Historic Preservation Commission
Chair: Joe Chappell
Commission Members: Lynn Bilodeau, Patrick Kerr, Adam Ropp,
James Hensley, Erin Brown, Valerie Duncan and James Long - Ex-Officio
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION WORKSHOP
Monday, September 9, 2019 at 5:30 PM
City Hall – 2nd Floor Council Chambers
101 North Second Street, Guthrie, Oklahoma 73044
1.

Call to order

2.

Discussion regarding the enforcement of the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance and
discussion and potential action on recommendations of amendments to existing district
requirements.

3.

Adjournment

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING
Monday, September 9, 2019 at 6:15 PM
City Hall – 2nd Floor Council Chambers
101 North Second Street, Guthrie, Oklahoma 73044
1.

Call to order.

2.

Public comments.

3.

Approval of previous minutes from the regular meeting on August 5, 2019 meeting.

4.

HPC Application 19-018 – Discussion and potential action on a request for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for the demolition of an existing home and discussion and potential action on a request
for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the construction of a new home for the property located at 314 S
2nd Street.
a. Staff Report
b. Discussion
c. Decision

Agenda posted on the bulletin board in the lobby of City Hall by 5:00 PM on Thursday, September 5, 2019. The
City of Guthrie encourages participation from all its citizens. If participation at any public meeting is not possible
due to a disability, notification to the city clerk at least 48 hours prior to the scheduled meeting is encouraged to
make the necessary accommodations. The City may waive the 48 hours rule if signing is not the necessary
accommodation.

5.

HPC Application 19-021 – Discussion and potential action on a request for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for a new projecting sign for Byrons Fiddle Shop & Music Hall and the painting
of the entresol area at 209-211 E. Oklahoma Ave. (Patriot Industries Building).
a. Staff Report
b. Discussion
c. Decision

6.

HPC Application 19-022 – Discussion and potential action on a request for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for new “Licorice Man” canopy signage and new paint for the front façade and
rear exterior for a building located at 112 E. Oklahoma Ave.
a. Staff Report
b. Discussion
c. Decision

7.

HPC Application 19-023 – Discussion and potential action on a request for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for new building and awning signage for the City of Guthrie Tourism office for
a building located at 308 S. Division.
a. Staff Report
b. Discussion
c. Decision

8.

Staff comments.

9.

Commissioner comments.

10.

Adjournment.

Leroy D. Alsup, City Manager
PO Box 908, Guthrie, OK 73044
lalsup@cityofguthrie.com
(405) 282-0496

To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

City of Guthrie Historic Preservation Commission
Dan Kassik, Planning Director
Staff Report – Workshop
August 15, 2019

DISCUSSION:
Staff sent out 250 letters to property owners and business owners within the Historic Preservation
District. The letter also contained the information for the workshop.
Staff is providing some information on the primary areas of the Historic Preservation Ordinance for
general information as well as maybe leading to discussion points.
Preservation Ordinance Overview
First it is important to understand when Commission approval is required and when it is not required.
The two main definitions that come into play are Ordinary maintenance and repair and an Alteration.
Both definitions are as follows:
Ordinary Maintenance and Repair: Any work for which a building permit or any other City permit or
certificate is not required and where the purpose of such work is stabilization, and further, where such
work will not noticeably change the exterior appearance of the resource. Any work not satisfying all of
the above requirements shall not be considered ordinary maintenance and repair.
Alteration: Any construction or change of the exterior of a building, object, or site, or structure. For
buildings, objects, sites or structures, alteration shall include, but is not limited to, the changing of
roofing or siding materials, changing eliminating or adding doors, door frames, windows, window
frames, shutters, fences, railings, porches, balconies, signs or other ornamentation; the changing of
paint color; regarding; fill; imploding or other use of dynamite. Alteration shall not include ordinary
repair and maintenance.
Section 9 of the Historic Preservation Ordinance allows for the ordinary maintenance and repair and
such action does not require Commission approval. When determining ordinary maintenance and repair
there are two key elements that come in play. First is whether a building permit is needed and second,
whether or not the appearance will be changed. For instance, if an owner wanted to change out a
window, in most cases that does not require a building permit and if the type and style of the window to
be replaced is the same, there is not an approval required by the Commission.
Section 10 of the Historic Preservation Ordinance outlines when Commission approval is needed. It
states a Certificate of Appropriateness is required when the work does not satisfy the definition and
conditions of ordinary maintenance and repair. It further states that approval is required for any work
that is considered an alteration or any work that includes permanent signage. The key element is

change. The change could be paint color, addition to a building, different windows, doors, roof, etc., but
anything that will change or be different than presently built. Any alteration does require Commission
approval. However, it is important to keep in mind that approvals required by the Commission are
primarily related to the exterior of buildings, meaning not all work requiring a building permit needs
Commission approval as electrical, plumbing, or interior work do not require Commission approval.
Another important aspect within the Code is the distinction between a land mark or contributing
resource and general resource and how the code is applied to each.
Contributing Resource Definition: A resource in an historic district or cluster that contributes to the
district's or cluster's historical significance through location, design, setting, materials, workmanship
and association, and which shall be afforded the same considerations as landmarks.
General Resource Definition: A building, object, site or structure which does not add to a district's or
cluster's sense of time and place and historical development but may contribute in other aspects, such as
contributing to the street wall.
The contributing resources are typically the buildings and homes that were built in the early 1900’s and
also listed on the National Historic Registry. Staff is compiling information from the Logan County
Historical Society and a recent historical property/buildings survey that is near completion that was part
of the Certified Local Governments (CLG) grant from Fiscal Year 2019. This information will then be
outlined in staff reports to help the Commission with their decisions.
The general resources are buildings or properties that are located within the historic district but are more
modern and/or not on the Historic Registry.
The big difference between the two is in the decision making process. The specifics of the code really
were made for the contributing resources and their preservation and close adherence to design guidelines
is needed. The contributing resources are important, but do not necessarily require strict adherences to
the code and guidelines, these resources are to compliment the district and contributing resources within
the district. For instance, the Commission recently had a request to change windows for the building at
Ash and Oklahoma to more “modern” windows. The building is not a contributing resource, thus the
need to ensure “historic windows” was not necessary.
Minimum Maintenance is an essential part of the Code as it is the mechanism that will preserve and
sustain the historic resources for years to come. Minimum maintenance is probably the most critical
issue facing the historic district as most buildings are reaching the 100 year old mark. Section 13 of the
Code states that all owners need to keep in good repair all of the exterior portions of such resources
including but not limited to roofs, foundations or floors, and exterior walls including windows and doors
to ensure the resources are structurally safe and all interior portions thereof which, if not so maintained,
may cause or tend to cause the exterior portions to become public hazards or structurally unsound
An annual inspection program may need to be incorporated within the code to ensure all property
owners are maintaining minimum maintenance, both internally and externally.
The final aspect of the code is demolition. This will be gone over more in depth with an item on the
agenda. I am not going to detail a lot in this report as it has been outlined in the Staff report for the
demolition agenda item.

Signage
In 2004, the Code was amended to allow for “Open” neon signs for the early 1900’s buildings and that is
the only neon allowed for the early century buildings. However, the Code does state that buildings
constructed after the mid-1920’s may utilize neon sparingly as accents or in signage.
In 2007, the Code was amended to allow/define temporary and promotional signage that would be
allowed within the Historic District. Temporary signage is allowed for up to a 30 day period. Per the
Code, all promotional and temporary signage are to meet the same criteria (fonts, colors, etc.) as
permanent signage and be affixed to the building or on a window.
The district has seen an increase in temporary flag signs put out in front of the buildings. This type of
signage is prohibited. Staff has learned that the “Open” flags were a “group” effort. Staff recommends
that if the Commission wants to allow these flags that a code amendment similar to the neon open signs
be initiated.
The Code in terms of signage is centered on types and designs of the signage. It seems that the
Commission sometimes gets too consumed with font, when in fact the code does not even mention font.
The lettering should complement the historic resource and design.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MINUTES
August 5, 2019
The regular meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission was posted on or before August 1, 2019
before 5:00 PM. The meeting was held August 5, 2019 at Guthrie City Hall.
Members:

Joe Chappell, Chair
Erin Brown
James Hensley
Valerie Duncan
Lynn Bilodeau
Patrick Kerr
Adam Ropp
James Long – ex officio

Also Present: Dan Kassik, Planning Director and Mike Zimmerman, Building Inspector
Call to Order
The meeting was called to order on Monday, August 5, 2019 at 5:31 PM. Commission members were
present and a quorum declared.
Public Comments
None.
Approval of Minutes
A motion was made by Brown and seconded by Bilodeau to approve an addendum to the previously
approved minutes from the January 7, 2019 regular meeting. 7 voted aye. A motion was made by Kerr
and seconded by Brown to approve minutes of July 1, 2019 regular meeting. 7 voted aye
Discussion Item 1
HPC Application 19-018 – A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the demolition of an
existing home and approval for the construction of a new home for the property located at 314 S 2nd
Street. Staff gave a report on the item and informed the Commission that Section 15 of the Historic
Preservation Ordinance required a minimum of a 60 day period from date of application to first hearing
in which a decision on a demolition can be made. Staff indicated that the 60 day period was not met and
a public hearing on the item could not be held till next month’s meeting. No further action was taken.
Discussion Item 2
HPC Application 19-020 – A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a new “The High End”
window sign on a building located at 122 W. Oklahoma Ave. Staff gave a report on the item.
Commissioner Kerr had concerns regarding the font. A motion to approve as submitted was made by
Brown and seconded by Bilodeau. Chappell, Hensley, Brown, Duncan, Ropp and Bilodeau voted aye,
Kerr voted nay. Motion passed 6-1
Discussion Item 3
Staff gave a brief summary of a letter that was prepared to be sent to all property owners and business
owners within the Historic District. The Commission was supportive of the draft but discussed the need
for a workshop. The Commission suggested that business owners in the Historic District be invited. A
motion was made by Brown and seconded by Hensley approving the letter and including in the letter an
invite to a workshop at the September 9, 2019 Historic Preservation regular meeting. All voted aye.
Motion passed 7-0.

Historic Preservation Commission Minutes
Page 2
Staff Comments
None
Commissioners Comments
Commissioner Brown commented about the needed preservation within the Historic District and not to
hesitantly approve a demolition.
Adjournment
Meeting was adjourned at 6:12 p.m.

Leroy D. Alsup, City Manager
PO Box 908, Guthrie, OK 73044
lalsup@cityofguthrie.com
(405) 282-0496

To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

City of Guthrie Historic Preservation Commission
Dan Kassik, Planning Director
Staff Report
August 12, 2019

APPLICANT:

Honey Homes, LLC

LOCATION:

314 S 2nd St.

REQUEST:

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the demolition of an existing
home and approval for the construction of a new home

NOTIFICATION:

Notice of the meeting was published in the Guthrie News Leader on September 3,
2019 and the agenda was posted by 5:00 p.m. on September 5, 2019.

DISCUSSION:
The item was continued from the July 1, 2019 and August 5, 2019 meetings. The house was determined
to be a contributing resource and as such could only be rebuilt if the proposed home was era specific. At
the August meeting it was determined that the 60 day grace period for the demolition of a contributing
resource had not been met. In addition, Staff was to prepare a report to ensure compliance with Sections
16 and 17 of the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance. The following is a Section by Section analysis
of the code as it relates to a request for demolition of a contributing resource.
The Logan County Historical Society determined that the home is a contributing resource and as such,
the demolition of this home is required to meet all requirements as a demolition of a landmark resource.
•

Section 14. Demolition of a landmark, a resource on a landmark site or contributing resource
within a historic district.

This section states that in order to approve the demolition of a landmark or contributing resource within
the historic district an applicant must demonstrate evidence of unreasonable economic hardship as
defined in Section 16 or unusual and compelling circumstances as defined in Section 17.
•

Section 15. Negotiations prior to demolition application hearing.

This section states that an application for a permit for demolition of a landmark or contributing resource
shall not be heard by the Historic Preservation Commission for 60 days from the date of the application
is received by the City. The period is intended to permit City Staff to discuss the proposed demolition
informally with the property owner, other city officials, and preservation organizations to see if an
alternative to demolition can be found.

The City received the application on June 20, 2019 and 60 days from that date is August 19, 2019. The
60 day period has been met. In that timeframe the City has met with the property owner, other City
officials and preservation supporters, but no alternatives have been determined.
•

Section 16. Certificate of Economic Hardship

An applicant can petition the Commission to receive a Certificate of Economic Hardship for major
façade changes, new construction, demolition or a minimum maintenance plan. An application does
require a list of supporting documentation that must be submitted as outlined in subsection 3, paragraphs
a through m. However, the key element in the section is located within subsection 2. The subsection
states:
“The deteriorated condition of a resource attributable to the owner’s failure to provide proper
maintenance over an extended period of time will not be considered a relevant factor in elevation of
economic hardship. Hardship that is attributable to a resource being allowed to deteriorate by past or
current owners will be considered self-imposed; restoration costs incurred to remediate such neglect will
not be considered. This provision will not be affected by any transfer of ownership by means including,
but not limited to, sale, inheritance or gift.”
The subject home falls into the criteria of “failure to provide proper maintenance over time” by the
previous owners. The Commission cannot issue a Certificate of Economic Hardship due to this reason.
•

Section 17. Unusual and compelling circumstances and demolition of a landmark, a resource on
a landmark site or contributing resource within a historic district.

This section allows for the demolition of a landmark or contributing resource if an applicant cannot
prove or meet the criteria set forth in Section 16. The Commission can determine if unusual or
compelling circumstances exist and approve a demolition. There are seven considerations that should be
met in order for the Commission to approve a demolition. Staff has outlined each consideration and
provided analysis for each.
(a). The significance of the resource as defined in Sections 7 and 8.
Section 7 details five criteria that should be used to designate a landmark and the remaining portion of
the Section details the process/procedure designating a property a landmark. The five criteria are the
relevant parts of the Section and are outlined and analyzed as follows:
(a) It exemplifies or reflects elements of the cultural, social, economic, engineering, political, or
other heritage of the City of Guthrie; or
The only importance or redeeming factor that the home has is the time period in which it was
built. The home itself does not have any architectural qualities or known historical significance.
(b) It has any special aesthetic or artistic interests or values; or
The home itself does not have any architectural qualities or known historical significance.
(c) It is identified with any historic persons or important events in the history of the City of
Guthrie, the State of Oklahoma, Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, or the nation in
general; or
There are no known historic persons that have lived in the house and no important events that
have occurred in the home or on the property.

(d) It embodies distinguished architectural characteristics which are valuable for a study of any
period, style, or method of construction; or if it is a valuable example of the use of native or
indigenous materials or craftsmanship; or
As stated above, the home does not have any architectural qualities even given the timeframe
that the home was built. The craftsmanship is not unique.
(e) It is representative of a notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect.
The craftsmanship is no unique and is not the work of any notable master builder, designer, or
architect.
Section 8 is oriented towards areas that could be designated a historic district and details basic criteria
for an area that could be designated a historic district. This Section is not relevant to the current issue as
the issue at hand is dealing with a specific property and not a district wide issue.
(b). The importance of the resource to the integrity of a historic district, an area, or a cluster.
The only importance or redeeming factor that the home has is the time period in which it was built. The
home itself does not have any architectural qualities or known historical significance. In fact, the porch
supports are metal and the home has vinyl siding which is typical of more modern homes, most all the
other homes in the area still have wood or stone supports or a combination of both. Of the homes in the
area, it has the least significant architectural features. One could make an argument that the home does
not even meet the definition of a contributing resource. If demolished, the integrity of the historic
district and area will not be compromised.
(c). The difficulty or impossibility of reproducing such a resource because of its design, texture,
material detail, or unique location.
As mentioned above in Subparagraph b, the home itself does not have any architectural qualities or
known historical significance. The ability to reproduce the resource would not be difficult or
impossible. In fact, the ability to re-create a more significant resource with better architectural qualities
is possible. There is nothing about the home that sets it apart based on its design, texture, material detail
or unique location.
(d). Whether the resource is one of the last remaining examples of its kind in the neighborhood, the
county, or the region.
Once again, as mentioned above, the home does not have any known historical significance other than
the time period it was built. There are many similar type homes in the neighborhood, and for that
matter, outside the historic district within the City. It is not one of the last remaining examples in the
neighborhood.
(e). Whether there a definite plans for reuse of the property if the proposed demolition is carried out,
and what effect such plans will have on the character of the surrounding area, as well as the economic
impact of the new development.
The applicant plans to build an era specific home if the demolition is approved and part of the request is
for the Commission to approve the new home concept. The proposed home will be era specific and be
compatible in terms of size and amenities, thus maintain the character of the neighborhood. The new
construction will actually enhance the neighborhood as the existing home is considered dilapidated. The
economic impact will be positive since it would create a new and livable home for the neighborhood and
the City. If the home is not approved for demolition, an argument can be made that it stifles economic
development in the area.

(f). Whether reasonable measures can be taken to save the resource from further deterioration, collapse,
arson, vandalism or neglect.
The home is past the point of reasonable salvation. The City has found the structure to be unsafe and is
considered dilapidated. It has essentially been neglected to long from lack of maintenance and upkeep
from previous owners.
(g) Whether the resource has become so damaged or dilapidated that it is declared unsafe or dangerous
by the City as provided for in Section 22 of this ordinance.
The City has determined the structure unsafe and dangerous. The City’s Building Inspector (Mike
Zimmerman) has inspected the property and will be giving a Powerpointe Presentation detailing the
City’s determination. If the demolition is not approved and the owner decides not to move forward with
the project, the City will likely have the property added to their annual dilapidated structures list this
coming year and have the structure torn down.
• Section 18. Conditions for recommending approval of a demolition permit
This section essentially states that the Commission needs to approve a demolition permit using sound
judgment and only if the Commission can justify or meet the criteria set forth in Sections 16 or 17.
RECOMMENDATION:
Based on the above discussion, Staff recommends the Commission approve the Certificate of
Appropriateness for demolition and approve a Certificate of Appropriateness for a conceptual design of
an era specific home. The home should be a cottage style type home with consideration of amenities
and size to ensure compatibility with the homes in the area.
In addition, Staff recommends the Commission approved with the following conditions:
1.
A demolition permit be obtained within 30 days of approval and the house be demolished
within 60 days of approval.
2.
If a building permit for a new structure is not obtained within 60 days of approval, then
the property must meet the criteria set forth within Section 21 of the City of Guthrie Historic
Preservation Ordinance.

314 S Second ST
2015 IEBC definition of Dangerous: a building or structure that
has partially collapsed or moved off of its foundation or lacks
the necessary support off of the ground

vIRC 404.1.8 Rubble Stone Masonry
vIRC 404.2 Wood Foundation Walls (mud sill)
vIRC 408.2 Under Floor Ventilation

vIRC Table 502.3.1(1) Floor Joist Span Chart, a Douglas-fir 2x6, 24” oc can only span

8’ 8” if is labeled as #1

vIRC 502.6 Joist Bearing
vIRC 502.7 Lateral Restraint at Supports (bridging and blocking)

vIRC 601.2 Wall construction shall be capable of accommodating all loads
vIRC T602.3(5) stud wall spacing shall not exceed 24” oc

vIRC T802.4(1) Ceiling Span Chart, 2”x4” Douglas-fir, 24” oc span is limited to 9’10”
vIRC T802.5.1(1) Rafter Span Chart, 2”x4” Douglas-fir 24” oc span is limited to 8’2”

vIRC 303.10 heating required of not less than 68 degrees 3 feet above the floor 2

feet off of the exterior walls

vIRC 306.1 every dwelling unit must have a water closet, lavatory, and bathtub or

shower

vIRC 306.2 every dwelling must have a kitchen area with a kitchen sink
vIRC 306.3 every plumbing fixture shall be connected to a sanitary sewer
vIRC 306.4 sinks, lavatories, bathtubs, and showers shall have hot and cold water
vIRC 310.2 secondary egress of 5 SQ FT is required for all bedrooms
vIRC 314.2.2 smoke alarms required for all sleeping rooms
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Leroy D. Alsup, City Manager
PO Box 908, Guthrie, OK 73044
lalsup@cityofguthrie.com
(405) 282-0496

To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

City of Guthrie Historic Preservation Commission
Dan Kassik, Planning Director
Staff Report – HPC Application 19-021
August 15, 2019

APPLICANT:

Byron & Bette Berline

LOCATION:

209-211 E. Oklahoma Ave.

REQUEST:

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a new projecting sign for
Byrons Fiddle Shop & Music Hall and the painting of the entresol on the west
storefront. (Patriot Industries Building).

NOTIFICATION:

Notice of the meeting was published in the Guthrie News Leader on September 3,
2019 and the agenda was posted by 5:00 p.m. on September 5, 2019.

DISCUSSION:
The applicant is requesting a new projecting sign for Byrons Fiddle Shop and Music Hall building. The
projecting sign will be located on the existing projecting sign framework located between the two
entresols of the front façade of the building. The proposed sign is a black 1.5-foot x 3-foot metal fiddle.
Renderings are attached. The sign does not exceed the 4-foot maximum projection and the existing
projection framework is mounted least 8 feet above sidewalk surface.
The west storefront (209 E Oklahoma) is red to match the existing brick and the applicant wants to paint
the entresol area black to match the existing black entresol area on the eastern storefront (211 E
Oklahoma).
RECOMMENDATION:
Based on the above discussion, Staff recommends that the Commission approve the Certificate of
Appropriateness as submitted

© 2018 Google
© 2019 Google
© 2018 Google

Leroy D. Alsup, City Manager
PO Box 908, Guthrie, OK 73044
lalsup@cityofguthrie.com
(405) 282-0496

To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

City of Guthrie Historic Preservation Commission
Dan Kassik, Planning Director
Staff Report – HPC Application 19-022
August 30, 2019

APPLICANT:

Ric & Cherie Gorden

LOCATION:

112 E. Oklahoma

REQUEST:

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for new “Licorice Man” canopy
signage and new paint for the front façade of a building.

NOTIFICATION:

Notice of the meeting was published in the Guthrie News Leader on September 3,
2019 and the agenda was posted by 5:00 p.m. on September 5, 2019.

DISCUSSION:
The applicant is requesting new signage on the front building and canopy and new paint colors for the
front façade and rear of building.
The applicant is removing the existing projecting sign above the canopy and adding signage to both
sides of the canopy. The “Licorice Man!” signage will be hand painted and will fit within the existing
canopy area which measures approximately 2-feet in height and 8-feet in width. The colors will be
black, reddish/maroon color (Rhubarb – ACE Hardware) and outline of brown (Prancing Pony – ACE
Hardware). (See Attachment 1)
The front façade of the building is currently painted a light red, light blue and light yellow. The
applicant wants to re-paint with red (Rhubarb – ACE Hardware), light gray (Platinum – ACE Hardware)
off-white (Birch Park – ACE Hardware) and black. The paint is only for the wood/accent areas and
none of the brick will be painted/change. The area is all the area above the existing canopy (See
Attachment 2). The rear of the building will have the same colors.
RECOMMENDATION:
Based on the above discussion, Staff recommends that the Commission approve the Certificate of
Appropriateness as submitted

Leroy D. Alsup, City Manager
PO Box 908, Guthrie, OK 73044
lalsup@cityofguthrie.com
(405) 282-0496

To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

City of Guthrie Historic Preservation Commission
Dan Kassik, Planning Director
Staff Report- HPC Application 19-023
August 30, 2019

APPLICANT:

Justin Fortney, City of Guthrie Tourism

LOCATION:

308 S. Division

REQUEST:

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for new building and awning
signage for the City of Guthrie Tourism office building.

NOTIFICATION:

Notice of the meeting was published in the Guthrie News Leader on September 3,
2019 and the agenda was posted by 5:00 p.m. on September 5, 2019.

DISCUSSION:
The applicant is requesting window and canopy signage for the building. The building was recently
occupied by the City of Guthrie Tourism staff ad earlier this year receive approval from the Commission
to paint the building and canopy.
The canopy will have signage on the front and both sides (See Attachment 1). The area of signage on
the canopy will be painted a cream white “box” (Origami White – Sherwin-Williams) with black
lettering. The lettering will be hand painted. Each window segment will have signage on the upper onethird and all window signage will be hand painted cream white (Origami White – Sherwin-Williams).
(See Attachment 2)
The building is a General Resource so the lettering style/font is appropriate for a more modern building.
RECOMMENDATION:
Based on the above discussion, Staff recommends that the Commission approve the Certificate of
Appropriateness as submitted.

