Agenda Item VILA.
HPC File #14-001
CITY OF SAINT PAUL
HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

FILE NAME: 1979 Summit Avenue

DATE OF APPLICATION: September 19, 2013

APPLICANT: Renewal by Andersen, Russ Miller

OWNER: Tom Von Reuden

DATE OF HEARING: October 24, 2013

HPC SITE/DISTRICT: Summit Avenue West Heritage Preservation District
CATEGORY: Contributing

CLASSIFICATION: Building Permit

STAFF INVESTIGATION AND REPORT: Amy Spong and Renee Cohn
DATE: October 18, 2013

A. SITE DESCRIPTION:

The Moses Shapira House at 1979 Summit Avenue was constructed in 1924 in the
Mediterranean Revival style. The house was designed by Clarence H. Johnson, Jr. with
Lindstrom and Anderson as the contractors. The house has an intersecting green tile gabled
roof and walls are stucco with a tan brick wainscoting. The windows on the first story have
recessed stucco around the arches with shell molding above the lintels. The central bay projects
slightly and contains a door surround with two engaged wood columns supporting an
entablature topped by two tall finials. Above the main entrance is a small balcony with a door
and similar surround. The windows are six-over-six, four-over-four, and six-over-one. The
garage is attached and the rear shed is non-contributing. The property has a tan brick retaining
wall with a concrete coping. (Description translated from National Register nomination)

B. PROPOSED CHANGES:

The applicant proposes to replace six windows on the south elevation of the residence, facing
Summit Avenue. The proposed Renewal by Andersen windows are a Fibrex material and no
detail was provided verifying number of panes (divided lights), screen information or style. The
existing window sashes are wood, six-over-six, double-hung. From the photos, the storm
windows appear to be aluminum on the second floor and possibly wood on the first floor. The
application describes the existing condition of the windows to have “rot, falling apart terrible
condition.”

C. BACKGROUND:

e June 4, 2013 — staff received a Building Permit application and contacted the applicant
for the additional application and information.

e June 5, 2013 — staff received incomplete Heritage Preservation Commission Design
Review application via fax.

e June 14, 2013 — staff contacted the applicant via email to request additional information.
July 30, 2013 — staff received a response from the applicant with no additional
information and responded to the applicant re-requesting the information.

e September 19, 2013 — staff received additional photos from the applicant.

D. GUIDELINE CITATIONS:
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:
1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
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 a property shall be
avoided.
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3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance
in their own right shall be retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property
and its environment would be unimpaired.

Summit Avenue West Heritage Preservation District Guidelines for Design Review:

Sec. 74.36 — Restoration and rehabilitation

(a) General Principles:

1. All work should be of a character and quality that maintains the distinguishing features of
the building and the environment. The removal or alteration of distinctive architectural
features should be avoided.

2. Deteriorated architectural features should be repaired rather than replaced whenever
possible. In the event of replacement, new materials should match the original in
composition, design, color, texture and appearance. Duplication of original design based
on physical or pictorial evidence is preferable to using conjectural of "period" designs or
using parts of other buildings.

3. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship characteristic of
structures or a period should be treated with sensitivity.

4. Buildings should be used for their originally intended purpose or compatible uses which
require minimum alteration of the building and its site.

5. In general, buildings should be restored to their original appearance. However,
alterations to buildings since their construction are sometimes significant because they
reflect the history of the building and neighborhood. This significance should be
respected, and restoration to an "original" appearance may not be desirable in some
cases. All buildings should be recognized as products of their own time and not be
altered to resemble buildings from an earlier era.

6. Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to structures should be done in such a
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the
essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.
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(d) Windows and Doors:

(1) Existing window and door openings should be retained. New window and door
openings should not be introduced into principal elevations. Enlarging or reducing window
or door openings to fit stock window sash or new stock door sizes should not be done. The
size of window panes or sash should not be altered. Such changes destroy the scale and
proportion of the building.

(2) Window sash, glass, lintels, sills, architraves, doors, pediments, hoods, steps and all
hardware should be retained. Discarding original doors and door hardware, when they can
be repaired and reused in place, should be avoided.

(8) The stylistic period(s) a building represents should be respected. If replacement of
window sash or doors is necessary, the replacement should duplicate the material, design
and hardware of the older window sash or door. Inappropriate new window and door
features such as aluminum storm and screen window combinations, plastic or metal strip
awnings, or fake shutters that disturb the character and appearance of the building should
not be used. Combination storm windows should have wood frames or be painted to match
trim colors.

E. FINDINGS:

1. On March 1, 1990, the Summit Avenue West Heritage Preservation District was established
under Ordinance No.17716, § 1. The Heritage Preservation Commission shall protect the
architectural character of heritage preservation sites through review and approval or denial of
applications for city permits for exterior work within designated heritage preservation sites
§73.04.(4).

2. The house is categorized as contributing to the Summit Avenue West Heritage Preservation
District.

3. Sec. 74.36 (a)(1) General principle 1 states that “the removal or alteration of distinctive
architectural features should be avoided.” The original windows on this property are considered
distinct contributing features of the property. Their removal would not comply with this guideline.
4. Sec. 74.36 (a)(2) General principle 2 states “deteriorated architectural features should be
repaired rather than replaced whenever possible” and “In the event of replacement, new
materials should match the original in composition, design, color, texture and appearance.” The
photos submitted by the applicant do not show the windows in a condition that would warrant
replacement.

5. Sec. 74.36 (d)(3) The guideline states that “if replacement of window sash ... is necessary,
the replacement should duplicate the material, design and hardware of the older window sash”.
The design and hardware of the proposed new windows was not submitted to HPC staff. Staff
cannot determine the appropriateness of the proposed new windows without the style,
configuration, profile and storm/screen information. The proposed material does not duplicate
the original material and does not comply with the guideline.

6. The proposal to replace six windows on the south elevation of the residence would have an
adverse effect on the Program for the Preservation and architectural control of the Summit
Avenue West Heritage Preservation District (Leg. Code §73.06 (e)).

F. STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the findings, staff recommends denial of the building permit application to replace
windows at 1979 Summit Avenue. Staff could review and approve a proposal for repair of the
existing windows, new storm windows or select in-kind replacement where justified.
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Saint Paul Heritage Preservation Commission

Cle Office of License, Inspections and Environmental Prosection
350 Saint Feter Sireet, Suite 300

Saint Paul, MN 55102
Phone: (651) 266-9078|
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DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION

This application must be completed

in addition to the sppropriate city permit application if the affscted

property is an iadividually designated landmark or located within an historic district. For applications that
must be reviewed by the Heritage Preservation Commission refer ro the HPC Meseting schedule for meeting

dates and deadlines.
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[ 5. PROJECT ARCHITECT (If applizsbl)

Contact person:

Company:

Street and number:

City: State: Zip Code:

Phone number: ( ) e-mail:

Completely describe ALL exterjor changes being proposed for the property. Include
changes to architectural details such as windows, daors, siding, railings, steps, trim, roof,

- foundation or porches. Attach specifications for doors, windows, lighting and other '
features, if applicable, including color and material samples.

rt!L'-f-«-w (‘, épg‘L- t’ﬂx\% V*/“'!é,cw bY
on 1 Sadh

Attach additional sheets if necessary

Refer to the Design Review Process & Checklist for required information or attachments.
“*INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS WILL BE RETURNED**

ARFE THE NECESSARY A:TTACHNIENTS AND INFORMATION INCLUDED?

a YES
Will any federal money be used in this project? YES NO '/g
Are you applying for the Investment Tax Credits? YES NO
2
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|
, i
1, the undersigned, understand that thé Design Review Application is limited to the aforementioned work to
the affected property. [ forther underklmd that any additional exterior work to be done under my
ownership must be submutted by applhcatxon to the St. Paul Heritage Preservation Commission. Any
unauthanzed work will be reqmr}dﬁe removed.

Signature of applicant: // 4-.,,_)01»( Date: SZGAJ
Loy

Signature of owner: Date:

FOR ITPC OFIICE USE ONLY

qt has been. determ.mer! thn h
Aork to be perfor ned 1

...and archltectural control of ﬂxd
sheritage preservation dlstrict or site
“(Ch.73.06). R

HPC staff approval |

, Date
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SPECIFICATIONS AND TECHNICAL MANUAL

Deéscribed below are fraturcs thar contribute to the deuble-hung window's low

. mdintenance, encrgy efficiency, ease of operation, and pleasing appearance.

Insert double-hung window
corner section shown although standard
fealures are the same for both insert and
full-frame double-hung windowvs.

€@ Sash lock

{left)

€ Frame ~ Made of rigid Fibrex™ marerial, a unique
structural composite of wood fibers and a special
thermoplastic polymer. Developed by Andersen,
Fibrex material combines che strength and

| stability of wood with the low-maintenance

| features of our time-tested Perma-Shiedd® dadding.

Q Sash — Construcred of Fibrex mawerial. Fusion-

| welding provides durable, water-tight corners. A
tall bottom rail and the morrise-and-tenon -style
joining give the window rraditional sighr lines.

@ Glazing — High-Performence™ LoE*®* glass
is standard for every window. Glass
is placed into sash after welding for
a strong, weathertight assembly.
An interior bead of high-quality
silicone scalant provides a
weathertight seal berween
- glass and sash.

! Exterior glazing
© beads finish the

| glazing area with
| water-shedding

| corners. See Options
for other glass choices,

*LoE? is a registered trademark of Cardinal iG Company.

Glass Spacer -~ The patented [ow-conductivity spacer is made of stainless
p pa ty spa

stee) and resists heat transfer four to five times better than aluminum

spacers used by many other manufacturers.

© Weathersuip — A full-perimeter sash bulb weatherstrip provides a seal
between sash and frame. The sash bulb weatherstrip has a slip-coating to
reduce friction on frame sutface, resulting in 2 reduced opetation force. A
weatherstripped, full-length mecting rail interlock seals sash tighty wgether.

@ Sash Lodk and Keeper ~ The composite material cam-rype sash lock,
mounted on the lower sash, engages essily into the keeper mounted on
upper sash. The lock and keeper are cenrered on the sash. Windows wider
than 48 inches will have two locks and keepers equally spaced across the
sash. The Double-Hung Window Component Color Combination Chart
on page 3-35 shows the hardware color for cach window color combination.

6 Tilt Wash ~ Both sash can be tilwed inward for easy cleaning. Lower sash

B o ?—xii‘ ‘hl:)td’ tilts inward by engaging the patented wash assist tabs conveniently located
g | in side jambs. Upper sash tilts by engaging two concealed latches in top
. rail which are only accessible when upper sash is lowered.
GENERAL April 2002 CONFIDENTIAL  Doubte-Hung Window Specifications 35
| .
g-d O6I9+L91S9
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(6] Cabcmmt Window Grille Types— Threc options are available. The interior
and extetior sides of the grilles are colored to com plement the overall
wmdow color(s). Consult the Double-Hung Window Combination
Ch;u‘t on page 1-39 for denailed color information.

Interior woed

grille clip

Grilte-between-

the-glass (GBG) * GRILLE-BETWEEN-THE-GLASS (GBG)

Sculpted aluminum grille members
are; manufacrured between the glass
panes, and are available in owo
wiltij:hs.

INTERIOR WOOD (INTW) GRILLE

. Made of hardwood maple, these
) g'illles snap into clips placed around
thc interior side of the sash and
may be removed to dean the glass.
Interior wood grilles are available INTW

initwo different widths as a dassic contemperary
oricontemporary profile.

Inrerior weod

gritle (INTW)

I ) INTW
: T elassic

FULL DIVIDED LIGHT (FDL) GRILLE
FDL grilles provide the dassic look
of a true divided light window. The
exterior grille is Fibrex™ material in
a amgle—wldrh contemporary profile.
Bctwcen the glass panes, an
aluminum spacer stands 1/32"

from cach pane to maintain superior
thermal performance. The hardwood
» n#aplc intetior wood grille is available
in.contemporary ot classic profiles
(x}grrow width only).

Full divided
tight (FDL)

FDL FDL
consemporary classie

i
i

1-8  Casement Window CONFIDENTIAL April 2002 GENERAL
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Flbrex Matemal - néwv
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Reinventing the windpuw.

Tt used to be that all windows were made of wood. Beawtiful, durable, and a great insulator, wood was the
material of choice for homeowners. But over the decades, changes in consimer needs led Andersen® to rearch
for new materials with which to make windows.

Andersen pioneered rbeé@.re of vinyl in windows in the 1960 when we introduced owr low-masntenance
Perma-Shield® cladding for wood windows. Andersens ecperience in working with vinyl and in designing windows
bas led us to recognize tge limitations of viryl,

Fibrex™ material is born,

After years of intensive research and developmeni—including over nwo dozen patent applications—~Andersen
introduces Fibrex™ material. A unique ssructural wood composite made of pine [fibers and a thermoplastic
polymer, it combines the strength and stability of wood with the low masntenance featsres of osr
time-tested Prtmn-sz}/d ® cladding Revolutionary in every sense of the word, Fibrex material not only
performs to our most exacring specifications, but saves raw materials by tilizing vecycled wood fiber from
our own wood milling operarions.

The “matefrial” difference.

Reaewal by Andersen® replacement windows made of Fibrex material
offer several clear advantages.

The strength of Fibrex material allows us to make Renewsal by
Andersen window frames that are nacrower than other replacement
windows, giving you mote glass, more view. (Isn't that the whole idea
of a window?) Then there's the superior thermal insulating propereies
of Fibrex marerial, which, combined with Andersen® High
Performance?™ glass, keep your home moce comforrable, sumrer or
wincer. And since Renewal by Andersen windows never need scraping
or painting, they continue 1o look beautiful for years, effortlessly. All
of which make Renewal by Andersen windows the best replacement

windows you can buy.

Renewal by Axdersen Glicbng
Wirmdaw corner rection,

What is ngrex Material?

PFibrex macerial is a blend of wood fiber and a specially formulated thermoplastic polymer.
Over seven years in development, Fibrex macerial is 2 whole family of mawdals- each For-
mudation customized to meet the unique needs of any producr, or even any window corn-
ponent. For Renewal by Andersen wiadows, we incorporate over 40% reclaimed mareri-
als from our other window manafacruring operations into the formulation.

The first Fibrex marerial partused in an Andersen product was the sill support in ous
Frenchwuod® hinged patio door, This part, shown in the photo at lefi, makes use of
1009 reclaimed matestals. Incotporaced inm the pario door in 1993, the Fibrex
material sill support has performed exceptionally well in this demanding role.

Anderien® Frenchuood®
Hinged Patio Door

£Pass secbion.
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Why Fibrex™ Mdzerml 2

et g Durable and reliable.

Thermal expansion is the degree to which 2 given marenal expands and conwaces widh ~
changes in temperarure. As you can see, pine has 2 very low thermal expansion race.
Wich a rate of 1.57, Fibrex material, like aluminum, expands and conerscts very little.
Vinyl, however, with a higher thetrmal expansion rate of 3.42 expands and contracts
marleedly. In your home, that means windows made of Fibrex material will perform
better in winter and swmmer than windows made of vinyl.

* All daca werified by an independent labomory using indwsury standasd methods.

Iafla °F x §0°

Flbres™ Pesecal iyl Piae Aluminam

Vinyli pre grmaq;mdandmnn'mrmlumnme
in oruchs, gmngma’l'taﬁagr

1,280,000 —— -——

Sutines - Stable and predictable

Modulus is the scientific term for a material’s stiffness. The higher the number, the

]
£ stiffer the marzerial. The average modulus for Fibren material is ewice the average for
é vinyl, making ir a far more swable and rigid meterial for windows. And though wood’s
£ ‘average stiffness is higher, it is far less predictable than Fibrex marerial since wood
possesses natural variations such 23 grain, knors and moisture content. All of which
Y Vit Piee - means we can make Renewal by Andersen® window frames and sash narrower than
_ ) o ) . competigve windows—gaining moce glass arra and more light from the same size space
Fibrex maraial offers nuice the rigidity of vinyl for o your wall :
tong—-trrrn b dlity .
An excellent insulator.
Thermal Conductvity
L Rl Fibrex material has a very low thermal conductivity ratio—or in other words, excellent
N nsulating properdes—that put it on a par with pine or vinyl. Unlike aluminum,
I Renewal by Andersen windows, made of Fibrex marerial, won't wansfer hear out of your
£ 030 [ home or allow cold remperan:res surdoors wo chill the window aress inside.
; AL Yo :
o00 LB ] .
Pib oo Msesisl Viryd Piree Alumirm
Fibrex wottevial irsvdaes ovey 1,000 times betver
rhar adumirmirn.
cay of Materials .
L Decay resistant.
3¢ : Eventually, without maintenance, even treated wood can be subjece w decay. Forumnately
£ for busy homeowners, Fibrex matecial is not. Qur special polymer formubition surounds
i ' and coats each wood fiber in the manufacruring process, providing exceprions) resstance
;?’ Ty S to rot And Renewal by Andenen windows made of Fibrex material are warranied not to
5l 0% 0% flake, rusy, blister, peel, crack, pit or carrode.”
F¥ nox Maesial Vet Traecd Pine  Unorcamed Pise * See the Remewal by Andersen Limired Wanganey for devails.

While even treated unod can decay, Fibrex matevial i
extremely resissant to ok

Adhe w3 and Ranvwal 5y M.!w«.b e eggimns tad e sk 0F Ao drrsc.as Compaeviion. Copyrigh @ Aadresan Carporuias. Bugine MM 1998, 48 (b U rezrved. €1/01 Wo. L Pamcd ie. US.K Regodu w.-xooi

g-d 06138+4381G3 d0IAd83S LIWdN3d O % S M Seg:2l E1D0S GO unr




58/5/2013 11:48:54 AM

FIOMm:

!

) Rene €
NPC.

Heritage

MN lBZPOO%Bandersencorp .com

Channel-45 b
: Uorudsguiy 11:4p gooU
/

City of St. Paul
» Preservation Commission

**Please complete the followi

/En

Cusiomer Name

ng questions along with the Building Permit Application,

Vea  Ruedin

Address \ t‘/‘ S

Seanit  Ave S pw/

Sales Order Number

O 713 )37

1. What building elevation(m
will replacement take plac

sk
\

2. Describe existing conditiol
6 over 1 light, paint deteri
any window replacement,
repair is not feasible.

Y

orth, south, west or east) and the level(1* or 2% floor etc)

£?
' 94)’ Tjh@/ F;d“ﬁ 804%

PR

n of window sash and/or door. (i.e. wood, double-hung,
bration, wood rot, ete.) In order for HPC staff to approve
the deterioration of the windows must be at a state that

oF l?“ ;“Q c,?d-!’ Forifle Con S04

3. How many window sash/or doors proposed for replacement?

L

!

Wi daw /'ﬁmb

**Please return to your CSC when complete with the file and/or application
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