PONTIAC

The HEART of Oakland County

PONTIAC HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
April 10, 2024, 6:00 pm
CITY HALL - 2" FLOOR — COUNCIL CHAMBERS
47450 WOODWARD AVENUE - PONTIAC, MICHIGAN

Agenda

CALL TO ORDER:

ROLL CALL:

OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS:

MINUTES FROM REVIEW: March 13, 2024 Regular Meeting and Work Session
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA:

OLD BUSINESS:

N o u A w N R

NEW BUSINESS:

A. Application#: HDC 24-006

Applicant: George Howard
Address: 47 Mary Day Street
Request: Demolish the detached rear garage structure.

B. Application#: HDC 24-005

Applicant: Jimena Lopez-Rodriquez
Address: 68 Henry Clay Street
Request: Alterations to porches, erect fencing, and window repair.

8. PUBLIC COMMENT:

9. STAFF COMMUNICATION
A. Proposed HDC Town Hall Meeting Updates
B. Next Meeting: Wednesday, May 8, 2024, 6:00pm

CITY OF PONTIAC
47450 Woodward Avenue, Pontiac, MI 48342 | 248-758-2800 | planning@pontiac.mi.us
Mayor Tim Greimel
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The HEART of Oakland County

Tim Greimel, Mayor
Khalfani Stephens, Deputy Mayor

CITY OF PONTIAC, MI
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MINUTES

Wednesday, March 13,2024 - 6 pm

. CALL TO ORDER: (6:07)
1l ATTENDANCE
Present: Chair Rick David, Vice Chair Regina Campbell, Jen Burk, Jim Allen, Rachael Clark
Ken Burch

Staff Members Mark Yandrick — Planning Manager / Paul Harang — Planner Il

A motion was made by Commissioner Burk to start the meeting. It was seconded by
Commissioner Campbell.

1. OFFICIIAL COMMUNICAITONS
Staff Planner Harang indicated that there were no new communications.

Minutes
The minutes were reviewed by the Commission and found in order.

Motion to approve the minutes made by Commissioner Burk and seconded by
Commissioner Clark.

Vote

Yes 6
No O

|
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Iv. AGENDA
The Commission reviewed the agenda.

Motion to approve the agenda made by Commissioner Burch and seconded by
Commissioner Burk.

Vote
Yes 6
No 0
V. NEW BUSINESS
Case: HDC 23-002
Applicant Rick Robinson
Adress 369 West Iroquois
Request Review of work without HDC review for windows, siding, garage

improvements, and stoop railings.

Staff Planner Harang provided the case background explaining the applicant, without HDC approval,
removed wood windows from the dwelling to insert vinyl windows in the openings, removed
replacement wood stoop railings to install vinyl railings, clad the garage walls with vinyl siding covering
wood siding and wood windows, removed wood garage doors and replaced them with two (2) metal
overhead vehicle doors and one (1) metal pedestrian door.

The applicant provided a presentation to the Commission on the dwelling and the garage alterations.
The applicant explained he was not aware of the historic designation on the subject site. The applicant
stressed interest in understanding any alterations the commission proposed to bring the dwelling and
garage into conformance with the guidelines or standards.

Commission David asked the applicant why he did not obtain a permit for the work at the site and why
all the work was completed without city review.

Commissioner Clark addressed the removal of the wood windows from the structure and indicated that
the new vinyl windows' muntin patterns do not mimic the original muntin pattern of the wood windows.

Commissioner Allen asked staff why the applicant did not seek staff input into the alterations at the site
before all the changes.

Staff Planner Harang explained the applicant did seek input from staff however, the applicant canceled a
meeting at the site and did not follow up to reschedule. If staff had been able to review the changes at



the canceled meeting or any future meetings before the alterations occurred, staff would have
explained the process and requirements of the guidelines that impact historic dwellings and garages.

Commissioner Campbell addressed the applicant and indicated that if proper procedures were followed
by the applicant with planning staff and the building staff the alterations proposed at the meeting would
not have occurred since staff would have explained the process and requirements of the Secretary of
the Interiors Standards and Pontiac Guidelines.

The applicant indicated that he would take responsibility for the unapproved alterations to the site and
requests the commission or staff provide the corrections at the hearing, so he can initiate the correct
alterations on both structures.

Sue Sinclair, a resident of Seminole Hills, stated that she toured the house before the alterations and
supports the commission's direction to have the applicant comply with the historic guidelines or
standards to bring the subject site into compliance with the Historic District Commission.

A motion was made by Commissioner Burk and seconded by Commissioner Burch to approve the
removal of the replacement vinyl windows and reestablish wood windows with an exterior clad in
aluminum and exterior grils mimicking the original windows on the Iroquois fagade, establish vinyl
windows on the north, south, and east facades with interior grils that match the original windows
removed from the dwelling, remove vinyl siding from the garage facades and soffits to uncover the
original wood, the wood siding and soffits on the garage shall be painted, replace boarded windows in
the garage with new windows that mimic the look and style of the original windows, establish vinyl
railings on the front stoop, and establish two (2) metal overhead vehicle doors and one (1) pedestrian
door in the garage.

Vote

Yes 6
No O

Case: HDC 24-004

Applicant Molses Blanco

Address 260 Nelson Street

Request Review of work without HDC review for windows and doors. And review

requested work for new windows, new doors, new gutters, new glass
block windows, porch improvements, fencing, and porch work.

Staff Planner Harang provided the background for the request and indicated that much of the work
completed at the site was completed by previous owners relating to the use of vinyl windows in the



dwelling. It was also explained that the applicant did not receive HDC approval for work done on the
dwelling regarding five (5) replacement vinyl windows and two (2) door replacements.

The applicant provided background information regarding the subject site. He indicated that most of
the original windows were removed from the house and replaced with vinyl windows by prior owners.
He is requesting these alterations to improve the property.

Commissioner Clark asked a question about the windows the applicant installed and requested an
understanding of the types of doors the applicant is seeking approval to install.

The applicant indicated that he removed two (2) wood windows on the primary facade and replaced
them with vinyl windows. The applicant wanted to use vinyl windows since most of the windows in the
house are vinyl and were replaced by previous owners. The applicant indicated he is seeking metal
opaque doors to be inserted within the front, rear, and side elevations.

Commissioner Burk stated that the applicant does have a point regarding vinyl windows within the
primary facades may be appropriate due to the fact the majority of the windows in the dwelling are
already vinyl. But she does question the opaque metal door on the primary facade.

Staff Planner Harang indicated that requiring wood windows within a house composed of vinyl
replacement windows may alter the continuity of the primary facade.

Commissioner Campbell indicated that she could support the improvements to the rear bump out and
fencing requests, but she feels the primary facade door should not be opaque.

Commissioner Allen explained that the property had several owners that did not follow the HDC process
and that is the reason why we are in this predicament.

Commissioner Burch indicated that if vinyl windows make up the majority of the windows in the house,
he does not see any reason to approve wood windows in the primary fagade, because they may make
the house look inconsistent with the other elevations which are composed of vinyl windows.

The applicant addressed the Commission and indicated that he would prefer opaque metal doors to be
installed within the house and support vinyl windows for the entire house.

A motion was made by Commissioner Burk and seconded by Commissioner Burch to approve, vinyl
windows with grils in all elevations of the dwelling, an opaque metal door at the rear of the house,
replacement doors with 4 to 6 lites on the east and west elevations, 6-foot high fencing at the south
and east property lines, four (4) foot high picket fencing on the west property line (Hammond
frontage), porch improvements and glass block windows in all basement windows.



Votes

Yes 5
No 1l

Adjournment (8:30)
Motion made by Commissioner Campbell and seconded by Commissioner Allen.
Vote

Yes 6
No 0

Respectfully Submitted,

Paul Harang, Planner Il
Community Development Department
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Tim Greimel, Mayor
Khalfani Stephens, Deputy Mayor

CITY OF PONTIAC, MI

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MINUTES
Town Hall Discussion

Wednesday, March 13, 2024 - 8 pm

N CALL TO ORDER: (8:00)
1. ATTENDANCE
Present: Chair Rick David, Jen Burk, Jim Allen, Rachael Clark
Staff Members Mark Yandrick — Planning Manager / Paul Harang — Planner Il
Communication
There was decision about a future town hall and public outreach for the community.
Adjournment (8:31)
Motion made by Commissioner David and seconded by Commissioner Allen.
Vote

Yes 4
No O

Respectfully Submitted,

Paul Harang, Planner Il

CITY OF PONTIAC, MICHIGAN 47450 Woodward Ave., Pontiac, Ml 48342 ¢ Phone: 248.758.3000 * www.pontiac.mi.us
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Application: HDC 24-006 47 Mary Day Street

HDC MEETING DATE: 4-10-2023

HISTORIC DISTRICT: Franklin Blvd Historic District

PROPERTY OWNER: George Howard

SCOPE: The applicant is requesting a Notice to Proceed to demolish a single-
story frame detached garage at the rear of the subject property.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant, George Howard, requests HDC Approval to demolish a single-story detached garage at
the subject site.

Staff recommends Approval for the demolition request due to the deterioration of the structure.

OVERVIEW

The applicant seeks a Notice to Proceed for the full demolition of a single-story frame detached garage.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

47 Mary Day Street consists of a 2 1/2-story vernacular-style frame dwelling and a one-story wood-sided
partially collapsed detached garage at the rear of the property. The garage consists of a partially
collapsed hip roof covered with blue tarping; the western garage wall is being braced by wood two (2)
by four (4) to inhibit the total collapse of the structure.
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HDC 006-24
47 Mary Day Street
By Paul Harang

Figure — 2 Location of Subject Site

STAFF OBSERVATIONS AND RESEARCH

e The Franklin Historic District was established in 1983.

e The subject property is located on the south side of Mary Day Street near its intersection with
Palmer Street to the west.

e The house looks to be in excellent condition with few alterations.

e The garage looks in bad condition with wood bracing only holding back a collapse.



HDC 006-24
47 Mary Day Street
By Paul Harang

Figures 1 & 2 - Photos of the garage



HDC 006-24
47 Mary Day Street
By Paul Harang

Standards of Approval:

The Secretary of the Interior Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties defines four types of
projects and certain considerations, as shown below.

Using the Standards and Guidelines for Preservation, Rehabilitation, Restoration, & Reconstruction

¢ Preservation is defined as the act or process of applying measures necessary to sustain the existing
form, integrity, and materials of a historic property. Work, including preliminary measures to protect
and stabilize the property, generally focuses on the ongoing maintenance and repair of historic
materials and features rather than extensive replacement and new construction. The limited and
sensitive upgrading of mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems and other code-required work to
make properties functional is appropriate within a preservation project. However, new exterior
additions are not within the scope of this treatment. The Standards for Preservation require the
retention of the greatest amount of historic fabric along with the building’s historic form.

¢ Rehabilitation is defined as the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property
through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features that convey its
historical, cultural, or architectural values. The Rehabilitation Standards acknowledge the need to alter
or add to a historic building to meet continuing or new uses while retaining the building’s historic
character.

» Restoration is defined as the act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and character
of a property as it appeared at a particular period using the removal of features from other periods in its
history and reconstruction of missing features from the restoration period. The limited and sensitive
upgrading of mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems and other code-required work to make
properties functional is appropriate for a restoration project. The Restoration Standards allow for the
depiction of a building at a particular time in its history by preserving materials, features, finishes, and
spaces from its period of significance and removing those from other periods.

¢ Reconstruction is defined as the act or process of depicting, using new construction, the form,
features, and detailing of a non-surviving site, landscape, building, structure, or object to replicate its
appearance at a specific period and in its historic location. The Reconstruction Standards establish a
limited framework for recreating a vanished or non-surviving building with new materials, primarily for
interpretive purposes.

Choosing an Appropriate Treatment for the Historic Property

Choosing the most appropriate treatment for a building requires careful decision-making about a
building’s historical significance, as well as considering several other considerations.

4



HDC 006-24
47 Mary Day Street
By Paul Harang

¢ Level of Significance. National Historic Landmarks, designated for their “exceptional significance in
American history,” and other properties important for their interpretive value may be candidates for
Preservation or Restoration. Rehabilitation, however, is the most used treatment for the majority of
historic buildings Reconstruction has the most limited application because so few resources that are no
longer extant can be documented to the degree necessary to accurately recreate the property in a
manner that conveys its appearance at a particular point in history.

¢ Physical condition. Preservation may be appropriate if distinctive materials, features, and spaces are
essentially intact and convey the building’s historical significance. If the building requires more extensive
repair and replacement, or if alterations or a new addition are necessary for a new use, then
Rehabilitation is probably the most appropriate treatment.

¢ Proposed use. Many historic buildings can be adapted for a new use or updated for continuing use
without seriously impacting their historic character. However, it may be very difficult or impossible to
convert some special-use properties for new uses without major alterations, resulting in loss of historic
character and even integrity.

¢ Code and other regulations. Regardless of the treatment, regulatory requirements must be addressed.
But without a sensitive design approach such work may damage a building’s historic materials and
negatively impact its character. Therefore, because the ultimate use of the building determines what
requirements will have to be met, some potential uses of a historic building may not be appropriate if
the necessary modifications would not preserve the building’s historic character. This includes
adaptations to address natural hazards as well as sustainability.

Analysis:
This demolition request would not fall under one of the Secretary of the Interior’s standards as it is not

preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, or reconstruction. However, demolitions are sometimes
justified, and the Historic District Commission has the authority to issue a Notice to Proceed to allow for
the demolition of historic resources. The commission must find that retaining the resource is a hazard to
public safety, will deter a major improvement project of significant benefit to the public, or cause undue
financial hardship to the property owner due to an action beyond the owner’s control, such as an act of
God or a governmental action. Buildings that have lost their historic integrity and are determined not to
be historically significant anymore may be demolished as well.

In the case of the garage at 47 Mary Day Street, there are two justifications for demolition.

1. Firstly, the resource as it exists is a hazard to public safety. The structure poses a collapse risk to
adjacent property owners and is an unsafe building that poses a risk to anyone who goes inside.

2. Secondly, mothballing the structure poses an undue financial hardship on the property owner.

5



HDC 006-24
47 Mary Day Street
By Paul Harang

Recommendation:

Staff recommend APPROVAL of the demolition of the rear detached garage at 47 Mary Day Street
without conditions.



HDC 006-24

47 Mary Day Street
By Paul Harang
MOTIONS:

Approval

| make the motion to APPROVE case HDC 24-006 to demolish the rear garage at 47 Mary Day Street
without conditions.

Deny

| make a motion to DENY case HDC 24-006 to demolish the rear garage at 47 Mary Day Street as
presented because it does not comply with the following standard of approval

Table

| make a motion to TABLE case HDC 24-006 to demolish the rear garage at 47 Mary Day as presented to
give time for the applicant to provide the following additional information
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_~ Inspection Date:
The HEART of Oakland County Planning Approval

Date:

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
APPLICATION

APPLICATION CHECKLIST

E/Completed and Signed Application.
Application Fee.

B/ Proof of Existing Conditions. This can be a photograph or a scale drawing showing
the existing facade of the building (materials, dimensions, material sample).

& D Written Description of Existing Conditions.

D “Ascaled drawing of proposed alteration(s), when there is an addition and
odification to the facade

D PropoSed Materials Sample. When new materials are proposed, a sample or detail
shall/be‘provided.

D Descripfion of proposed alteration. This should include dimensions, materials, or
other fetailing. :

= D Narrative explanation. This should explain why an alteration to the existing historic
resource is necessary. '

CITY OF PONTIAC PLANNING DIVISION
47450 Woodward Avenue, Pontiac, Ml 48342 - 248-758-2800
planning@pontiac.mi.us




PONTIAC

The HEART of Oakland County

Application for Historic District

Commission
City of Pontiac

Office of Community Development
47450 Woodward Ave, Pontiac, Ml 48342

T: 248.758.2800

F: 248.758.2827

Property/Project Address:
S S 4? plary Oay Ave
Sidwell Number:

Date: 6%(/1;1}2024

Office Use Only
PF Number:

Instructions: Complete the application and submit it to the Office of Land Use and Strategic Planning. Received applications
will be processed and put on the next available Historic District Commission meeting. The Historic District Commission
meets the second Tuesday of the month. Incomplete applications will delay the review process.

Applicant (please print or type

IREE e Todwe A .

Address & B N SQOS:V\CKU‘

oy Pontla

State W\:

ZIP Code 48’ 4 K

Telephone Main: Cell: C248) 882 22 |S. Fax:
E-Mail Algx 3443 22 (@ Yahoo. com

Property Owner (please print or type)

Name LEBRLE Hoen/ARD

Address &7 M/?)Qy DAY pUE

City Lo T4

State y /

ZPCode | JgBP B TSP 42 T (
Telephone Mainizj/é,jz ;J/g:f‘;Cell: /’/g ,?/‘%%‘75’ Fax:
E-Mail

Project and Property Information

Describe in detail all intended work, specifying dimensions, textures, color and materials. Provide
samples and/or brochures describing substitute materials. Include other appropriate descriptions, plans,
and/or drawings as specified below and on reverse side. (Check appropriate activity on next page.)

j@_/fam//; ED2E conr B3 7. vET~




[_I Exterior Alterations, [__JJAdditions, [l New Construction, and/or [_1Signs require:
e Scale drawings showing, all exterior elevations visible from a public street and to be affected by
intended work are required when there are:

o Any changes in dimensions, material, or detailing.
o Any new additions or sighs to any building.

e Consideration of signs also requires provision of:
o A sample of proposed style of lettering and colors.
o A description of frame and installation

[_] Repairs

° Any repaus using original dimensions, type of material and details would both require a scale
drawing; only a written description is needed.

Demolition:
e State reasons for demolition
e State why you believe it is not feasible to put the structure in acceptable condition for reuse.

[__]| Moving:
e State reasons for moving
e State proposed location

Description:
"(5&(039 Galle T BN hevalie ) oaal hiaa and _ratren
Poatis es bradchoce ¢ ﬁ(ﬂ\!\??&
all bwe  Wosd  TEgem /r?’cu’&c_x)«z G AR mdeyg
wudeMe oave F g\\\"mn) :

(Attach additional pages as necessary)

£ 7@“”@4@ _@@ﬁ%

Signatufe of Owner Signature of Applicant

State of Michigan
County of Oakland

On this day of ,A.D.,, 20, before me personally appeared the above named person, who being duly sworn, stated he/she has read
the foregoing application, by him/her s:gned and kn know the contents thereof, and that the same is true of hisfher own knowledge, except as to the matlers
therein stated to be upon information and belief and so as to those matters he/she believes it to be true.

Notary Publie, Oakland County, Michigan
My Commission Expires:



[T] 0

CITY OF PONTIAC H bC
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING & SAFETY ; .
47450 Woodward Avenue '
Pontiac Michigan 48342 2 \/-—-CO (ﬁ 1
248-758-2800/FAX 248-758-2827

Email Permit Applications to permits@pontiac.mi.us
Email Inspections requests to inspections@pontiac.mi.us sz 0 OL(L

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT AND PLAN EXAMINATION

Authority: P.A. 230 of 1972, As Amended The Building & Safety Department will not discriminate
Completion: Mandatory to Obtain Permit against any individual or group because of race, sex,
Penalty: $200.00 If Work Started Without | religion, age, national origin, color, marital status, handicap,
Permit or political beliefs.

APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL ITEMS IN SECTION I, IT, III, IV, V, AND VI. NOTE: SEPARATE
APPLICATIONS MUST BE COMPLETED FOR PLUMBING, MECHANICAL, AND ELECTRICAL WORK PERMITS.

A Non—Refunda'ble Fee of $35.00 will be charged for processing
Building Permit Applications.

I. PROJECT INFORMATION

Legal Description Parcel Number Permit Number
Project Name- F% & Address b ’q,v
barabe bemo zox20° " 47 NAry Do (Ve
City PONTIAC | State County - OAKLAND d Zip Code
MICHIGAN
Between And

IT. IDENTIFICATION

A. OWNER OR LESSEE

M G EORLE Ao WALD pdess o/ 7 pI#RY pp ¥ AVE
i Zip Co Teleph Numb

City 140//7///7(, StateM/ p %efﬁf/ e'p)‘o;% ?}?755&
B. ARCHITECT OR ENGINEER

Name ; Address

City State : Zip Code Telephone Number

License Number Expiration Date

C. CONTRACTOR

Name : o Address A
P s oTs S 536N _Seqinaul

City > Zip Code Telephone Number e
’\EM 4834 (220%) 834 2415

Builders License Number =2 Expiration Date

Federal Employer ID Number or Reason For Exemption Workers Comp Insurance Carrier or Reason For Exemption.

MESC Employer Number or Reason For Exemption

III. TYPE OF IMPROVEMENT AND PLAN REVIEW

A. TYPE OF IMPROVEMENT

1. Building 2. Addition 3. Alteration 4, Repair

5. Demolition

6. Mobile Home Set-Up 73 Foundation Only 8. Pre-manufacture 9. Relocation

10. Special Inspection

B. REVIBW (S) TO BE PERFORMED

ldld[ng Electrical Mechanical Plumbing Foundation Historic District

BR&SE: Page 1 Building Permit Rev. 05.12.2021 mjw




IV. PROPOSED USE OF BUILDING

A. RESIDENTIAL

1. One Family 2} Two Or More Family (No. of Units) 3. Hotel, Motel (No. of Units)

4, Attached Garage B: Detached Garage 6. Other

B. NON-RESIDENTIAL

7. Amusement 8. Church, Religion 9, Industrial 10. ' Parking Garage
11. Service Station 12, . Hospital, Institutional 1.3. Office, Bank, Professional i4. Public Utility
15. School, Library, Educational 16. ____ Store, Mercantile 17. Tanks, Towers i8. Other

_ DESCRIPTION _DESCRIBE IN DETAIL PROPOSED USE OF BUILDING AND SPECIFY TYPE OF WORK BEING PERFORMED AT THE SITE

bavaoe Sbemo 20X 20 - 20058 FT
Netached

V. SELECTED CHARACTERSITICS OF BUTLDING

A. PRINCIPAL TYPE OF FRAME

1L Masonry, Wall Bearing 2. Wood Frame 3. Structural Steel 4. Reinforced Concrete

5. Other

B. PRINCIPAL TYPE OF HEATING FUEL

6. Gas 72 oil 8. Electricity 9. Coal 10. Other
C. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL : :
11. Public or Private Company 12, Septic System
D. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
i3. Public or Private Company 14, Private Well or Cistern
E. TYPE OF MECHANICAL
15. Will There Be Air Conditioning? Yes No 16. Will There Be Fire Suppression? Yes No
F. DIMENSIONS/DATA
Existing Alterations New

17. Number of Stories 21. Floor Area:
18. Use Group Basement
19, Construction Type 1st & 2™ Floor
20. No. of Occupants 3 - 10" Floor

11t & Above

Total Area
G. NUMBI_—ZR OF OFF STREET PARKING SPACES
22. Enclosed 23. Outdoors

B&SE: Page 2 Building Permit ) Rev. 05.12.2021 mjw




APPLICANT IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF ALL FEES AND CHARGES-TO THIS APPLICATION AND MUST
PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION.

G ) Al A\ncwém Bavaa T 29 %87 74 15

Address City State N Zip Code *

e il ik ok Potyiac M 48347

Federal 1.D. Number/Social Seurity Number

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE OWNER OF RECORD AUTHORIZES THE PROPOSED WORK AND THAT I HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED BY
THE OWNER TO MAKE THIS APPLICATION AS HIS/HER AUTHORIZED AGENT, AND WE AGREE TO CONFORM TO ALL APPLICABLE
LAWS OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN. ALL INFORMATION SUBMITTED ON THIS APPLICATION IS ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY
KNOWLEDGE.

Section 23 a of the state construction code act of 1972, 1972 PA 230, MCL 125.1523A, prohibits a
person from conspiring to circumvent the licensing requirements of this state relating to persons
who are to perform work on a residential building or a residential structure. Violations of section

23a are subjected to civil fines.
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT . GY) w_;@—j D

a?
Plan Review Fee Enclosed $ Applicant's estimated Market value $ ‘V),?\OC)/ i

Building Permit Fee Enclosed $ Estimated time for completion

Building Inspectors estimate of Market Value $ !

VII. LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION

ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL APPROVALS

Plans are enclosed with this REQUIRED? : :
application APPROVED | DATE NUMBER BY
2 ___ Yes
A - ZONING No
Yes
B - FIRE DISTRICT No
Yes
C -~ POLLUTION CONTROL No
____Yes
D -~ NOISE CONTROL No
Yes
E — SOIL EROSION No
Yes
F — FLOOD ZONE No
Yes
G - WATER SUPPLY No
“ Yes
H — SEPTIC SYSTEM No
Yes
I — VARTIANCE GRANTED No
Yes
J — HISTORIC DISTRICT No
Yes
K -~ OTHER No
VIII. VALIDATION - FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
Use Group Height of Building Size of Building
Square Feet Type of Construction Zoning
Base Fee ///) Number of Inspections j k{’
Approval Signaturey” / il
Title: " | Date: il

B&SE: Page 3 == e Building Permit Rev. 05.12.2021 mjw
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Re: Follow up on Historic District Application

GEORGE HOWARD <gohowardZ2@comcast.net:
To Paul Harang

@ This sender gohoward2@comcast.net is from outside your organization.

Paul,
Here is the Information you requested.

1. Description of the existing condition of the garage.
Roof and walls are unstable.

2. Narrative explanation.
Demolition is necessary because
garage cannot be repaired.

Thank you,
George Howard

On 03/28/2024 8:21 AM EDT Paul Harang <pharang@pontiac.mi.us> wrote:



HDC 24-005
s P@NTIAC
By Paul Harang

The HEART of Oakland County

Tim Greimel, Mayor
Khalfani Stephens, Deputy Mayor

Application: HDC 24-005 68 Henry Clay Street

HDC MEETING DATE: 4-10-2023

HISTORIC DISTRICT: Franklin Historic District

PROPERTY OWNER: Jimeina Lopez-Rodrequez

SCOPE: Review completed work without HDC approval and new work
requests.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant, Jimenia Lopez-Rodrequez, completed work without a permit to demolish the rear garage
fronting Palmer Street and an ADA ramp fronting Henry Clay Street at the subject site.

The applicant is seeking a Notice to Proceed for the completed work. The demolitions occurred without
HDC approval.

Additionally, the applicant is seeking HDC Approval for the proposed building alteration, where the
construction has not commenced.

Staff recommends approval of the Notice to Proceed for the demolitions and a Certificate of
Appropriateness for proposed improvements.

OVERVIEW

The applicant is requesting a Notice to Proceed for the demolition of a garage and ADA ramp without
HDC approval and a Certificate of Appropriateness for porch improvements, window repair, and wood

fencing.
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Figure — 2 Map of Site Location

EXISTING CONDITIONS

68 Henry Clary Street was constructed in 1920. This Queen Ann/ English Cottage Style dwelling is
characterized as, a 2-1/2 story frame structure with a cross gable roof, expansive front, side, and rear
porches (verandas) under hipped roofs with eight (8) Tuscan columns under simple capitals, an oriel
window, and attic windows with lattice grills. The facades are composed of painted cement siding and
painted board on batten siding at each gable side wall. A one (1) story garage and ADA ramp were
demolished without HDC review.
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STAFF OBSERVATIONS AND RESEARCH

e The Franklin Historic District was established in 1983.

e The subject property is located on the north side of Henry Clay Street at its intersection with
Palmer Street.

e The house looks to be in moderate condition with deterioration existing within the porch areas.

e (City records show in 2024 a hold was issued by Code Enforcement for work completed without a
permit or HDC approval.

Figures — 5 & 6 Photo of Dwelling, March 2024
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NOTICE TO PROCEED REVIEW

STANDARDS OF APPROVAL FOR DEMOLITION OF GARAGE AND HANDICAP-ACCESSIBLE RAMP

Standards of Approval:

The Secretary of the Interior Standards for Treatment of
Historic Properties defines four types of projects and
certain considerations, as shown below.

Using the Standards and Guidelines for Preservation,
Rehabilitation, Restoration, & Reconstruction

¢ Preservation is defined as the act or process of
applying measures necessary to sustain the existing
form, integrity, and materials of a historic property.
Work, including preliminary measures to protect and 4
stabilize the property, generally focuses on the ongoing  Figure 7 — Photo of demolished garage
maintenance and repair of historic materials and features rather than extensive replacement and new
construction. The limited and sensitive upgrading of mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems and
other code-required work to make properties functional is appropriate within a preservation project.
However, new exterior additions are not within the scope of this treatment. The Standards for
Preservation require the retention of the greatest amount of historic fabric along with the building’s
historic form.

-

¢ Rehabilitation is defined as the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property
through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features that convey its
historical, cultural, or architectural values. The Rehabilitation Standards acknowledge the need to alter
or add to a historic building to meet continuing or new uses while retaining the building’s historic
character.

¢ Restoration is defined as the act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and character
of a property as it appeared at a particular period using the removal of features from other periods in its
history and reconstruction of missing features from the restoration period. The limited and sensitive
upgrading of mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems and other code-required work to make
properties functional is appropriate for a restoration project. The Restoration Standards allow for the
depiction of a building at a particular time in its history by preserving materials, features, finishes, and
spaces from its period of significance and removing those from other periods.
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* Reconstruction is defined as the act or process of depicting, using new construction, the form,
features, and detailing of a non-surviving site, landscape, building, structure, or object to replicate its
appearance at a specific period and in its historic location. The Reconstruction Standards establish a
limited framework for recreating a vanished or non-surviving building with new materials, primarily for
interpretive purposes.

Choosing an Appropriate Treatment for the Historic Property

Choosing the most appropriate treatment for a building requires careful decision-making about a
building’s historical significance, as well as considering several other considerations.

¢ Level of Significance. National Historic Landmarks, designated for their “exceptional significance in
American history,” and other properties important for their interpretive value may be candidates for
Preservation or Restoration. Rehabilitation, however, is the most used treatment for the majority of
historic buildings Reconstruction has the most limited application because so few resources that are no
longer extant can be documented to the degree necessary to accurately recreate the property in a
manner that conveys its appearance at a particular point in history.

¢ Physical condition. Preservation may be appropriate if distinctive materials, features, and spaces are
essentially intact and convey the building’s historical significance. If the building requires more extensive
repair and replacement, or if alterations or a new addition are necessary for a new use, then
Rehabilitation is probably the most appropriate treatment.

¢ Proposed use. Many historic buildings can be adapted for a new use or updated for continuing use
without seriously impacting their historic character. However, it may be very difficult or impossible to
convert some special-use properties for new uses without major alterations, resulting in loss of historic
character and even integrity.

¢ Code and other regulations. Regardless of the treatment, regulatory requirements must be addressed.
But without a sensitive design approach such work may damage a building’s historic materials and
negatively impact its character. Therefore, because the ultimate use of the building determines what
requirements will have to be met, some potential uses of a historic building may not be appropriate if
the necessary modifications would not preserve the building’s historic character. This includes
adaptations to address natural hazards as well as sustainability.

Analysis:
This demolition request would not fall under one of the Secretary of the Interior’s standards as it is not

preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, or reconstruction. However, demolitions are sometimes

justified, and the Historic District Commission has the authority to issue a Notice to Proceed to allow for
the demolition of historic resources. The commission must find that retaining the resource is a hazard to
public safety, will deter a major improvement project of significant benefit to the public, or cause undue

5
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financial hardship to the property owner due to an action beyond the owner’s control, such as an act of
God or a governmental action. Buildings that have lost their historic integrity and are determined not to
be historically significant anymore may be demolished as well.

In the case of the garage and ADA ramp at 68 Henry Clay Street, there is one (1) justification for both
demolitions.

1. Firstly, the garage as it existed was a hazard to public safety. Per the applicant, the roof and
foundation were in very bad condition and posed a risk to the property owners and anyone who

went inside.

The ADA ramp was in a state of disrepair with missing wood supports and unstable ramping. The
ramp posed a risk to any person utilizing it to access the house.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW

Standards of Approval — Porch Improvement, Window Repair and Fencing

Secretary of the Interior Standards

The Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties provides 10 standards for
rehabilitating historic properties. The relevant standards for this request are #2, #5, #6, and #9.

#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”.

#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 the 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”.

#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.
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Analysis

These standards support the requested alterations relating to the porch skirting, porch decking, porch
ceiling, porch columns, porch railings, and porch stairs due to the fact the new features will match the
old in design and other visual qualities.

City of Pontiac Historic District Commission gquidelines

The Pontiac Historic District Commission Review Guidelines provide 11 standards for the rehabilitation of
historic properties. The relevant standards for this request are #3, #5, #7, and #10.

#3 — “The general compatibility of exterior design, setbacks, arrangement, color, texture, and materials
proposed to be used.

#5 — “Whether the applicant has avoided, where possible, the removal or alteration of any historic
building materials or distinctive architectural features or any other changes which would destroy the
original character of the affected structures”.

#7- “ Whether the applicant, where reasonably possible, will repair rather than replace deteriorated
architectural features and where replacement is necessary, whether such replacement is as similar in
composition and texture as is possible and is based on a reasonably accurate duplication of the
architectural features”.

# 10 — Contemporary designs, materials, or methods for construction, alterations, or repair shall not be
discouraged where they are compatible with the size, color, material, and character of the affected
structure and adjacent structures.

Analysis

The guidelines indicate the alteration of the porch decking, columns, railings, ceiling, stairs, and window
repair conforms to the guidelines since the new features will be a reasonably accurate duplication of the
architectural features proposed to be removed (and replaced) from the resource.
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A. PORCH COLUMNS, CEILING, DECKING STAIRS, AND RAILINGS

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
. for Rehabilitation pertains to historic
buildings focused on materials,
construction types, and styles. The
removal or alteration of deteriorated
porch details focused on the railings,
columns, stairs, decking, and ceilings
must match the old in design, texture,
and other visual qualities and where
possible materials.

The applicant is seeking support to remove the existing columns due to rot and deterioration and
proposing to install new columns on the front and rear porches which will mimic the original features to
be removed. The columns will be composed of the column base, the column, and a capital.

The applicant is seeking support to remove the existing railings that are deteriorated and unstable, these
are proposed to be replaced with four (4) foot high railings which will replicate or mimic the original in
design and look.

The porch shirting latticework will be replaced with new shirting to resemble the design and look of the
old. The porch decking, stairs, and ceiling will be replaced with wood products to emulate these features.

Staff find these requests to alter the porch ceiling, stairs, columns, railings, and floorboards to be
consistent with the guidelines and standards for rehabilitation.

Figure — 8 Proposed vinyl railings Figure — 9 Proposed porch ceiling
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Figure — 9 Proposed Decking

Figure — 10 Proposed Column

Figure — 11 Proposed Porch Lattice Skirting
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B. WINDOW REPAIR

The Secretary of the Interiors Standards for Rehabilitation and the Pontiac Guidelines support the repair
of windows over replacement. The applicant seeks to repair the existing wood windows within the
house. The future repair work will focus on restoring deteriorated muntins, rails, siles, glazing, rail, and
sills. Most of the work will focus on the attic windows and west-facing windows, but repair is needed in
most of the facades.

Staff finds this request to be consistent with the guidelines and standards for rehabilitation.

Siding
Sheathing

Drip Cap — l\ Inside Casing
Ext. Casing ——

/

Blind Stop / }*"\\
Parting Stoy- - l
Sosh StV
Hecd
[ —— C [
Muntin (Grille) / | .‘
Meeting Rails
[Check Rail) )
Stile -
Double Glazing —
Sash Stop ~H_|
sill T Jomb
Stool

Sub Sill
Siding ST
Sheallilg __— Inside Wall

Figure — 12 Elements of a Window
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C. FENCING INSTALLATION

Historic fencing does not exist at the subject site. The applicant is proposing

‘ ¥ to install four (4) foot-high picket fencing on the rear yard at the Palmer

‘ad " : frontage and then east to the house. Six (6) foot-high opaque wood fencing
‘ ,I | B . will be established on the rear north and west property lines.
43 e

1 l:. l } ‘ Staff can support this request since the applicant will conform to the zoning
£ & A L ordinance standards for fencing.
s =

CONCLUSION

Staff does support the issuance of a Notice to Proceed for the demolition of the ADA ramp and the rear
garage structure. Per conversations with the applicant, both structures were in decline and hazardous to
the public from years of deterioration and neglect which was not corrected by previous owners.

Staff does support alterations for both porches in the dwelling focused on columns, railings, decking,
ceiling, stairs, window repair, and the addition of fencing along the rear lot at the subject site.

Lastly, the Commission has the ability based on section 74-78 of the Municipal Code to require an
owner to restore the property to its original condition if work has been done without a permit and
the Commission finds that the work does not qualify for a certificate of appropriateness.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends APPROVAL to issue a Notice to Proceed for the ADA ramp and rear garage.

Staff recommends APPROVAL for the following alterations to the dwelling:

=

Installing new front and rear porch columns on bases and under capitals.

Installing new front and rear porch railings four (4) feet high which will mimic the original in look
and style.

Installing new wood beadboard porch ceilings on both porches.

Installing new porch lattice skirting to mimic the look of the original resource on both porches.
Install new porch steps on both porches mimicking the original resource.

Install new wood porch decking on both porches mimicking the original plank width.

Repairing all windows in the dwelling with materials that mimic the original parts or material.
Install new fencing to the rear of the lot with 4-foot-high picket fencing along the Henry Clay and
Palmer Street frontages and six-foot-high opaque fencing along the north and west property
lines.

N

PNV AW
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SAMPLE MOTIONS

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE:

| move to APPROVE the issuance of a Notice to Proceed for the demolition of the ADA ramp and garage
at the subject site.

| move to APPROVE issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness for this request based on the secretary
of the Interiors standards #2, #5, #6, and #9 to install new columns on bases and under capitals on the
front and rear porches, new porch railings four (4) feet in height which will mimic the original railings in
style, new porch ceilings, new porch stairs, new porch decking, window repair, and new four (4) foot high
wood picket fencing on the rear portion of the lot fronting Henry Clay and Palmer Streets and new six (6)
foot high wood fencing on the rear portion of the lot at the north and west property lines.

SAMPLE MOTION TO DENY:

| move to DENY the issuance of a Notice to Proceed for the demolition of the ADA ramp and garage at
the subject site for the following reason(s):

| move to DENY this request for a Certificate of Appropriateness based on the secretary of the Interiors
standards #2, #5, #6, and #9 to install new columns on bases and under capitals on the front and rear
porches, new porch railings four (4) feet in height which will mimic the original railings in style, new
porch ceilings, new porch stairs, new porch decking, window repair, and new four (4) foot high picket
fencing on rear portion of the lot fronting Henry Clay and Palmer Streets and new six (6) foot high
fencing on the rear portion of the lot at the north and west property lines for the following reason(s):

SAMPLE MOTION TO TABLE:

| move to TABLE the issuance of a Notice to Proceed for the demolition of the ADA ramp and garage at
the subject site for the following reason(s):

| move to TABLE this request for a Certificate of Appropriateness based on the secretary of the Interiors
standards #2, #5, #6, and #9 to install new columns on bases and under capitals on the front and rear
porches, new porch railings four (4) feet in height which will mimic the original railings in style, new
porch ceilings, new porch stairs, new porch decking, window repair, and new four (4) foot high picket
fencing on rear portion of the lot fronting Henry Clay and Palmer Streets and new six (6) foot high
fencing on the rear portion of the lot at the north and west property lines for the following reason(s):

12
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APPLICATION CHECKLIST

B//Completed and Signed Application.
E/ Application Fee. £210.

o D Proof of Existing Conditions. This can be a photograph or a scale drawing showing
the existing fagade of the building (materials, dimensions, material sample).

— D Written Description of Existing Conditions.

D A scaled drawing of proposed alteration(s), when there is an addition and
modification to the facade

- D Proposed Materials Sample, When new materials are proposed, a sample or detail
shall be provided.

— D Description of proposed alteration. This should include dimensions, materials, or
other detailing.

— D Narrative explanation. This should explain why an aiteration to the existing historic
resource is necessary. '
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Application for Historic District

Commission
City of Pontiac

Office of Community Development

47450 Woodward Ave, Pontiac, M1 48342
T: 248.758.2800 F:248.758.2827

The HEART of Gakland County s

Property/Project Address: - . . | {; .
HEAR

(% tleyiyin i d Office Use Only

Sidwell Number: ) PF Number:

Date: 2 / <} 3’ 7Lk

Instructions: Complete the application and submit it to the Office of Land Use and Strategic Planning. Received applications
will be processed and put on the next available Historic District Commission meeting. The Historic District Commission
meets the second Tuesday of the month. Incomplete applications will delay the review process.

Applicant (please print or e

Name . jl%‘%""a(” A Lopdf - oty i} u(L
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State SaTRLIEEE
ZIP Code 247
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Project and Property Information

Describe in detail all intended work, specifying dimensions, textures, color and materials. Provide
samples and/or brochures describing substitute materials. Include other appropriate descriptions, plans,
and/or drawings as specified below and on reverse side. (Check appropriate activity on next page.)




D] Exterior Alterations, [ JAdditions, [_lNew Construction, and/or Signs require:
s Scale drawings showing, all exterior elevations visible from a public street and to be affected by
intended work are required when there are:
o Any changes in dimensions, material, or detailing,
o Any new additions or sighs to any building,
¢ Consideration of signs also requires provision of!
o A sample of proposed style of lettering and colors.
o A description of frame and installation

| Repaits:
s Any repairs using original dimensions, type of material and details would both require a scale
drawing; only a written description is needed.

I'_VfDemohtlon ( One. CAA- @A[LL)-@Q/'-)

e State reasons for demolition
¢ State why you believe it is not feasible to put the structure in acceptable condition for reuse.

Moving:
s State reasons for moving
e State proposed location

Description: .E» K%f}é 11 .
il W) ML w ; 4 P”‘g e patr Porch-Front £ Jop [y opucd
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ADDon — Tt @émq of Srmull ol onSitC.
F ’(‘1""\5 0 + (Lﬁ. P ot @Mmchaéditionai pages as necessary)

Signafure of Owner Signature of Applicant

State of Michigat

County of Qakland

On this day of , 4.0, 20 , before me personally appeared the above named person, who being duly sworn, stated hefshe has read

the foregoing application, by him/er signed, and know the contents thereof, and that the same is true of histher own hiowledge, except as fo the matlers
therein staled to be upon information and belief and so as to those matters he/she belfeves it to be irue.

Notary Public, Oakland Coungy, Michigan
My Commission Expires:




L i& e et - PMJ

il

The HEART of Oakland County L

ZONING CERTIFICATE
APPLICATION

1

APPLICATION CHECKLIST

| Completed and Signed Application.

[1  Application Fee,
[l Narrative. A brief narrative about the request or proposed use of the property.
l

Plot Plan. A plot plan must be provided with the following information:

+ Setbacks from property lines and from existing structures on site.
« Dimensions of the proposed structure

* In the case of fences and structures, there must be a description of the proposed
materials. -

[  completed Application Checklist.

CITY OF PONTIAC PLANNING DIVISION
47450 Woodward Avenue, Pontiac, Mi 48342 - 248-758-2800
planning@pontiac.mi.us




‘ CITY OF PONTIAC

) % «  Planning & Zoning Division
@NT"]~ 47450 Woodward, Pontlae, Ml 48842
Ths HEART of Qaklend County TEER Offlce: 24B-758-2800
Mayor Tim Greimel

ZONING COMPLIANCE APPLICATION PROCESS

Zoning - Fence — Parking Lot - Temporary Uses
Zoning Compliance Permit

Inthe City of Ponilae, a Zoning Compllance Petmit is reqplred fur ohanges o the exterlor of residantial
and commercial sites, noluding to construct, erest, Install, alter, or repalr fencing or othar site
work. f you choose to use a fence or contractor forthe proposed work, all contraators or homeowner

pulled parmits must acquire & permit prior to starting work, Recuest for nspections are determined and

achedulad at the llme of permit lssuance, Work completed without permits are subleot fo penalties
and fees, Detalls of work. approved by Zonlng Gompilance Applicationg! K

Residenttal and Commerala) Fenos Installalion
Repalr of Exlsting Fenes

Temporary Use

Parking Lot Installaion and/ot eaconflgure

ol i

Required Documents:

1. Completed Zoning Compllance Application
2. Check for 150,00

3. Site dlagram of property and dimeanslonal detalls of proposed work,

L)

Foes
»  Zonlng Compllance Parmit - $180.00

Additlonal Resolurces

1. pakland County Property Gateway
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CITY OF PONTIAC
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING 8 SAFETY
47450 Woodward Avenue
Pontiac Michigan 48342
248-758-2800/FAX 248-758-2827

APPLICATION FOR ZONING COMPLIANCE PERMIT

APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL ITEMS IN SECTION I, IT, IIX and IV, NOTE: SEPARATE APPLICATIONS
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR PLUMBING, MECHANICAL, AND ELECTRICAL WORK PERMITS.

I. PROJECT INFORMATION

PrOJect Name Address o ; )
A [0% Hengh ciad
City PONTIAC | State County 7 OAKLAND Zip Cpde .,
MICHIGAN O L O «iif’f 24
Between And -y e
e e R TAvAl :
II. IDENTIFICATION { :
A, OWNER
Name & hew Sl . | Address - e
s Leges  C o Chiishiaen o SR Bveandi s GV
City . State . Zip Code . - Te?ephone Number o
Fontiac N 524 L | RAY Aot eAS
C. CONTRACTOR Hinyyy?  (udiey”
f\{ame N o ; Address . R P
S Uny oy Mbhaueicie Sy Fyenee ooVt
C State - Zlp Code Teis;phone Number
’ y*’ VWi Fyd ihNetie A s VS
Bullders License Number Expiira'tioq Daés
i fe
Federal Employer Iij N:t:mber ot Reason For Exemptlon Workers Comp Insurance Carrier or Reason For Exemption
fi” J; -*r
Cell Number . P E~-Mail Address
S Lo 1s ]

MESC Employer Number or Reason For Exemption

III. TYPE OF IMPROVEMENT AND PLAN REVIEW

A. TYPE OF IMPROVEMENT

1. Fence Front Yatj}ﬂot to exceed four feel in height) 2. _3 ﬁ//;ence Rear Yard (not to exceed six feet in height)
Chain Link Privacy 3. Detachecri Garage/Shed 4, Service Sidewalk
5 Other

A Non-Refundable Fee of $150.00 Zoning Compliance Rewew fee will be
charged for processing

APPLICANT IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF ALL FEES AND CHARGES TO THIS APPLICATION AND MUST
PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION,

Telephene Numher

Name ' _ PO s I y
Rz e Lopd 2 Jepriy e o

Address X . . City " State Zip Code
N %""F.ﬁ?s nees ove Lppiead VL %

aﬂ.‘?j

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE OWNER OF RECORD AUTHORIZES THE PROPOSED WORK AND THAT I HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED BY
THE OWNER TO MAKE THIS APPLICATION AS HIS/HER AUTHORIZED AGENT, AND WE AGREE TO CONFORM TO ALL APPLICABLE
LAWS OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN. ALL INFORMATION SUBMITTED ON THIS APPLICATION IS ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY
KNOWLEDGE.

oy

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT: - - DATE:  5/41 7 d
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Email from the applicant on 3/26/2024 defining the description and
narrative for the proposed alterations.

1. Porch columns: the existing columns are broken, rotten and hollow. They are on the verge of
falling and need to be replaced. We would like to replace all with porch columns with new
columns that will mimic the original with shape and look.

Materials:

A). Will use columns that will mimic the original.

2. PORCH RAILING: the railing on the porch are in need of replacement, multiple parts of the
porch are missing and the remaining are broken. We want to replace the new railing to
mimic the original.

Materials:
A). Will use railings that will mimic the original.

3. Porch stairs: all of the steps are loose and are in bad condition, we want to replace them
and keep the same dimensions.

Materials:
A). 2x12 treated wood.

4). Porch ceiling: the ceiling on the porch is broken and multiple areas has ceiling parts falling
off. The ceiling has to be replaced.

Materials:

A). bead board

5). Porch deck: the deck is old and also has multiple areas worth broken parts that makes it
unreliable to walk on.

Materials:

A). 1x6 treated wood

6). Privacy fence: the property currently does have any kind of fence throughout the yard. We
want to put a privacy fence on the right side (viewing the property from front) neighbors end,
starting from the edge of the property all the way to the end and the back of the property and



also placing a privacy fence on the back of the house. We would ideally also want to put a
privacy fence on the other side of the house on the street side. Beginning at the edge corner
of the house and ending on the edge of the driveway.

Materials:
8x6 feet panel fence

7. WINDOWS: we will be restoring the two side windows and the front 2nd floor bay window
on the property.



PROPOSED PORCH MATERIAL TO BE ADDED TO 68 HENRY CLAY
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