MIN. CLEAR PER IRC FIGURE R403.1
CONTINUOUS 2" RIGID INSULATION FROM TOP OF FOOTING
TO BOTTOM OF FDN WALL.

PROVIDE NEW CRAWL SPACE ACCESS, REMOVABLE
PANEL/HATCH, 18"x24" MIN.

NEW EXTERIOR WALL: LAP SIDING OVER HOUSE WRAP,

OVER 5/8" SHEATHING, ON 2x6 WD. STUDS, @ 16" O.C.,
FILL VOID WITH FIBERGLASS BATT INSULATION, WITH

VISQUINE VAPOR BARRIER, WITH 1/2 GP. BD.

SIDES
NEW ENTRY DOOR.

@G ©

LOCATION OF FUTURE PARTITION WALL.
CLOSET w/ SHELVING AND HANGER ROD.

REBAR, BOTH WAYS, AND w/ NEW BEAM
TO BE (2)3—1/2"x 9—1/4" LVL...

@

EXISTING HOUSE.

2x4, 16" 0.C., WD STUD PARTITION WALL, w/ GYP. BD., BOTH

NEW DOUBLE HUNG INSULATED WOOD WINDOWS.
NEW FIXED BI-PASS INSULATED WINDOW

CIP 2'x2'x12” FTG PAD, w/ 16"x16” CMU PIER, w/ 2—#5
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commercial
residential

historic preservation—
adaptive reuse

6055 gladden drive

indianapolis, in.

46220

off/fax: (317) 927—7271

email:

loganarchitects@ameritech. net

These drawings and specific

al copies there

the property and copyright

ation

re and shal remain

of the

s, and

Architect. They shall be used only with

respect to this project and are not to
be used on any other project or work

without prior written permission from

the Architect.
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® Www_o. 0.C., WD STUD PARTITION WALL, w/ GYP. BD., BO

(@@ NEW ENTRY DOOR.
(1) LOCATION OF FUTURE PARTITION WALL.

@ New cup. CONTINUOUS CONCRETE SPREAD FOOTING. 12°x
2'-0° w/ 2-#5 REBAR, CONTINUOUS. (1) CLOSET w/ SHELVING AND HANGER ROD.

EPOXY REBAR FROM NEW CIP FOOTING INTO EXIST
At (@ NEW DOUBLE HUNG INSULATED WOOD WINDOWS.

FOUNDATION WALL, w/ 8" MIN. ENGAGED BOTH WAYS,
YR, (@ NEW FIXED BI-PASS INSULATED WINDOW

STEPPED FOOTING, SEE ELEVATIONS, 1:A-2 & 2; A-2
ﬂ%ﬁi N hon e ey @ cP 2x2'x12" F1G PAD, w/ 16°x16” CMU PIER, w/ 2-#5

ST & o REBAR, BOTH WAYS, AND w/ NEW BEAM
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Residential Energy Code Requirements

Energy code requirements are in effect which require us to collect information to determine a
path to energy code compliance. If your project includes new construction, residential
additions, whole house restoration, basement finishing, work replacing existing insulation, or
other projects for which the energy code has requirements, please indicate below which path
you will follow in your construction project energy plan and submit this form with your

application for a permit.
(Select only one method)
Prescriptive Path- This requires site inspection of the project and includes specifying

R-values of floors, walls, ceilings and attic spaces. This is to include the entire building
thermal envelope. Inspectlon after installation by the county inspector to verify

compliance.

O UA Alternative- (Software verified and site inspected) This method uses U-factors
instead of R-values and allows for verification of non-conventional construction types
(SIP’S, log structures, ICF’s etc.) it also allows some tradeoffs for site circumstances.
Provide data with application. Inspection after installation by county inspector to
verify compliance with software specifications.

O Performance Test- Utilizes a 3" party energy rater who uses a performance software
model customized for the design of the house. Inspection, testing, and certification is
performed by this 3 party energy contractor and after completion final testing, this
3" party contractor shall submit a test result Certificate to our office certifying results.

Name of certified 3" party energy rater:

Phone #:

USSR et e e e e e e o oy AT Ay o e S —— — —— — — o — p— — o —

Date: fk7/2o Project Address: Z23vo R/ jk_ﬁp/éz/ 6/& = L/ c/?f-/ﬂ]
Owner / Applicant: (please print) \)MCM ddﬂﬁcﬂéé// /&oﬂﬂqe . & %,4;4#(”

- Owner / Applicant signature: @‘"—'é




MONROE COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT PAID: +~230

119 WEST SEVENTH STREET, SUITE 112 =
BLOOMINGTON, INDIANA 47401 DATE: D ~20 K
| TigEPHONE 812-333-3543 RECEVET e
EP ' ' |
DATE ISSUED: {‘4°E3>ﬁcw7i.m _APPLICATION #: /LD |

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY' ' \

SPECIFICATIONS: %‘fa/fﬂé s )‘QC)@ ga k. Yyt w3l g;@o |
boffles, Y00 Divoan (oot of Jiold, [ diot boy,
N

AGREED TO BY: L« B /{(
N (OWNER/AGENT OF OWNER)

ﬁik;#%ﬂzf-'1>iac>el

kkk

Q.

Owner's Name (/)dxl/cﬁxd 2. /}Am/ﬁéé’// Phone No. 337~ 7819
Address 238e 0 T A7 Zp '
Address of Site for which the application pertains: 23©o ‘7?4,&.0 /7S,

#xxkxGIVE COMPLETE AND ACCURATE DIRECTIONS TO THE SITE ON REVERSE SIDE, k%
***x*PLACE THE ATTACHED TAPE TO IDENTIFY PROPERTY AT ENTRANCE TO PROPERTY.*****

Lot Size: (can be accurately obtained from legal description)

Frontage /SO=-208 Lin ﬁ@cx—"?‘ - Depth Ay ror 45 21 e

Total Square Feet _ Acres 20 Rerfe<

Water Supply: Water Usage: £ Gallons Per Month |

Municipal (City) o Well. " . C(Cistern

Type of Euﬂding:

Commercial Des'cr'iption

Residential Blix 2 ,5‘/;,@{/ ‘

No. of Bedrooms 2 _Bathr‘oomsl / -//c'//' / / Shve/ 0"“—//

Washing Machine? “Yes Mo Dishwasher? " Yes - . No Gar'bage Dsp.____ Yes W \/'\Jo
Septic Tank Size: . 590 —Gallons cvs 1 resmove o+ adsd f2

Existing Absorption Trenches: Nopé& | b’h"ﬁﬁ 7t "V e ,,_a? csre menl

No. Width ' . Depth
Length of Each
Proposed Repairs: /4s ,«9?44/}4,«!

No. of Trenches Width ~Depth.
Length-.of Each 5

Comments: —Z 2%l o  S05l e /[ '7’/0&/& arnd xnld ac pey code

7K62§zy/ffhvvévfzf C/;bccfzﬁdiﬂz ....... fﬁi; _____ ;?c?c%f%nfq :) -

Alternative System Components- (where applicable} - If vou intend to utilize an

en-site wastewater disposal system other than a sept1c tark - absorption field
system, please submit all pertinent details of said system (plans and specifi-
cat1ons) for consideration.
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Condinuwe WES Fo Wermer Ep. (aprre '9'%/',«;7 ¢ pasi /Z.)f{/};z/"?ff
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* LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY - WE CANNOT COMPLETE YOUR APPLICATION WITHOUT THIS!

1. Lo?’ ‘géfﬁ’ef C, ﬂ‘ ﬂ'?ﬁ c;730ﬁ7;k77 {}S}/{{ZD/;{/}J/&;#? ,ﬁfﬁmé ﬁ;/ﬁﬁf-‘ l .6"/ Jg’f??ﬁ;v /& "fo'_;zunfxﬁgg; 'l /U'W"‘?’f,
agge L PUEST L Mopie Lo Tl a8 Jféfgﬁ Ly Fhe /rbﬁﬁf /fa’mmﬂ rfrrfa’aﬁf o P Kocd
. g Ve
”?‘?ﬁﬁﬂfi Aé%LICK}T%N§?HU§?{8E o el oy R Rt DERUTRE SR ST FoLLOWING:

Dc‘)ooirzi.f'

Property Lines E. Distribution Boxes (Existing &/or.Proposed)
Water Lines F. Absorption Field (Existing &/or Proposed
Well or Cistern (If applicable) G. Distance between Units
Septic Tank (Existing &/or Proposed) H., A1l Creeks, Ditches, Lakes, Etc,

**[ GCATION OF ANY OR ALL COMPONENTS TO OBVIOUS LANDMARKS WILL BE BELPFUL**
',M%\ | mwme/@f/” Schee  Tars Pp

/ rf/ " f']"’"
s -

i

i

|

o
(e’ |

Gy

**k*APPROVAL OF THIS APPLICATION GIVES ONLY A PERMISSION TO COMNSTRUCT. - THE PERMIT IS NOT.

VALID UNTIL IT IS SIGNED AFTER AN INSPECTION ON THE JOB SITE AT THE TIME OF ACTUAL CON-
STRUCTIQN 1% %%

- FOR HEALTH DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
SOIL REPORT ATTACHED - YES L NG

APPROVED__ 7-23 -8 X SIGNED_ 508 pon oz, 77 P02~
DISAPPROVED SIGNED







Name of owner:

1.

3.

4.

5.

C. Length of Solid Pipe to Each Finger

SEPTIC SYSTEM CONSTRUCTION CHECK

Permit § QL,L"!@

SEWER, house to septic tank:
A, Proper Type B. Proper Fall

TANK(S): A. Concrete ~///f Steel Other

B. Size & Make_\DCo ﬁﬁiz \xqébﬁorﬂ

C. Top of Tank(s) Level_ , -~ T;AK(S) Coated___

D. Inlet(s) and Outlet(s) Properly Sealed_éﬁg:”w
E. Access Holes and Riser{s)_ .~ Iocation

F. Baffles_ - T-Type_ Gas Deflector_

EFFLUENT SEWER, septic tank to distribution box or pump&tank
June —
A. Proper Type B.  Proper Fall T

EFFIUENT PUMP: A. Make and Model
B. Level Alarm C. Breakaway Flange
D. Pressure Sewer: Proper Type Size

DISTRIBUTION BOX: A. Outlets Level /

B. Inlet and outlets Sealed uw/////

6. FINGER SYSTEM:
A. Lenéth of Each Trench, L4 — \00 >
B. Ievel Trenches_kif:j/ /_C. Trench Depth_é%ﬁi?
D. Aggregate: Sizem_zﬁif/gmount_____ - QSGL cy7,611§5
E. Barrier Material: Straw Fabric_igf://wf gig‘?gg.“7ki\
7. DRAWING of System as Installed (Back of This Sheet)
—‘/
INSTALLLED BY: \Cﬁﬂv\k LRI
DATE: ) _;_\0/_OC APPROVED: " _ DISAPPROVED:

PROVISIONATL, APPROVAY, ONLY:

REMARKS :

(//PW
nspEcTor: (| fo (e —T
Voo







RECORDED
AM. P, L:LL

JUL 2 31998
814117 Gooiditios

RECOADER MONROE CO., 1N

Mail Tax Bills To: 2300 Tapp Road, Bloomington, IN 47403 BG- 474 wedl)f
WARRANTY DEED

THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH that DUNCAN CRAIG CAMPBELL and

CATHRINE A. SPIAGGIA, as tenants in common, of Monroe County, in the State of

Indiana, GRANTORS, CONVEY AND WARRANT to DUNCAN C. CAMPBELL and
CATHRINE A. SPIAGGIA, husband and wife, as tenants by the entirety, GRANTEES, for
and in consideration of One Dollar ($1.00) and other valuable consideration the receipt
whereof is hereby acknowledged, the following described Real Estate in Monroe County, in
the State of Indiana, to-wit:

Lot Number One (1) in 2300 TAPP ROAD SUBDIVISION, being a part of
Section 18, Township 8 North, Range 1 West, in Monroe County, Indiana, as shown
by the plat thereof recorded at page 47 of Plat Book 8 in the office of the Recorder
of Monroe County, Indiana.

. Subject to the Covenants and Restrictions of 2300 Tapp Road Subdivision as set out
on the recorded plat.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Duncan Craig Campbell and Cathrine A.
Spiaggia have hereunto set their hands and seals this 9th day of July, 1998.

/)»u_. é&@'cuq,icc&

DUNCAN CRAIG CAMPBELL

ﬂm@;{,[-d ?’L(.l(;:%z;_/

CATHRINE A. SPIXGGIAY

STATE OF INDIANA )
) SS:
.COUNTY OF MONROE )

Before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said County and State,
personally appeared DUNCAN CRAIG CAMPBELL and CATHRINE A. SPIAGGIA and
acknowledged the execution of the foregoing WARRANTY DEED. -

S0 ENTEKE,

-OR TAXATION
JuL o

oly-255s50~-2|

“~rManmoe Conply. Indinr-




820 474

wtdl)7

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my

official seal this 9th day of July, 1998.
ﬂﬁM'Ll[ Vi ﬁk/ 1\?,4&1 L

Notary Public
Mavagenk £. Shreee
My Comunission Expires: Typed of Printed Name
1/77 /000 Residing in _//&7/9«,__ County
7
/

This instrument prepared by: Marguerite R. Shreve, Attorney at Law, The Jehnson’s
Creamery Business Center, 400 West Seventh Street, Suite 107, Bloomington, Indizna
47404.\campbcll\wardced.001



Demo Delay: 20-16 Address: 426 E. 10th
Petitioner: Matt Ellenwood

Parcel Number: 53-05-33-301-016.000-005

Commission Decision

Property 1s Contributing Structure; California Bungalow, c. 1930

Background: The property was released from demolition delay on January 9, 2020,
however the building plans have changed. On top of adding a dormer to
the east elevation, the new plans will expand the roof line back towards
the rear on both sides to create more usable space.

Request: Partial demolition.

Guidelines: According to the demolition delay ordinance, BHPC has 90 days to
review the demolition permit application from the time it is forwarded to
the Commission for review.

Recommendation: Staff recommends releasing Demo Delay 20-16. The addition will not
drastically alter the form of the structure as seen from 10th St because it
affects the roof line behind the dormers.



WH
s | .
‘:::::::::::::::é_—:sﬁ
= M= ==
S— L= ===
= sI==illlE
L
000 =l
00
00

PROPOSED REAR ELEVATION
SCALE: 1/8"=1-0"

W i i S
PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION
SCALE: 1/8"=1'-0"
MATTE
BLACK

426 10TH RENOVATION

6.12.2020
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PROPOSED EAST ELEVATION

SCALE: 1/8"=1-0"

426 10TH RENOVATION

6.12.2020



Tl EXPANDED m
BEDROOM 4
Il 14X 12 il

EXPANDED
BEDROOM 3
15X 14
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CLOSET

NEW
BEDROOM 5
13" X 12

I'!—!'I—I'!—!'I
NEW EGRESS WINDOW
(2) 3-0"W X 50" D.H.

PROPOSED SECOND FLOOR PLAN
SCALE: 3/16"=1'-0" IBVI\_’z\\-IgE

426 10TH RENOVATION

6.11.2020




	C20-197 App (1).pdf
	ResApplucationPDF
	ElectricalPermitApp
	SitePlanPDF
	A1FINAL
	MEP PLANPDF
	ResEnergy
	Septic Permit #9440
	Tapp Rd Part Lot 1 Campbell_House & Land Warranty Deed

	426 E 10TH SECOND FLOOR PLAN 20200611.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	2ND


	426 E 10TH REVISED SIDE ELEVATION 20200612.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	ELEV (2)


	426 E 10TH REVISED ELEVATIONS 20200612.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	ELEV





