Agenda Item VI.C.
HPC File # 15-010

CITY OF SAINT PAUL
HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

FILE NAME: 402 Eichenwald Street

DATE OF APPLICATION: November 6, 2014

APPLICANT: Bryan Trabert, Pure Water Clean Living (PWCL)
OWNER: Marjorie Bleakmore

DATE OF HEARING: November 20, 2014

HPC SITE/DISTRICT: Dayton’s Bluff Heritage Preservation District
CATEGORY: Pivotal

CLASSIFICATION: After-the-Fact Building Permit

STAFF INVESTIGATION AND REPORT: Christine Boulware
DATE: November 12, 2014

A. SITE DESCRIPTION:
The William Figge House at 402 Eichenwald Street was constructed by builder Wnlham
Robertson in 1901. The two-and-one-half story, wood-framed residence is Neoclassical in
design. The exterior is clad in narrow lap-siding, the foundation is limestone, and the roof is
side-gabled with a central, hip-roof dormer on the front roof plane. The two-story, gabled,
rear wing was added onto at a later date to include an attached two-stall garage with a
three- or four-season porch above with a ribbon of double-hung windows on three sides.
The historic property inventory from identifies the architectural significance, character and
details as: “A strongly rectilinear design given character by tapered porch piers, scroll-sawn
medallions and fine dentils with toothed interstices. Unusual gable triptychs repeated
muntin pattern in central panel.” The form continues to identify the property as having
“Excellent integrity.” William Figge was a brew master at the Theo Hamm Brewing Co. The
property is categorized as pivotal to the Dayton’s Bluff Heritage Preservation District.

B. COMPLETED AND PROPOSED CHANGES: The open front porch was framed-in and
glazing was installed. The applicant also plans to install a door at the edge of the porch and
construct a new landing and steps. The description on the building permit application reads,
“ Replace 1 storm door, replace 3 picture windows and building a 4 ft. platform with steps.”

C. BACKGROUND:

e August 25, 2014 — DSI and HPC staff received a complaint that the front porch was
being enclosed without a permit and the property is in a historic district.

e August 26 — HPC staff went to property to photograph work completed and contacted
the building inspector.

e September 12 — Building inspect issued a Stop Work order: “Doing exterior work, adding
windows and doors to porch without a permit.” :

e September 23 - PWCL applied for building permit

e October 10 — HPC staff began communication with Toni Brady at PWCL — the applicant
was informed that the completed and proposed alterations did not comply with the
guidelines for the Dayton’s Bluff Heritage Preservation, an HPC design review
application need to be submitted, and the project would need to be rewewed by the HPC
at a public hearing as an after-the-fact permit review.
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e November 3 — HPC staff conducted a schedule site visit and spoke with the homeowner.
The applicant did not show up due to a communication error.
e November 6 — An HPC design review application was received.

D. GUIDELINE CITATIONS:

Dayton's Bluff Heritage Preservation District Guidelines

Sec. 74.87 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 as should alterations that have no historical
basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance. The restoration of altered
original features, if documentable, is encouraged.

(2) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history
and development of a building, structure, or site and its environment. These changes
may have acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be
recognized and respected.

(3) 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 (including consideration of proportion, texture and detail), color
and overall appearance.

(4) New additions or alterations-to structures should be constructed in such a manner that
if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the form and integrity
of the original structure would be unimpaired.

(5) The impact of alterations or additions on individual buildings as well as on the
surrounding streetscape will be considered,; major alterations to buildings which occupy
a corner lot or are otherwise prominently sited should be avoided.

(6) New construction should be compatible W/th the historic and architectural character of
the district.

(C.F. 92-900, § 2(1}), 7-23-92)92

Sec. 74.89. - Restoration and rehabilitation.

(e) Porches and steps. Most of the houses and rowhouses built in the Dayton's Bluff Historic
District before 1920 had unenclosed front porches. The porch usually stretched across the full
width of the front facade, but in some cases only covered the entry. Since porches and steps
are exposed to the weather and receive hard use, some buildings have had a succession of
replacements which reflect different styles of architecture.
(1) Conservation. Porches, steps and handrails which are appropriate to the building and
its development should be conserved and retained.
(2) Repair and replacement. Historic porches, steps or handrails whxch require complete
rebuilding or partial replacement should be reconstructed using historical research to
determine an appropriate design. Reconstructions should be compatible with the period
and style of the building in material, design and detail. Concrete should not be used to
replace wooden porch floors or steps.
(3) Railings. The original spacing, section and profile of balusters should be maintained
in replacement or repair. Unless historical evidence indicates, reconstruction should
include a bottom rail and balusters should not be nailed directly to the step or deck.
Wooden posts and railings should not be replaced with those of metal.
(4) Posts and columns. If replacement is necessary, porch posts and columns should be
replaced with units which replicate the original material, size and scale. Elaborate details
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such as turning, gouging or stamping may be simplified if necessary. Wooden posts or
railings should not be replaced with metal posts or railings.

(5) Enclosure. Unenclosed front porches should not be permanently enclosed.

(6) Decks. Decks should be constructed only at the rear of the building or where most
inconspicuous. Railings, steps and other deck details should be compatible with the
architectural character of the building.

(7) Firestairs. The detailing of firestairs should be compatible with the period and style of
the building. Firestairs should be located as inconspicuously as possible.

E. FINDINGS:

G.

1.

On July 23, 1992, the Dayton’s Bluff Heritage Preservation District was established under
Ordinance No. 17942 (Council File #92-900). 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). v
The property is categorized as pivotal to the character of the Dayton’s Bluff Heritage
Preservation District.

Work commenced at the property without HPC review and approval or a building permit. City
staff was notified of work without a permit at 402 Eichenwald Street on August 25, 2014 and
visited the site on August 26 to document the work that had been completed.

Sec. 74.89.(5) Porches and Steps - Enclosure. Prior to August 2014, the front porch at 402
Eichenwald Street was unenciosed. The proposed and completed work at the property
permanently encloses the front porch which does not comply with the guideline.

Sec. 74.87(1) & (5) General Principles — The front open front porch is a distinguishing
feature of the property. The proposed and completed work are not of a character and
quality that maintains the distinguishing features of the building and the environment, as the
addition of framing, windows, doors to the exterior of the front porch and the construction of
a new landing and steps in over and in front of the existing steps alters the character and
quality of the front porch and fagade, and obscures the first floor of the fagade. The
alterations to the porch and fagade have an adverse physical and visual impact on the
residence as well as on the surrounding streetscape. The proposed and completed work
does not comply with these general principles.

The proposal to enclose the front porch and construct a new landing and steps at the front
of the residence will have an adverse impact on the property and Program for Preservation
and architectural control of the Dayton’s Bluff Heritage Preservation District (Leg. Code
§73.06 (e)).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the findings, staff recommends denial work the building permit application to
enclose the porch and construct a new landing and steps.

The work that has been completed shall be removed and the porch shall be restored to an
open porch with 30 days of the HPC decision.

ATTACHMENTS:

1
2
3

. HPC Application
. Correspondence
. Staff photos — 8/26/14 & 11//3/14



Saint Paul Heritage Preservation Commission

| Department of Plunning and Economic Development
25 Fourth Street West, Suite 1400

Saint Paul, MN 55102

Phone: (651) 266-9078

HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION
DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION

This application must be completed in addition to the appropriate city permit application if the affected
property is an individually designated landmark or located within an historic district. For applications that
must be reviewed by the Heritage Preservation Commission refer to the HPC Mecting schedule for meeting
dates und deadlines,

1. CATEGORY

Please check the category that best describes the proposed work

(O Repair/Rehabilitation (0 Sign/Awning ,Zchw Construction/Addition/
O Moving [0 Fence/Retaining Wall Alleration
O Demolition dother 0O Pre-Application Review Only

2. PROJECT ADDRESS

Street and number:“}ez_ E\lCV)QﬂU\)(ﬂd Zip Code;gl@{o _

3. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name of contact person: BYL{‘ an el t
Company: PWCL —
Street and number: {0900 TAecd Bve SO

ciy: COH ahe Orve State: AAN Zip Code: 0
Phone number: (W5 1R Alle< e-mail: LI » Crystod '

l 4. PROPERTY OWNER(S) INFORMATION (If different from applicant)

Name: \\J\ O\.‘F;} ool P)\(’L\Vwm Slad . e e
Street and numbers: L’& 02 ,_El dr\@ﬂ Laad C/l et
City: 6’% -P[{Ml State: M N ~ Zip Code: 66\(%—] ‘

Phone number: (o5 )__j T 729537 e-mail:




5. PROJECT ARCHITECT (If applicable)

Contaet person: (Yo JTabet

Companyts {} W CL.

Street and number; \(J C)C)Lz I{j:{«ff Li,\ Gif‘x}{f‘i S O -

City: @b%%ﬁ% ¢ Cttype. sutes MK Zip Code: D901 Ly

Phone number: (S ) 2% 71 J Lot e-mail;

6. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Completely deseribe ALL exterior changes being proposed for the property. lnclude
changes to architectural details such as windows, doors, siding, railings, steps, trim, rool,
foundation or porches. Attach specifications for doors, windows, lighting and other
fesstures, if applicable, including color and material samples.

bﬁf‘mm?g o Ff fmx&ﬂg it A f&j@&%&?mw{”ﬁ“ W:ﬁdww,ﬁ

3%} ;@&,ﬁw;‘gd Front Shar s ?ﬁ&*"ﬁ ﬁ"z’ﬁ&.

Atrach additionad sheets If necessary

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

ARE THE NECESSARY ATTACHMENTS AND INFORMATION INCLUDED?
o YES
Will any federal money be used in this project? YES - NO é ,
Are you applying for the Investment Tax Credits? YES . NO A

2



I, the undersigned, understand that the Design Review Application is limited to the aforementioned work to
the affected property. | further understand that any additional exterior work 1o be done under my
ownership must be submitted by application to the St. Paul Heritage Preservation Commission.  Any

unauthorized work will be required to be removed.

Lins J” f’/ - l:’ y,y""}""

Signature of owner: Date:

FOR HPC OFFICE USE ONLY

Dat received;_t 1= =19 c FILE NO. 15 - 010

Date complete: .~ e

C‘f{:fn'ﬁ‘fi;uii;a‘gfﬂdx&éeﬂtribuiiézg/iﬁféw{i’aﬁsfructianﬁ’éfcei: :

Type of work: Minor/ Mmie;’a:i@

Requires staff review 3/ Requires Commission review
Suppm‘img d&uyl ?i S N() ' 3ubmm,gd v
Complete a;}piimtmn Ym Nf} ‘@ 3 Sets of Plans
ﬂ e » f o 15 Sets of Plans reduced to
The following cond m{m{a} must be : by 11 0r 117by 17

metin order for app! zmiwn to canfmrra
m pi memm;m pmg,z an:

Photographs

CD of Plans (pdf) & Photos gpg}
City Permit Application
o vf’omplgtfs HPC [}b%}&,n mew

' ;\apphcaircm '

]
a
Q

“I{earzng I”me %et for: W20~ \‘-\

1t has been determined that the
work to be performed pnr&uant to
the ,;py%iwtwrx does not adversely
affect the program for preservation

and architectural control of the
* heritage preservation district or site

(ChT3.06).

City Permit # ;

HPC staff 3@;’0%1 _
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Address 402 Eichenwald St
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https://maps.google.com/maps?q=402+eichenwald+st+paul+mn&sll=44.959816,-93.0683...  8/26/2014
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