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Pursuant to notice of meeting duly given, the Landmarks Commission met in the City Council Chambers. Present: Vice Chair Andrew Raimist, Commissioners Lynn Andel, Judith Brauer, Robert Rubright, Walter Smith, and Staff Liaison Amy Lowry.  The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m.  

I. Approval of Minutes and Changes to Agenda – Motion to approve the January 8, 2020 meeting minutes as submitted by Comr. Andel, seconded by Comr. Brauer and unanimously approved.  Comr. Andel made a motion to amend the agenda to move Case No. 05-2020 at item III. d. for a fence at 315 Altus Place to the first item for Certificate of Appropriateness consideration.  Comr. Brauer seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

II. Certificate of Appropriateness
a. Case #05-2020, 315 Altus Place (Landmark #38, Couch-Franks House) – Homeowner Alison Stiber presented plans for an aluminum fence with decorative top and center gate to match existing fence and to be located from rear corner of porch to side property line.  Comr. Andel made a motion in Case No. 05-2020 to approve the backyard fence as submitted.  Comr. Rubright seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 
b. Case #02-2020, 142 W. Monroe Avenue (Landmark #10, Hoffman-Ward House) – Architect Brian Ivy presented plans for removal of the bay window, stairs, door and window, and replacement with ADA platform, chair lift, stairs, door and window. He said that a grassed area in the rear of the building would provide a new trash enclosure with vinyl to match the existing fence.  Comr. Raimist questioned if the head height of the new door and window could be raised to match the existing window.  Mr. Ivy indicated that he did not think that change would be an issue.  Comr. Brauer made a motion in Case No. 02-2020 to approve the plans as submitted but to raise the head height of the door and window to match the existing window.  Comr. Rubright seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.
c. Case #03-2020, 306 N. Woodlawn Avenue (Landmark #35, Singleton-Hartman House) – Homeowner John Jackson presented the plans for a one story kitchen addition.  The footprint of the addition is less than the addition approved a year ago.  The Commission discussed the use of Hardie board on the addition.  The house has vinyl siding.  Comr. Andel made a motion in Case No. 03-2020 to approve the addition plans as submitted with Hardie board siding.  Comr. Rubright seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 
d. Case #04-2020, 219 Orrick Lane (North Taylor Historic District) – Property owner Mark Potthast presented plans for a new house on the property. The 270-day stay of demolition has expired and the existing house may be removed at any time.  Comr. Smith asked if the brick would be salvaged; Mr. Potthast has no plans for that.  Comr. Raimist made the following comments on the proposed design:
· The predominate design and features are intended to appear Georgian, but the front porch, dormers and high roof are not typical of that style. They also do not correspond to other Georgian style homes on the street.
· The porch should be smaller in width with Georgian rather than Colonial proportion and detailing.
· The roof volume and pitch makes it too monumental, and the rather small, narrow, purely decorative dormers do not work visually with the massive roof.
· A lower sloped hipped roof would be desirable.
· There is a great elaboration on the front of the house including detailing, windows, symmetry, shutters, cornices, brick detailing, and more. Virtually none of this approach is carried through to the 3 remaining sides. Consider organizing and designing the other 3 sides with a similar approach to composition, organization, and proportions. Bringing selected aspects of the detailing and design of the front of the house onto the other three elevations would help to unify to house’s design.
· The painted brick on the front should be a uniform color (or a subtly different tone) as the LP Smart Siding or Hardie Board carried through on the other elevations.  It would be preferred if the brick could be extended along the full depth of the two side elevations.
· The dimensions of soldier course of bricks above the front windows should match on both floors.  One way to do that would be to raise up the wall by 8”-10” inches and lower the slope of the roof (now 10/12) to 8/12 or 6/12.
· The two roofs (over main house and mud room/kitchen) should be separate, not blended. 
· The windows on the side and rear elevations should more proportional to each other and organized in a logical, appealing way. They should reflect the general concepts of the front of the house while not requiring the same level of elaboration and detailing. Nevertheless, they should all appear to be consistent in design approach, size, spacing, etc. Avoid large blank areas of wall where windows could be provided.
· Bring down the scale of the house so that it corresponds the existing houses on the street.  The Commission needs to see the house shown to scale in elevation view with the existing homes on either side to give a clear, honest depiction of the scale of the project.
· A chimney (false or real) located asymmetrically may add interest to the house. If desired, two chimneys positioned symmetrically could also be provided. These structures do not need to be entirely decorative, without function. There will undoubtedly by ventilation and other required functional penetrations of the roof. Chimneys would provide excellent means to conceal such visually distracting elements and shielding them from interrupting the roof with contemporary technical details which immediately undermine any presumption of the house being “historical” in design and construction. 
Mr. Potthast will make alterations and return to the Commission.
e. Case #11-2019 & #06-2020, 324 N. Taylor Avenue (North Taylor Historic District) – John Vella, property owner, gave a power point presentation regarding demolition of home, specifically a Preservation Assessment and New Home Construction Study.  The Commission, Mr. Vella, Monte Herring, the proposed builder, and Michael Abraham, the proposed architect, discussed the merits of preservation of the existing house versus construction of a new house.  Comr. Andel expressed that she felt the preservation cost estimates were higher than her experiences with renovations, especially because many of the costs are the same whether the house is renovated or built new.  The applicant contended that the new build would create greater value.  The new house would be stone and stucco and similar in architecture to the house at 218 W. Washington Avenue that Mr. Abraham designed and Mr. Herring built.  Comr. Brauer expressed her support for the rendering of the new house.  The applicants said that they would be salvaging some of the materials at the house, including windows and a stove, but that more detail about reuse of materials would be available later.  The Commission gave the applicant feedback that the general direction of the architecture was favorable.

III. New Business
a. Citizens Comments/Seeking Advice to preserve their historic properties – none. 
b. 2020 Favorite Building Awards on May 13th – The Commission discussed moving forward with the awards for this year and perhaps moving to a biennial event in 2022.
c. 2020 Missouri Statewide CLG Forum on April 24th in Jefferson City – Ms. Lowry reminded the Commission of the event and the need to attend training.

IV. Meeting Adjournment – Motion to adjourn at 9:20 p.m. made by Comr. Brauer, seconded by Comr. Andel and unanimously approved.
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