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     AGENDA 
Historic District Commission Meeting 

Date:   Monday, July 14, 2025 
Time:     4:00 P.M. 
Where:  City Hall, Room 301 

 
1. Call to Order: 

2. Attendance: 

3. Additions or Deletions to Agenda: 

4. Approval of minutes: June 9, 2025  

5. Correspondence: 

6. Old Business: 

7. New Business  

A. H13-25 (94 Walter Ave) 
Petition for a Certificate of Appropriateness filed by Jose Ortiz for the construction of a new 6-foot tall 
white vinyl fence located at 94 Walter Ave., Parcel #0601-21-400-0. 
 

B. H14-25 (200 NE Capital Ave) 
Petition for a Notice to Proceed for the removal of the ADA ramp along the side of the building located 
at 200 NE Capital Ave., Parcel #4110-00-016-0. 
 

8. Comments by the Public: 
 

9. Comments from Commission members and Staff: 
 

10. Adjournment: 
 
 
 
 
The City of Battle Creek will provide necessary reasonable auxiliary aids and services, such as signers for the hearing 
impaired and audio tapes of printed materials being considered in the meeting upon notice to the City of Battle Creek. 
Individuals with disabilities requiring auxiliary aides or services should contact the City of Battle Creek by writing or 
calling the following: Office of the Planning & Zoning Division, 10 North Division – Suite 117, Battle Creek, MI 49016, 
(269)966-3348 (Voice), (269)966-3348 (TDD) D  
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CITY OF BATTLE CREEK 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MEETING 

10 North Division, Battle Creek, MI 49014  
Minutes for June 9, 2025 

 
MEETING CALLED TO ORDER: By Vice Chair Thornton at 4:03 p.m.  
 
ATTENDANCE: Chairperson Simpson asked for a roll vote.  
Comm. Simpson, absent 
Comm. Drozdowski, absent 
Comm. Davis, present 
Comm. Sallee, present 
Comm. Thornton, present 
Comm. Steinbrunner, present 
Comm. Case, present 
     
Staff Present: Darcy Schmitt, Planning Supervisor, Melody Carlsen, Administrative Assistant, Marcel Stoetzel  
Deputy City Attorney. 
 
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS TO AGENDA: None.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the May 12, 2025 meeting minutes. 

 
MOTION MADE BY COMMISSIONER CASE TO APPROVE THE MAY 12, 2025 MEETING 
MINUTES, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER SALLEE. 
 
ROLLVOTE: Commissioner Simpson asked everyone in favor to signify by saying “aye”. 
 
ALL IN FAVOR, NONE OPPOSED, MOTION APPROVED.  

 
CORRESPONDENCE:  None.  
 
OLD BUSINESS: None.  

 
NEW BUSINESS:  
 

A. H12-25 (50 W Jackson St)  
Petition for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the property located at 50 W Jackson St, filed by 
Cody Newman on behalf of Battle Creek Unlimited for the placement of two new wall signs on the 
building located at 50 W Jackson St., Parcel #8750-00-001-0. 
 
Staff Presentation: Darcy Schmitt 
 
MOTION MADE BY COMMISSIONER CASE TO APPROVE H12-25. SECONDED BY 
COMMISSIONER SALLEE. 
 
ROLL VOTE: Commissioner Thornton asked everyone in favor to signify by saying “aye”. 
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ALL IN FAVOR, NONE OPPOSED. MOTION APPROVED.  
 

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: None.  
 

COMMENTS FROM COMMISSION MEMBERS AND STAFF:  Darcy Schmitt gave an update on the 
grant that was previously applied for.  
 
ADJOURNMENT: Chairperson Simpson adjourned the meeting at 4:06 pm. 
  
 
 
 
Submitted by:  Melody Carlsen, Planning and Zoning Administrative Assistant 
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                             94 Walter Ave. 
        

 
         Meeting: July 14, 2025 

     

To:  Historic District Commission 

From:   Travis Sullivan, Planning and Zoning Administrator 

Date:  July 8, 2025 

Subject: The petition, H-13-25, filed by Jose Ortiz for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the 

construction of a new 6-foot tall white vinyl fence located at 94 Walter Ave., Parcel 

#0601-21-400-0. 

 
Summary 

 

Staff recommends consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness at 94 Walter Ave. (Parcel #0601-

21-400-0) for the construction of a new 6-foot tall white vinyl fence in the secondary front yard facing 

Wilkes Ave.  The proposed work, based on the chosen material, may warrant further discussion of the 

standards outlined in Section 1470.09 “Review of Applications,” Section 1470.17 “Preservation of 

Historic Features” and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines. 

 

Site & History 
 

The subject site (94 Walter Ave.) is located in the Old Advent Town local historic district along the 

south side of Walter Ave. between Wilkes St. to the east and Hazel St. to the west.  The Old Advent 

Town local historic district consists of a mix of residential housing styles that can architecturally be 

categorized as Colonial Revival, Bungalow, American Foursquare, and American Craftsman homes.  

The district also includes the Federal Center (Former Sanitarium) as well as a portion of the Historic 

Adventist Village.  The subject site is not independently registered on the National Register of Historic 

Places, as verified by staff on July 8, 2025. 

 

The subject site contains an 878 sq. ft. single-family home constructed in 1925.  The property includes 

what was once Parcel #7270-00-024-0 (the parcel directly at the corner of Walter Ave. and Wilkes Ave.), 

which was combined with the subject property at 94 Walter Ave. in 2024.  A graphical depiction of the 

two parcels (now combined) provided by the Calhoun County Fetch GIS system is displayed below as 

Figure 1.   According to BS&A records, the property at 94 Walter Ave. has not been the subject of any 

previous Historic District Commission (HDC) Certificate of Appropriateness requests.  However, the 

HDC will want to note that in 2012, a Notice to Proceed was approved for the demolition of the single-

family home at the corner of Walter Ave. and Wilkes St. on the portion of the property that at present 

has been combined with the property at 94 Walter Ave., and upon which much of the proposed fencing 

would be constructed. 
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As was stated, Figure 1 below provides an aerial view of the subject property.  Figures 2 and 3 provide 

street level views of the site.  Figure 4 provides historical view of the home on the subject site (undated), 

courtesy of the Willard Library collection. 

 

 

 

 
Figure 1: Aerial photo of the subject site (94 Walter Ave.). The red outline shows the boundary of the subject 

parcel. Photo courtesy of Calhoun County Fetch GIS. 
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Figure 2: Street view of the north-facing front of the property from Walter Ave., September 2023.  Photo 

courtesy of Google Street View.   
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Figure 3: Photo of the east-facing side of the property from Wilkes Ave., May 2025.  Photo courtesy of Google 

Street View.   

 

 
Figure 4: Historical photograph of the home on the subject property, courtesy of the Willard Library collection. 

 

Summary of Request 

 

The applicant has filed the subject HDC Certificate of Appropriateness application for the construction  

of a new 6-foot tall white vinyl fencing (ostensibly of a privacy nature) in the secondary front yard along 

Wilkes Ave.  The proposed fence meets the requirements of Section 1260.02 (Fences) of the zoning 
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ordinance, as fences in a secondary front yard on a corner lot may be constructed to a maximum of 6 

feet in height with no transparency requirement, provided that the fence is set back at least 25-feet from 

the exterior side lot line (in this case, the line along the Wilkes Ave. right-of-way).  

 

The site plan provided by the applicant indicates fencing being placed from the northeast corner of the 

home on the site, extending east toward Wilkes Ave. for 38 feet and including a 10-foot wide gate, then 

turning to the south and extending to the side lot line adjacent to the property at 33 Wilkes St. 

 

Applicable HDC Guidelines and Analysis for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the construction 

of a new 6-foot tall white vinyl fence in the secondary front yard along Wilkes Ave. at the subject 

site, 94 Walter Ave. (Parcel #0601-21-400-0). 

 

This property is reviewed in accordance with City of Battle Creek Building and Housing Code Chapter 

1470 "Historic Preservation", as amended, the Michigan Local Historic Districts Act, as amended, and 

the criteria for the National Register of Historic Places as outlined in the Secretary of the Interior's 

Standards and Guidelines. 

 

Specifically, the commission shall follow Section 1470.09 Review of Applications, as follows: 

 

(b) The commission shall also consider all of the following:     

    

(1) The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship 

to the historic value of the surrounding area.   

 

(2) The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource 

and the surrounding area. 

 

(3) The general compatibility of the design, arrangement, texture, and materials proposed 

to be used. 

 

(4) Other factors, such as aesthetic value that the Commission finds relevant. 

 

(c) The Historic District Commission shall review and act upon only exterior features of a 

resource and shall not review and act upon interior arrangements… 

 

And 

 

1470.17 PRESERVATION OF HISTORIC FEATURES. 

 

(a) Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a resource 

which requires minimal alteration of the building, structure or site and its 

environment, or to use the resource for its originally intended purpose.  

 

Staff finds that the proposed fencing will not impact the use of the resource, and 

will require no alteration of the building itself. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 
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(b) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a resource and its 

environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic 

material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided when possible.   
 

The proposed fencing would not destroy any distinguishing original qualities or 

character of the resource and its environment.  No distinctive architectural 

features would need to be removed or altered to allow for the construction of the 

proposed fencing. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(c) All resources shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations that 

have no historic basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance shall be 

discouraged.  
 

The applicant is not proposing any alterations that have no historic basis, or which 

seek to create an earlier appearance.   

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(d) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the 

history and development of a resource and its environment. These changes may 

have acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be 

recognized and respected.  

 

None of the proposed work at the subject site is anticipated to represent a change 

in any characteristic of the resource, which may have acquired significance in its 

own right. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

     (e)  Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which 

characterize a resource shall be treated with sensitivity.   
 

 No distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship, which 

characterize the resource are anticipated to be impacted by the addition of the 

proposed fencing. 

 

 The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(f) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced 

wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material 

should match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture 

and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural 

features should be based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by 

historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the 

availability of different architectural elements from other resources.   
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The applicant is not proposing the repair or replacement of any deteriorated 

architectural features. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(g) The surface cleaning of resources shall be undertaken with the gentlest means 

possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic 

materials shall not be undertaken.   

 

No surface cleaning of the resource on the subject site is being proposed. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(h) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological 

resources affected by or adjacent to any project.  

 

Should the HDC entertain a motion to approve the application, staff would 

recommend as a condition of approval that any archaeological resources 

discovered during the construction of the proposed fencing be preserved and 

reported to the City of Battle Creek. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(i) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing resources shall not 

be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant 

historic, architectural or cultural material and when such design is compatible 

with the size, scale, color, material and character of the property, neighborhood 

or environment.  
 

The proposed work is not anticipated to impact any historic, architectural or 

cultural material.   

 

However, the commission may seek to inquire with the applicant regarding the 

proposed material of the fencing.  The applicant is proposing a white vinyl 

material, which may not be consistent with other similar fencing found within the 

immediate vicinity of the subject property.  While a handful of examples of 

privacy fencing in side and rear yards within the immediate neighborhood exist, 

any such privacy fencing is generally constructed of a wood product.   

 

The applicant intends to fence in a portion of the secondary front yard along 

Wilkes St. in compliance with the requirements of Section 1260.02 (Fences) of 

the zoning ordinance.  However, the HDC has traditionally preferred to see 

privacy fencing constructed of a wood product, particularly when fencing is 

proposed in a highly visible location. 

 

While not an approved document, the set of design guidelines and 

recommendations for historic districts placed on the city’s website indicate that 

fences should be appropriate to the original house and to the historic streetscape 
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in scale, style and materials, and states that “generally wood and wrought iron are 

appropriate; split rail or cyclone fencing are not appropriate.”  The guidelines do 

not speak specifically to vinyl fencing material. 

 

Finally, it should be noted that the historical resource on the property (the house) 

appears to have lost some of its defining features over the course of time, 

including the enclosure of the historical porch, the removal of the architectural 

feature at the peak of the building facing Walter Ave., and the removal or covering 

of what appears to be the original wood siding on the building.  Additionally, as 

referenced earlier in this report the portion of the property immediately at the 

corner of Walter Ave. and Wilkes St. was once the site of a single-family home.  

That building, as referenced, was demolished in 2012 after issuance of a notice to 

proceed.  The vacant parcel that was the result of the demolition has been 

combined with the subject property, upon which much of the applicant’s fencing 

is now proposed.  In each of these ways, the commission may view much of this 

property as having lost its historical significance, thus calling into question the 

property’s status as a contributing resource to the local historic district. 

 

Given the above stated factors, the commission may wish to discuss the 

appropriateness of the use of vinyl material in the proposed location. 

 

Should the commission be satisfied with the applicant’s proposed material, the 

commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

(j) Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to resources shall 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 resource would not be impaired.  
 

Should the proposed fencing need to be removed in future, it is not anticipated 

that such removal would result in the impairment of the essential form and 

integrity of the resource at the subject site. 

 

The commission may find this standard to be met. 

 

Recommendation 

 

The applicant is proposing the construction of a new 6-foot tall vinyl fence in what is considered the 

secondary front yard relative to Wilkes St.  The proposed fencing would extend eastward from the 

northeast corner of the home toward Wilkes St. for 38 feet and would include a 10-foot wide gate, before 

turning south and connecting with the south lot line adjacent to the property at 33 Wilkes St. 

 

Generally speaking, a few examples of privacy fencing in side and rear yards do exist within the vicinity 

of the subject property.  However, the commission may find it prudent to discuss the appropriateness of 

the vinyl material that the applicant is proposing, compared to the wood product that most privacy fences 

in this area appear to be constructed of.   

 

Given the material composition of the proposed fencing, as well as the highly visible nature of the fence’s 

proposed location, while also taking into account the loss of previously existing defining historical 
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features on the subject site, the commission may want to consider a discussion of the proposed fencing, 

specifically focused on the appropriateness of the proposed material.  Pending the outcome of this 

discussion, the commission is recommended to take one of the following actions: 

 

 -Approve the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness for the construction of new 6-

foot tall white vinyl fencing in accordance with the applicant’s site plan on the subject property at 

94 Walter Ave., as the request meets the standards outlined in Section 1470.09 “Review of 

Applications,” Section 1470.17 “Preservation of Historic Features” and the Secretary of the 

Interior’s Standards and Guidelines, as outlined in the staff report.  If approved, staff would 

recommend the following condition: 

 

  1. Any archaeological resources discovered during the construction process be  

  preserved and reported to the City of Battle Creek. 

 

 -Deny the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness for the construction of new 6-foot 

tall white vinyl fencing in accordance with the applicant’s site plan on the subject property at 94 

Walter Ave., as the request does not meet the standards outlined in Section 1470.09 “Review of 

Applications,” Section 1470.17 “Preservation of Historic Features” and the Secretary of the 

Interior’s Standards and Guidelines, as outlined in the staff report.  Specifically, the request does 

not meet Criteria I of Section 1470.09 (contemporary design for alterations and additions to 

existing resources shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy 

significant historic, architectural or cultural material and when such design is compatible with the 

size, scale, color, material and character of the property, neighborhood or environment).  This 

option should be pursued by the commission if a majority of its members present determine that 

the proposed vinyl material is not compatible with other similar fencing in the vicinity of the 

subject property. 

 

Support Material 

Historic District Commission Application 

Site Plan 
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                         200 NE Capital Ave. 
        

 
         Meeting: July 14, 2025 

     

To:  Historic District Commission 

From:   Travis Sullivan, Planning and Zoning Administrator 

Date:  July 8, 2025 

Subject: The petition, H-14-25, filed by Luke Drallette for a Notice to Proceed for the removal of 

the ADA ramp along the side of the building located at 200 NE Capital Ave., Parcel 

#4110-00-016-0. 

 
Summary 

 

Staff recommends approval of a Notice to Proceed for the removal of the ADA ramp along the west side 

of the building located at 200 NE Capital Ave., Parcel #4110-00-016-0, as the application meets the 

requirements of Section 1470.09 “Review of Applications,” as well as the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards and Guidelines.  

 

Site & History 
 

The subject building at 200 NE Capital Ave. is located within the Old Maple Street local historic district 

along the south side of NE Capital Ave. between Penn St. to the east and Division St. N to the west.  The 

Old Maple Street local historic district consists of the largest concentration of architecturally significant 

homes in the city, with most built near the end of the nineteenth and beginning of the twentieth centuries.  

The subject property consists of a 4,249 sq. ft. single-family home constructed in 1891.  The subject site 

is not independently registered on the National Register of Historic Places, as verified by staff on July 

8, 2025. 

 

Figure 1 below provides an aerial view, and Figures 2 and 3 provide street level views of the site.  Figure 

2 provides a street view of the site facing south from NE Capital Ave., and Figure 3 provides a street 

view of the site facing west from Penn St.  Figure 4 provides a historical photo of the site from the 

Willard Library collection (photo undated). 
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Figure 1: Orange pin on aerial points to subject site (200 NE Capital Ave.). The thick yellow outline shows the 

boundary of the subject parcel. Photo courtesy of Nearmap. 
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Figure 2: Street view facing front of the subject property from NE Capital Ave., August 2024.  Photo courtesy 

of Google Street View.   
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Figure 3: Photo of the subject site facing west from Penn St., September 2019.  Photo courtesy of Google Street 

View.   
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Figure 4: Historical photo of the subject site (undated).  Photo courtesy of the Willard Library collection. 

 

Summary of Request 

 

The applicant has filed the subject HDC Notice to Proceed application for the removal of the ADA ramp 

running along the west side of the building, and is tied into the porch on west end of the front of the 

home facing NE Capital Ave.  Commissioners will want to note that the applicant states in their 

application that the ramp was constructed approximately 15 years ago.  Information contained in the 

city’s BS&A application indicates that a building permit for the project (the construction of the ramp 

and a new porch along the front of the building, to the west of the historical porch) was constructed in 

1997. 

 

The applicant states that the ramp is not attached to the home.  While photos provided by the applicant 

appear to confirm this fact along the west side of the home, it should be noted that the ramp does curl 

around the northwest corner of the home, connecting it to the newly constructed (1997) non-historical 

porch.  The application does not suggest that the existing porch area at the northwest corner will be 

removed and only makes reference to the ramp running along the side of the home.   

 

The applicant states that removal of the ramp will make the house look more period appropriate.  Photos 

provided by the applicant appear to the show a degree of weathering and deterioration of the wood boards 

comprising the ramp itself, as well as the associated railing. 

 

Project Description 

 

To reiterate, the applicant is seeking approval of a Notice to Proceed for the removal of the existing ADA 

ramp along the west side of the building.   

 

Building permit files and the Historic District Commission (HDC) meeting minutes from June 1997 

indicate that the existing ADA ramp was constructed in 1997 in order to convert the use of the building 
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at the time from residential to a doctor’s office.  The ADA ramp was necessary at that time to assist 

patients in accessing the office. 

 

The applicant at the time was in the process of gaining approvals for the reconstruction of the historical 

porch feature running along the eastern edge of the front of the building and along Penn St. to the east.  

It is important to note that this porch feature is visible in the historical photograph; however, it cannot 

be ascertained through the photo whether or not any porch feature existed in the area of what today 

connects the ADA ramp along the west side of the building to the front entryway (facing NE Capital 

Ave.).  Further, the meeting minutes make clear that at the time of construction, the applicant attempted 

to “camouflage” the new ramp and porch feature by utilizing landscaping in such a way as to obscure 

the ramp from view as much as possible.  

 

Applicable HDC Guidelines and Analysis for a Notice to Proceed for the removal of the existing 

ADA ramp at the subject site, 200 NE Capital Ave., Parcel #4110-00-016-0. 

 

This property is reviewed in accordance with City of Battle Creek Building and Housing Code Chapter 

1470 "Historic Preservation", as amended, the Michigan Local Historic Districts Act, as amended, and 

the criteria for the National Register of Historic Places as outlined in the Secretary of the Interior's 

Standards and Guidelines. 

 

Specifically, the commission shall follow Section 1470.09(e) Review of Applications, as follows, and a 

notice to proceed shall be issued if any one of the following criteria is met: 

 

(e) Work within a Historic District shall be permitted through the issuance of a notice to proceed 

by the Commission if any of the following conditions prevail and if the proposed work can be 

demonstrated by a finding of the Historic District Commission to be necessary to substantially improve 

or correct any of the following conditions: 

         

(1) The resource constitutes a hazard to the safety of the public or to the structures and 

occupants. 

 

It is unclear whether the existing ADA ramp constitutes a hazard to the safety of the 

public or to the structures and occupants.  The applicant has not addressed this criteria in 

their application.  However, as has been noted, photographs provided by the applicant do 

appear to show a fair degree of deterioration of the boards and railing associated with the 

ramp. 

 

It is unclear whether or not this criteria is met, and if the Commission finds it 

necessary it may wish to ask the applicant clarifying questions at the meeting.

  

 

(2) The resource is a deterrent to a major improvement program that will be of substantial 

benefit to the community, and the applicant proposing the work has obtained all 

necessary planning and zoning approvals and financing and environmental 

clearances. 

 

It does not appear as though the existing ADA ramp presents a deterrent to a major 

improvement program that will be of substantial benefit to the community.  
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This criteria is not met. 

 

(3) Retaining the resource will cause undue financial hardship to the owner when a 

governmental action, an act of God, or other event beyond the owner’s control 

created the hardship, and all feasible alternatives to eliminate the financial hardship, 

which may include offering the resource for sale at its fair market value or moving 

the resource to a vacant site within the Historic District, have been attempted and 

exhausted by the owner. 

 

Based upon the 1997 meeting minutes detailing the approval of the existing ADA ramp, 

neither the ramp nor the associated porch area used to access the building from the ramp 

or any previously present feature are original to the building.  The ramp was constructed 

strictly for the purpose of functionality (in order to convert the use of the building from 

residential to a doctor’s office), and in fact went out of their way to attempt to obscure 

the ramp from view from the street.  The ramp and the associated porch feature on the 

western end of the front of the home do not contain historical significance, nor is it likely 

that their construction constitutes an alteration which has gained significance in its own 

right.  As such, it is the position of staff that the ramp is not considered a contributing 

resource.  Attempts to retain the resource, in this instance, are not necessary. 

 

This criteria is met, as the ramp proposed to be removed is not considered a 

contributing resource (or part of the existing contributing resource). 

 

(4) Retaining the resource is not in the interest of the majority of the community. 

 

As has been stated, the approval of the ramp and porch feature in 1997 included 

landscaping for the expressed purpose of obscuring the ramp and porch from view from 

the street.  The ramp was constructed solely to allow for patients of the new doctor’s 

office to access to the building. 

 

The current owner is utilizing the subject building for its originally intended purpose as 

a single-family residence.  Therefore, the ADA ramp is no longer a necessary feature of 

the subject site. 

 

This criteria is met. 

 

 

Recommendation 

 

The applicant has filed an application for a notice to proceed to remove the existing ADA ramp from the 

west side of the building at the subject site, 200 NE Capital Ave.  Staff finds that Criterion 3 and 4 of 

Section 1470.09(e) are met. 

 

Therefore, planning staff recommends approval of H14-25, a request for a notice to proceed for 

the removal of the ADA ramp running along the west side of the home located at 200 NE Capital 

Ave., as it is the opinion of staff that the ramp is not considered a contributing resource, nor would 

repair and retention of the ramp be in the interest of the majority of the community.    Staff would, 
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however, recommend that the HDC seek clarification regarding the porch feature at the west end 

of the front of the home to which the ramp attaches, allowing access to the building, and whether 

or not the applicant intends to retain this feature or remove the feature along with the ramp.  If 

the feature is proposed to be removed, the HDC will likely want to consider the following condition 

of approval: 

 

- That if the porch feature along the western portion of the front of the home (facing NE 

Capital Ave.) is proposed to be removed, that removal of the feature be done by the 

gentlest means possible so as to not destroy any historically defining features of the 

building itself (the contributing historical resource at the subject site.)   

 

Support Material 

Historic District Commission Application 

Supplementary Photos 
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