TOPEKA PLANNING COMMISSION

AGENDA

Monday, April 20, 2015
6:00 P.M.

214 East 8th Street
City Council Chambers, 2" Floor
Municipal Building
Topeka, Kansas 66603

Persons addressing the Planning Commission will be limited to four minutes of public address on
a particular agenda item. Debate, questions/answer dialogue or discussion between Planning
Commission members will not be counted towards the four minute time limitation. The
Commission by affirmative vote of at least five members may extend the limitation an additional
two minutes. The time limitation does not apply to the applicant’s initial presentation.

Items on this agenda will be forwarded to the City Council for final consideration. The progress of the
cases can be tracked at: http://www.topeka.org/planning/staff _assignment/tracker.pdf

All information forwarded to the City Council can be accessed via the internet on Thursday prior to the
City Council meeting at: http://public.agenda.topeka.org/meetings.aspx

H ADA Notice: For special accommodations for this event, please contact the
(., Planning Department at 785-368-3728 at least three working days in advance.




HEARING PROCEDURES

Welcome! Your attendance and participation in tonight's hearing is important and ensures a
comprehensive scope of review. Each item appearing on the agenda will be considered by the City of
Topeka Planning Commission in the following manner:

1. The Topeka Planning Staff will introduce each agenda item and present the staff report and
recommendation. Commission members will then have an opportunity to ask questions of staff.

2. Chairperson will call for a presentation by the applicant followed by questions from the Commission.

3. Chairperson will then call for public comments. Each speaker must come to the podium and state
his/her name. At the conclusion of each speaker's comments, the Commission will have the
opportunity to ask questions.

4. The applicant will be given an opportunity to respond to the public comments.

5. Chairperson will close the public hearing at which time no further public comments will be received,
unless Planning Commission members have specific questions about evidence already presented.
Commission members will then discuss the proposal.

6. Chairperson will then call for a motion on the item, which may be cast in the affirmative or negative.
Upon a second to the motion, the Chairperson will call for a role call vote. Commission members will
vote yes, no or abstain.

Each item appearing on the agenda represents a potential change in the manner in which land may be
used or developed. Significant to this process is public comment. Your cooperation and attention to the
above noted hearing procedure will ensure an orderly meeting and afford an opportunity for all to
participate. Please Be Respectful! Each person’s testimony is important regardless of his or her position.
All questions and comments shall be directed to the Chairperson from the podium and not to the
applicant, staff or audience.

Members of the Topeka Planning Commission Topeka Planning Staff
Kevin Beck Bill Fiander, AICP, Planning Director
Dustin Crook Carlton O. Scroggins, AICP, Planner Il
Rosa Cavazos Dan Warner, AICP, Planner Il
Scott Gales, Chair Mike Hall, AICP, Planner lll
Dennis Haugh Tim Paris, Planner Il
Nicholas Jefferson, Vice Chair Dean W. Diediker, Planner Il
Carole Jordan Annie Driver, AICP, Planner Il
Mike Lackey Susan Hanzlik, AICP, Planner Il

Patrick Woods Kris Wagers, Office Specialist



AGENDA
Topeka Planning Commission
Monday, April 20, 2015 at 6:00 P.M.

A. Roll call
B. Approval of minutes — March 16, 2015
C. Communications to the Commission

D. Declaration of conflict of interest/exparte communications
by members of the commission or staff

E. Public Hearings

1. HLD 15/01 By Deborah Edwards requesting Historic Landmark District zoning overlay for
property currently zoned “R-2" Single-Family Residential Dwelling District, and “R-2/HL” Single-
Family Residential Dwelling District with Historic Landmark zoning overlay on property located
at 417, 419, and 423 SW Taylor Street. (Paris)

F. Discussion ltems

1. Request by residents of Stone Crest Subdivision to initiate rezoning
2. Visual Code Update

G. Adjournment



Minutes of the
Topeka Planning Commission

Monday, March 16, 2015
Meeting held at 620 SE Madison; Holliday Conference Room

A. Roll call
Present: Scott Gales (Chair), Kevin Beck, Nicholas Jefferson, Dustin Crook, Dennis Haugh,
Carole Jordan, Patrick Woods and Mike Lackey (7)
Absent: Rosa Cavazos (1)

Staff Present: Bill Fiander — Planning Director, Mike Hall — Planner Ill, Susan Hanzlik - Planner I, and
Kris Wagers — Office Specialist.

B. Approval of minutes from February 16, 2015

Mr. Lackey moved for approval of the minutes as typed, seconded by Mr. Haugh. APPROVAL (6-0-0;
Mr. Woods had not yet arrived at time of vote)

C. Communications to the Commission — Mr. Fiander reported that the Governing Body has approved
the LUGMP 2040 and the Subdivision and Utility Regulations. Mr. Fiander thanked the Planning
Commission for their patience, feedback and support. Mr. Gales and the Commission complemented the
staff.

D. Declaration of conflict of interest/exparte communications by members of the Commission or
staff — None

E. Public Hearings
1. Z715/03 by Stormont-Vail Healthcare, Inc. and Stormont-Vail, Inc. ---CONTINUED BY APPLICANT
2. Z15/04 by Sisters of Charity of Leavenworth Corp. --CONTINUED BY APPLICANT
3. Z15/05 by Stormont-Vail Healthcare, Inc. and Stormont-Vail, Inc. --CONTINUED BY APPLICANT

Mr. Fiander explained that the cases listed have all been continued by the applicants; items were left on the
agenda so the Commissioners can begin to familiarize themselves and ask questions. Mr. Fiander
reported the applicants had held a neighborhood meeting in February and there were a lot of questions and
confusion about the proposed rezonings. Applicants will hold a second neighborhood meeting before
proceeding so concerns can be addressed. The zoning proposals are in keeping with the plan for the
medical district in the Comprehensive Plan. The one exception was “pulled” and placed as a separate case
(Z15/05) so it can be considered apart from the others.
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F. Discussion ltems

1. Neighborhood Health 2015
Mr. Fiander reported that every 3-4 years the City updates the neighborhood health maps;
process began in 200 to measure the “health” of our neighborhoods on 5 criteria: poverty, home
ownership, property values, crime, and boarded houses. Results help the City know where
funding and planning priorities should be.
Mr. Fiander reported that we don’t have the datasets finalized yet. Ultimately we’ll provide
individual neighborhoods and block groups with online and print portraits of their 2000, 2003,
2007, 2011, 2015 health.
Mr. Fiander reported that we can expect to see some neighborhoods in decline since 2011
because of national and local trends. Long-term health (since 2000) is improving. He reminded
Commissioners that these indicators are “lagging indicators” rather than predictive indicators.
Mr. Fiander explained that when we see a neighborhood whose health is declining we expect to
see: home ownership decreases, property values not keeping up with inflation, and increased
poverty. The crime stats are improving (less part 1 crime per capita) and SORT target areas are
performing well property-value wise and health scores seem to be improving.
Mr. Gales thanked Susan Hanzlik and Planning staff for all the work they've put into this to date.
He asked what the data will be used for. Mr. Fiander stated that the areas found to be “Intensive
Care” and “At Risk” get priority for funding and planning assistance. That's where SORT Target
Areas are located. The Rescue Mission and Safe Streets began working together in HiCrest
based on this map/data. The City is looking at other initiatives to address abandoned housing.

2. Visual Code Update
Mr. Fiander shared the Planning Department’s desire to begin working to update and improve
design guidelines, taking the codes we have and improving them. Areas to look at include a
comprehensive sign code update, tweaking of landscape and siteplan reviews, building design
standards for commercial buildings, and downtown zoning. Mr. Fiander explained that we do
have a D-1 zoning district that has never been implemented.
Mr. Fiander asked for the Commission’s input and priorities. Commissioners suggested that we
look at what some other cities do and personalize some of the best practices for Topeka. The
goal is to set minimum expectations for visual codes.
Mr. Hall summarized some early observations he has made regarding site plans. Mr. Fiander
pointed out that we need to address more detail items in our codes, i.e. pedestrian access, etc.
Mr. Gales thanked Mr. Hall for his attention to detail and asked Planning staff to return next
month with ranked bullet-points on many of these more detailed items.

G. Adjournment at 7:15PM
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April 20, 2015
Agenda ItemE. 1

Presented to the Topeka Landmarks Commission March 12, 2015

HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT REPORT

TOPEKA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CASE NO: HLD15-01 by:  Deborah Edwards

PROPOSAL : Requesting to amend the District Zoning Classification by placing the “HLD” Historic Landmark
District Zoning Overlay to properties currently zoned “R-2" Single-Family Dwelling District and located at 417,
419, and 423 SW Taylor Street in the City of Topeka, Kansas. The property located at 419 SW Taylor Street is
currently zoned “R-2” Single-Family Dwelling District with the “HL” Historic Landmark Zoning Overlay.

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE: The homes within this proposed Historic Landmark District were built between
1882 and 1889 by John Nelson and his business partner, Sven Johanson, both Swedish immigrants who came to
Topeka in 1869. Mr. Nelson and Mr. Johanson, were prominent developers in Topeka during the latter quarter of
the 19" Century, building many significant structures, including many of the buildings of the Sisters of Bethany
Place College, several buildings on the campus of Washburn College, the Throop and Copeland Hotels, the
Stormont Board of Trade Building, and several ornate Victorian homes throughout much of Topeka.

Topeka City Directories indicate that John Nelson’s first residence was located at 423 SW Taylor Street,
immediately south of his family’s future residence at 419 SW Taylor Street. This home was constructed in 1882,
and is a two-story brick residence, built in the Folk-Victorian Style of architecture. When first constructed, this
home featured a wrap-around front porch, leading to the front door on the south side of the home. This porch was
removed at some point during the home’s history, and the front door relocated to the front fagcade. A rear porch on
the back side of the home has also been enclosed, although the footprint of the building remains as originally
constructed. Although zoned for single-family uses, this home is presently legal-nonconforming, and is used as a
duplex, divided into two units, first floor, and second floor. Building permit records indicate that a barn was
constructed behind this residence in 1882, but this structure no longer remains. This building is deemed to retain
enough of its original architectural integrity that it is deemed to be a contributing structure to the John Nelson
Historic Landmark District.

The home constructed at 419 SW Taylor Street was constructed in 1889, and became the second home of Mr.
Nelson. This home was constructed in the Queen Anne style of architecture, and is constructed with a full brick
exterior, and adorned oak woodwork on the interior. The home has been well maintained throughout its history,
with compatible alterations to the front porch, and the enclosure of a porch on the rear of the home. In 2011, the
owner of this home nominated this property as an individually listed Historic Landmark. This building is deemed to
be contributing structure to the John Nelson Historic Landmark District.

417 SW Taylor was constructed in 1885, and is a single-story Folk Victorian home, also constructed of brick. This
home also was originally constructed with a wrap-around front porch, leading to an entrance along the home’s
south facade. This porch has since been removed, replaced with a covered entrance to the front door. This home
also has an addition to the rear of the home. This addition is not visible from the front facade, and is not deemed to
disqualify its status as a contributor to the John Nelson Historic Landmark District.

For some time, 417 SW Taylor Street had been thought to be the home of the Nelson family’s domestic servants.
However, the Halls Directory for this home in 1924 listed the home as the residence of Emil Ekman. The Directory
further indicated that Mr. Ekman had lived in this home since its original construction. Mr. Ekman was also a stone
mason, leading to speculation that Mr. Ekman was a long-time employee of John Nelson.



The properties are being nominated for Historic Landmark District designation according to the following criteria:

1. The property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of
history of the City, county, state, or nation.

2. The property is associated with a significant person or group of persons in the history of the city,
county, state, or nation.

3. The property embodies distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction;

represents the work of a master builder or architect; possesses high artistic values; or represents a
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.
4. The property possesses integrity of location, design setting, materials, and workmanship.

In addition to the significance of these properties based on their builder and original occupants, 419 SW Taylor was
also the residence of Langston Hughes, who lived in an upstairs apartment with his mother during the early 1900s.
Langston Hughes is greatly recognized for his significant contributions to American literature as a poet, novelist,
playwright, and essayist.

DESIGN GUIDELINES: In accordance with City of Topeka Ordinance No. 18420, design guidelines have been
drafted specific to the John Nelson Historic Landmark District. These guidelines are reflective of the design,
craftsmanship, materials, scale, and massing of the properties located within the district, and are consistent with the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. The guidelines have been presented to the property owner
and applicant, and have been returned to Planning Staff with minor alterations requested. These alterations have
been completed, and are attached with this report for approval as a component of the John Nelson Historic
Landmark District.

STAFF SUMMARY: The applicant seeks authorization to designate the properties located at 417, 419, and 423
SW Taylor Street as a local Historic Landmark District. Local Historic Landmark designation is strictly voluntary
and requires the owners to follow adopted design guidelines specific to the properties in accordance with the
Secretary of the Interiors Standards for Rehabilitation. A draft of these design guidelines is attached to this report
and recommendation.

The applicant has sufficiently satisfied the requirements of the landmark district designation process as set out by
City of Topeka Ordinance No. 18420.

RECOMENDATION: The Topeka Landmarks Commission considered this proposal at their regularly
scheduled meeting on March 12, 2015, and voted to recommend APPROVAL of the John Nelson Historic
Landmark District, and attached design guidelines as presented by a vote of 7-0-0.

The Topeka Planning Department Staff recommends APPROVAL of the nomination as a local Historic Landmark
District, and APPROVAL of the attached John Nelson Historic Landmark District Design Guidelines.

Prepared by: Tim Paris
Planner Il
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John Nelson Historic Landmark District Design Guidelines -

Purpose - These design guidelines are intended to help current and future property owners, the public,
municipal staff, and the Topeka Landmarks Commission ensure that physical changes to properties
within the John Nelson Historic Landmark District respect and protect the character defining features of
each property, and of the district as a whole. According to Chapter 18, Section10 of Topeka’s Municipal
Code, the adoption of design guidelines are required with the designation of a Historic Landmark
district. These design review guidelines are based upon, and provide specific interpretations of the U.S.
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties that are specific and
applicable to the historic character of this District.

Applicability - The Topeka Landmarks Commission uses these design guidelines to review all exterior
changes requiring a building permit that affect the appearance and historical integrity of an identified
contributing structure within the District. Routine maintenance of a structure does not require review.
Activities subject to review by the Commission are demolition, relocation, alterations, and new
construction.

Review Procedures — All building permits affecting the exterior of buildings within the John Nelson
Historic District will be subject to review by the Topeka Landmarks Commission. If the proposed changes
are consistent with the adopted design guidelines, the applicant will receive a Certificate of
Appropriateness from the Landmarks Commission, and may proceed with the permitting process. An
applicant can appeal any decision of the Landmarks Commission to the Topeka Governing Body.

Some alterations may receive immediate approval and a Certificate of Appropriateness from the
Planning Department without a review before the Landmarks Commission. A listing of these alterations
is found in Section 18.255.110 Topeka Municipal Code. Additionally, exterior construction,
reconstruction, restoration, remodeling or demolition not visible from a public right-of-way may receive
immediate staff approval. A Certificate of Appropriateness will not be required for any interior, non-
structural alterations.

Review Criteria - Section 18.255.090 of the Topeka Municipal Code states the criteria for the
development of applicable review guidelines for each Historic Landmark District. These criteria are
based upon the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, and
address the following:

1. Acceptable materials for any construction, additions, remodeling or rehabilitation activities
to the exterior of the structures;
2. Appropriate architectural character, scale, and detail for any construction, additions,

remodeling or rehabilitation activities;

Acceptable appurtenances to the structures;

Acceptable textures and ornamentation to the exterior of the structures;

Acceptable accessories on structures;

Such other building regulations which would have impact on the buildings;

Acceptable standards for changes to noncontributing resources within the district; and
Acceptable signage.

NV AW

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties are divided into four
separate categories. The Design Guidelines for the John Nelson Historic Landmark District are based
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upon one of these categories, specifically the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
These standards are as follows:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be
avoided.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes

that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.

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

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

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of

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

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

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic

materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment.

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

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation offer a practical approach as the foundation
for historic district design guidelines. Rehabilitation is the process of repairing or altering a historic
building while retaining its historic features. It represents a compromise between remodeling, which
offers no sensitivity to the historic features of a building, and restoration, which is a more accurate, but
also a more costly approach to repair, replacement, and maintenance.

There are several reasons for using these Standards. The first reason is consistency. Rehabilitation
projects in Topeka which receive state or federal tax credits, or which receive federal or state funding
must comply with these Standards.

A second reason is precedent. The Standards have been successfully used for many years by the State of
Kansas Historic Preservation Office, and by cities and communities around the country. Pursuant to
Chapter 18.255 of the Topeka Municipal Code, application of these rehabilitation guidelines will be
limited to exterior alterations and additions to buildings within the John Nelson Historic Landmark
District. The priority of the guidelines is to ensure the preservation of a building's character-defining
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features while accommodating an efficient contemporary use. The guidelines suggest prioritized
approaches to rehabilitation beginning with the least intrusive treatments. The approaches are as
follows:

=

Identification, retention and preservation of the form and detailing of architectural materials
and features that compose the important character-defining features of the historic building.
Protection and maintenance of architectural materials and features.

Repair of deteriorated architectural features.

Replacement of severely damaged or missing features.

New additions to historic buildings.

A WwN

Planning is essential to successful compliance with the guidelines. The first step for a property owner
contemplating a rehabilitation project is to evaluate what is significant about his or her historic building.
The most significant components of any historic building to consider begin with the roof, foundation,
and building materials. Historic foundations, exterior finishes, windows and doors, and roof forms
should be preserved as part of the rehabilitation plan. Stylistic or decorative features and materials are
particularly important.

Once the significant features of a building have been identified, their condition should be evaluated. The
guidelines prescribe repair rather than replacement as the first step in approaching a rehabilitation
project. If repair is impossible due to severe deterioration, then replacement of the feature is
appropriate. The replacement feature should match as closely as possible to the original. The basis for
replacing a feature should be physical evidence or documentation rather than conjecture or the
availability of contemporary or salvaged material. Additions and new construction are the most complex
treatments to historic buildings. They should be undertaken only after less intrusive alternatives have
been considered.
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JOHN NELSON HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT DESIGN GUIDELINES

ADDITIONS

Applicable Standards: 9 and 10

Additions to historic buildings are often required to make projects economically feasible, to
satisfy fire and building code requirements, to house mechanical systems, and for other
personal or practical reasons. They are allowed under the Secretary of the Interior's Standards
and specifically addressed in Standards 9 and 10.

Additions should not significantly alter original distinguishing qualities of buildings such as the
basic form, materials, fenestration, and stylistic elements. They should be clearly distinguished
from, and should result in minimal damage to the original portions of building. Character
defining features of the historic building should not be radically changed, obscured, damaged, or
destroyed in the process of adding new construction. The size and scale of the new addition
should be in proportion to the historic portion of the building and clearly subordinate to it.
Additions should be attached to the rear or least conspicuous side of the building. They should
be constructed so that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building
will be unimpaired.

Recommendations:

1. Keep new additions and adjacent new construction to a minimum, making them
compatible in scale, materials, and texture with the existing building and surrounding
district.

2. Design new construction to be compatible in materials, size, color, and texture with the
earlier building and neighborhood.

3. Use contemporary designs compatible with the character and feeling of the building and
neighborhood.

4. Protect architectural details and features that contribute to the character of the building
during the course of constructing the addition.

5. Place television antenna, satellite dishes and mechanical equipment, such as air

conditioners, in an inconspicuous location, preferably a side or rear elevation where
they can not be seen from the street.

Avoid:

1. Duplicating an earlier style or period of architecture in additions. All additions should be
identifiable as an addition to the original structure.

2. Adding height to a building that changes its scale and character. Changes in height

should not be visible when viewing the principal facades.
DOORS AND ENTRANCES

Applicable Standards 2, 3,6, 9

Under Standard 2, doors and entrances should be preserved wherever possible. Changes to
door size and configuration should be avoided. Replacement doors should either match the
original or substitute new materials and designs sympathetic to the original under Standards 6
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and 9. Stock doors and screen doors are inappropriate replacements. Replacement screen
doors should be simple. Any ornamentation should be based on historic precedent and in
keeping with the character of the door and entrance design. Aluminum, metal and jalousie
doors should be avoided.

Sometimes new entrances are required for practical reasons or to satisfy code requirements.
Placement of new entrances on principal facades should be avoided under Standard 2. New
entrances can result in loss of historic fabric and detailing and change the rhythm of bays. Under
Standard 9, new entrances should be compatible with the building and be located on party walls
or side or rear walls that are not readily visible from the public right-of-way. New entrances on
the main elevation, or entrances that alter the character of a building should be avoided. If a
historic entrance cannot be incorporated into a contemporary use for the building, the opening
and any significant detailing should, nevertheless, be retained.

Recommendations:

1. Retain and repair historic door openings, doors, screen doors, trim, and details such as
transom, side lights, pediments, frontispieces, hoods, and hardware where they
contribute to the architectural character of the building.

2. Replace missing or deteriorated doors with doors that closely match the original, or,
that are of compatible contemporary design.

3. Place new entrances on secondary elevations away from the main elevation. Preserve
non-functional entrances that are architecturally significant.

4. Add simple or compatibly designed wooden screen doors where appropriate.

Avoid:

1. Introducing or changing the location of doors and entrances that alter the architectural
character of the building.

2. Removing significant door features that can be repaired.

3. Replacing deteriorated or missing doors with stock doors or doors of inappropriate
designs or constructed of inappropriate materials.

4. Removing historic doors, transom, and side lights and replacing them with blocking.

5 Adding aluminum or other inappropriate screen doors.

EXTERIOR FABRIC — WOOD, WEATHERBOARD, SHINGLES, AND OTHER WOOD SIDING

Applicable Standards 2,3,7,9

Horizontal wood siding is present as an exterior finish to historical additions to the homes within
the John Nelson Historic Landmark District. Wood siding is a character defining feature of these
additions, and is representative of frame vernacular buildings of the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries. Important characteristics of wood siding which should be considered in its
repair or replacement are board size, width of exposure, length, and trim detail such as corner-
boards.

Probably the greatest threat to wood siding is the application of non-historic surface coverings
such as aluminum and vinyl siding, stucco, and cast synthetic stone. Application of these
materials violates Standards 2 and 3. Standard 2 states that the removal or alteration of any
historic material or distinctive architectural feature should be avoided when possible.
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Application of non-historic exterior finishes results in either the removal or covering of historical
materials and details. Decorative trim around doors, windows, and under roof lines is frequently
removed. Detailing of the wood itself, such as beveling or beading, is also lost. Board width,
length, and exposure are generally changed, thus altering the scale and appearance of the
building.

Standard 3 states that historic buildings shall be recognized as products of their time, and
alterations that have no historical basis shall be discouraged. Aluminum, vinyl, and cast
synthetic stone are clearly non-historic materials and violate this standard, as well. Artificial
siding also frequently damages the fabric underneath. It can trap moisture and encourage decay
and insect infestation.

Abrasive cleaning or paint removal is another threat to historic wooden siding and violates
Standard 7. The proper method for paint removal is cleaning, light scraping, and sanding down
to the next sound layer. If more intensive paint removal is required, the gentlest means possible
should be used. Appropriate methods include a heat plate for flat surfaces such as siding,
window sills and doors; an electric heat gun for solid decorative elements; or chemical dip
stripping for detachable wooden elements such as shutters, balusters, columns, and doors when
other methods are too laborious.

Harsh abrasive methods such as rotary sanding discs, rotary wire strippers, and sandblasting
should never be used to remove paint from exterior wood. Such methods leave visible circular
depressions in the wood; shred the wood, or erode the soft, porous fibers of the wood, leaving a
permanently pitted surface. Harsh thermal methods such as hand-held propane or butane
torches should never be used because they can scorch or ignite wood.

Recommendations:

1. Retain wooden materials and features such as siding, cornices, brackets, soffits, fascia,
window architrave, and doorway pediments, wherever possible. These are essential
components of a building's appearance and architectural style.

2. Repair or replace, where necessary, deteriorated material that duplicates in size, shape,
and texture the original as closely as possible. Consider original characteristics such as
board width, length, exposure and trim detailing when selecting a replacement material.

3. Clean wood using the gentlest means possible. Repair trim and siding before applying
paint. Seal holes, caulk cracks, and treat for wood fungus. Remove lose paint using
commercial strippers, electric heat guns or plates, wire brushes and scrapers. Hand sand
to reduce paint layer differential.

Avoid:

1. Resurfacing frame buildings with new material that is inappropriate or was unavailable
when the building was constructed, such as artificial stone, brick veneer, asbestos or
asphalt shingles, rustic shakes, and vinyl or aluminum siding.

2. Abrasive cleaning methods, rotary sanding or wire brushing, sand blasting or extreme
high pressure washing (PSI of more than 100) or harsh thermal methods such as
propane or butane torches.
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EXTERIOR FABRIC — MASONRY, BRICK, AND MORTAR

Applicable Standards 2,3,7,9

Masonry exterior finishes and detailing are the predominant exterior features of the homes
within the John Nelson Historic Landmark District. Masonry features, such as brick cornices or
terra cotta detailing, and surface treatments, modeling, tooling, bonding patterns, joint size and
color, are important to the historic character of each building. These features should be retained
under Standard 2.

The cleaning of historic masonry is a special consideration addressed by the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards. While masonry is the most durable historic building material, it is also the
most susceptible to damage by improper maintenance or repair techniques or abrasive cleaning
methods. Particularly relevant is Standard 7 which states that the surface cleaning of structures
shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible.

Sandblasting and other abrasive cleaning methods are specifically prohibited. Sandblasting not
only changes the visual qualities of brick, it damages or destroys the exterior glazing. As a result,
it increases the likelihood of rapid deterioration of the brick and water damage to the interior of
the building.

Painting historic masonry is another concern when conducting a rehabilitation project. Owners
frequently see painting as an improvement and a means of making a building appear new. The
color of masonry, particularly brick, is often an important part of the character of a building. In
addition to color, the bonding pattern, treatment of mortar joints, and texture are significant
parts of brick buildings. Where brick and other masonry finishes were historically unpainted,
they should generally remain unpainted. Painting obscures detailing and alters the
distinguishing original qualities of a building in violation of Standard 2. It also violates Standard 3
because it is an alteration which has no historical basis. Under some circumstances, particularly
where the brick quality is poor or abrasive cleaning methods have been used, painting or sealing
the damaged brick may be appropriate as a protective measure.

Recommendations:

1. Identify, retain, and preserved masonry features that are important to defining the
overall historical character of the building such as walls, brackets, railings, cornices,
window architrave's, door pediments, steps, and columns; and joint and unit size,
tooling, and bonding patterns, coatings and color.

2. Protect and maintain masonry by providing proper drainage so that water does not
stand on flat, horizontal surfaces or accumulate in curved decorative features.

3. Evaluate and treat the various causes of mortar joint deterioration such as leaking roofs
or gutters, differential settlement of the building, capillary action or extreme weather
exposure.

4. Evaluate the overall condition of the masonry to determine whether repairs rather than

protection and maintenance are required.
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Avoid:

1. Removing or substantially altering masonry features which are important in defining the
overall historical character of the building so that as a result the character is diminished.

2. Replacing or rebuilding major portions of exterior walls that could be repaired and that

would make the building essentially new construction.
A. Cleaning of Masonry

Recommendations:

1. Clean masonry only when necessary to halt deterioration or remove heavy
soiling.
2. Clean masonry surfaces with the gentlest method possible, such as water and

detergents and natural bristle brushes.

Avoid:

1. Cleaning masonry to create a new appearance, and thus needlessly introducing
chemicals or moisture to historic materials.

2. Cleaning without first testing to determine the effects of the method.

3. Sandblasting brick or stone surfaces using dry or wet grit or other abrasives.

Such methods of cleaning permanently erode the surface of the material and
accelerate deterioration.

4. Cleaning with water or liquid chemical solutions when there is a possibility of
freezing temperatures. Also avoid cleaning with chemical products that will
damage masonry or leaving chemicals on masonry surfaces.

5. High-pressure water cleaning that will damage historic masonry and mortar
joints.
B. Painting of Masonry

Recommendations:

1. Inspect painted masonry to determine whether repainting is necessary.

2. Remove damaged or deteriorated paint only to the next found layer prior to
repainting.

3. Apply compatible paint coating following proper surface preparation.

4. Paint historically unpainted masonry only if it has been previously painted or as

a protective measure to prevent further deterioration caused by poor quality
materials or prior abrasive cleaning.

Avoid:

1. Removing paint that is firmly adhered to and thus protecting masonry surfaces.

2. Removing paint by destructive means such as sandblasting, application of
caustic solutions or high pressure water blasting.

3. Creating a new appearance by applying paint or other coatings such as stucco to
masonry that has been historically unpainted or uncoated.

4. Removing paint from historically painted masonry.

February 24, 2015 Page 8



DRAFT

Repointing of Masonry

Recommendations:

1.

w

Avoid:

Repair masonry walls and other masonry features by repointing the mortar
joints where there is evidence of deterioration such as disintegrating mortar,
cracks in mortar joints, loose bricks, damp walls or damaged plasterwork.
Remove deteriorated mortar by carefully hand-raking the joints to avoid
damaging the masonry.

Duplicate original mortar in strength, composition, color and texture.

Duplicate old mortar joints in width and in joint profile.

Removing non-deteriorated mortar from sound joints, then repointing the
entire building to achieve a uniform appearance.

Using electric saws and hammers rather than hand tools to remove deteriorated
mortar from joints prior to repointing.

Repointing with mortar of high Portland cement content, unless it is the content
of the historic mortar. Portland cement can often create a bond that is stronger
than the historic material and can cause damage as a result of the differing
coefficient of expansion and the differing porosity of material and mortar.
Repointing with a synthetic caulking compound.

Using a 'scrub' coating technique to repoint instead of traditional repointing
methods.

Repairing of Masonry

Recommendations:

1.

Avoid:

Repair masonry features by patching, piercing in or consolidating the masonry
using recognized preservation methods. Repair may include the limited
replacement in kind or with compatible substitute materials of those extensively
deteriorated or missing parts of masonry features when they there are surviving
prototypes.

Apply new or non-historic surface treatments such as water-repellent coatings
to masonry only after repointing and only if masonry repairs have failed to
arrest water penetration problems.

Replacing an entire masonry feature such as a cornice or balustrade when repair
of the masonry and limited replacement of deteriorated parts are appropriate.
Using a substitute material for the replacement part that does not convey the
visual appearance of the remaining parts of the masonry feature or that is
physically or chemically incompatible.

Applying waterproof, water repellent or non-historic treatments such as stucco
to masonry as a substitute for re-pointing and masonry repairs. Coatings are
frequently unnecessary, expensive, and may change the appearance of historic
masonry as well as accelerate its deterioration.
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E. Replacement of Masonry

Recommendations:

1. Replace in kind an entire masonry feature that is too deteriorated to repair, if
the overall form and detailing are still evident, using the physical evidence to
guide the new work. Examples can include large sections of a wall, a cornice,
balustrade, column or stairway. If using the same kind of material is not feasible,
then a compatible substitute material may be considered.

Avoid:

1. Removing a masonry feature that is unrepairable and not replacing it, or
replacing it with a new feature that does not convey the same visual
appearance.

F. EXTERIOR FABRIC: COLOR

The Topeka Historic Preservation Ordinance (Chapter 18 of the Topeka Municipal Code)
does not require review of paint colors.

FOUNDATIONS

Applicable Standards 2, 3,6, 9

All homes in the John Nelson Historic Landmark District have raised masonry foundations. Stone
is the most common material. In undertaking foundation repairs, the historic materials should
be retained, repaired as needed, or replaced in-kind under Standards 2 and 6. Non-historic
materials such as unpainted concrete block, plywood, and stucco should not be used to fill
raised foundations. Enclosures should be limited to historically appropriate materials under
Standard 3 or a compatible new design under Standard 9.

Pierced brick and lattice are examples of compatible contemporary infill. Pierced continuous
brick infill, a pattern of bricks laid with air space between the end surfaces, can easily be added
to a foundation, providing ventilation, continuous support to the sill plates, and a historic
appearance. Lattice infill can be purchased in prefabricated panels and installed between
masonry piers. Square crisscross lattice infill is also an appropriate infill material.

Recommendations:

1. Retain, repair as needed or replace historic foundations with matching materials.

2 Maintain open spaces between piers.

3. Retain, repair, or replace historic foundation enclosures with matching materials.

4 If foundation enclosures are missing, enclose with an appropriate materials.

Avoid:

1. Removing historic foundation enclosures unless they are deteriorated and irreparable.

2. Enclosing a pier foundation with continuous infill that prevents ventilation and destroys
the openness of the feature.

3. Using an infill material which is inappropriate to the style of the building.
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VL.

VII.

MECHANICAL SYSTEMS: Heating, Air Conditioning, Electrical, Plumbing, Fire Protection

Applicable Standards: 5, 9, and 10

Upgrading or additions of mechanical systems are frequently a necessary part of rehabilitating a
historic building. Careful planning should precede installation of modern heating, ventilating,
and air-conditioning (HVAC) and other mechanical systems. Insensitive installation of
mechanical systems can cause significant damage to historic fabric, and alter the visual qualities
of a building in violation of Standard 5. Installation should be accomplished in the least obtrusive
manner possible and in the most inconspicuous location. Protruding, through the wall or
window air-conditioning units should be avoided.

Recommendations:

1. Install necessary mechanical systems in areas and spaces that will require the least
possible alteration to the structural integrity and physical appearance of the building.
2. Utilize existing mechanical systems, including plumbing and early lighting fixtures,

where possible.

Avoid:

1. Unnecessarily damaging the plan, materials, and appearance of the building when
installing mechanical systems.

2. Attaching exterior electrical and telephone cables to the principal elevations of the
building.

3. Installing vertical runs of ducts, pipes, and cables in place where they will be a visual
intrusion.

PORCHES AND GARAGES

Applicable Standards: 2,4,5,6,9, 10

Porches serve as a covered entrance to buildings and a transitional space between the interior
and exterior. Particularly, they are the principal location for exterior ornamentations and
detailing, such as brackets and other jig-saw woodwork, posts and columns, and balustrades.
Size, style, ornateness or simplicity, sense of openness, and detailing are all important attributes
of porches. Such features should be preserved during the course of rehabilitating a building
under Standard 2. Removal or encasement of significant porch features or enclosure with non-
transparent materials are not acceptable treatments.

Because they are open to the elements, porches also require frequent maintenance and repair.
Under Standard 6, deteriorated porch features should be repaired rather than replaced. If
replacement proves necessary, replacement features and materials should approximate the
originals as closely as possible. If wholesale replacement is required, the new porch should be
rebuilt based on historical research and physical evidence. If a porch or individual features of it
are missing and no documentation or physical evidence is available, a new porch design which is
compatible with the scale, design, and materials of the remainder of the building is appropriate
under Standard 9.
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VIIL.

Changes to a porch which are over fifty years old may have achieved significance in their own
right. They may reflect changes in ownership or use, style, or improvements in the owner's
economic well-being. Under Standard 4, these changes should be recognized and respected.

Detached garages are visible expressions of the impact of the automobile on historic buildings.
Depending on their age of construction, they may or may not be considered as character-
defining features of the property.

Recommendations:

1. Retain porches and steps that are appropriate to a building and its subsequent
development. Porches and additions reflecting later architectural styles are often
important to the building's historical development and should be retained.

2. Where necessary, repair and replace deteriorated architectural features of wood, terra
cotta, tile, brick and other historic materials.
3. If enclosures are undertaken, maintain the openness of porches through the use of

transparent materials such as glass or screens. Place enclosures behind significant
detailing so that the detailing is not obscured.

4, Retain garages. If enclosures of garages are undertaken, preserve significant features.
Use materials similar in size, proportion, and detail to the original.

5. If additional interior space is needed or desired, place the addition at the rear of the
building.

Avoid:

1. Removing or altering porches or steps that are appropriate to the building's
development and style.

2. Stripping porches and steps of original material and architectural materials such as hand
rails, balusters, columns, brackets, and roof decorations.

3. Enclosing porches, garages, and steps in manner that destroys their historical
appearance.

4. Adding a garage, particularly with the doors facing the right-of-way, in front of or even

with the front plane of the principal structure.

ROOFS AND ROOF SURFACES

Applicable Standards: 2, 4,5, 6,9

In planning roof repairs, it is important to identify significant features and materials and treat
them with sensitivity under standards 2 and 5. Under standard 6 significant features and
materials should be repaired rather than replaced. If replacement of a deteriorated feature is
necessary, the new materials should closely match the original.

Roofs perform an essential function in keeping a building weather tight. As a result, they are
particularly subject to change. Some historic changes to roofs have gained a historical
significance in their own right.

Where existing roofing material is non-original, there is greater flexibility. The existing roof may
be retained, replaced in a manner known to be accurate based on documentation or physical
evidence, or treated in a contemporary style in compliance with Standards 4, 6, and 9. In
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reviewing replacement of non-historic roof surfacing, it is important to keep in mind, Standard
9. Even if the existing surfacing is inappropriate, the replacement material must be compatible
with the overall design of the building.

Rooftop additions are another common change to historic buildings. They are generally not
suitable for smaller buildings of three stories or less or for buildings with very distinctive
rooflines. The addition should be designed to be distinguished from the historic portion of the
building; be set back from the wall plane; and be placed so it is inconspicuous when viewed
from the street.

Recommendations:

1. Preserve the original roof form in the course of rehabilitation.

2. Provide adequate roof drainage and insure that the roofing material provides a weather
tight covering for the structure.

3. Replace deteriorated roof surfacing with new material, such as composition shingles or
tabbed asphalt shingles that match the original in composition, size, shape, color, and
texture.

4, Retain or replace dormer windows, cupolas, cornices, brackets, chimneys, cresting,

weather vanes, and other character-defining architectural or stylistic features.

Avoid:

1. Changing the essential character of a roof by adding inappropriate features such as
dormers, vents, skylights, air-conditioners, and solar collectors which are visible from
public rights-of-way.

2. New materials, such as roll roofing, whose composition, size, shape, color, and texture
alter the appearance of the building.

3. Changing the pitch.

SETTING

Applicable Standards: 2 and 9

Setting is the relationship of a historic building to adjacent buildings and the surrounding site
and environment. The setting of a historic building includes such important features as parks,
gardens, streetlights, signs, benches, walkways, streets, alleys, and building setbacks. The
landscape features around a building are often important aspects of its character and the
district in which it is located. Such historic features as gardens, walls, fencing, fountains, pools,
paths, lighting and benches should be retained during the course of rehabilitation.

Historic fencing, garden and retaining walls, and designed landscape features may add
distinction to individual buildings. Collectively, they form important streetscape compositions.
Fences and walls serve to delineate property lines and as a barrier to distinguish line between a
yard, sidewalk, and street.

Recommendations:
1. Retain distinctive features such as size, scale, mass, color, and materials of buildings,
including roofs, porches, and stairways, that distinguish a district.
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Avoid:

Retain landscape features such as parks, gardens, street lights, signs, benches,
walkways, streets, alleys, and set-backs that have traditionally linked buildings to their
environment.

Use new plant materials, fencing, walkways, streetlights, signs, and benches that are
compatible with the character of the neighborhood in size, scale, materials, and color.
Identify and retain plants, trees, fencing, walkways, street lighting, signs, and benches
that reflect a property's history and development.

Base new site work on documentation or physical evidence. Avoid conjectural changes
to the site.

Remove or trim plants and trees in close proximity to the building that may cause
deterioration of historic fabric.

Provide proper site and roof drainage to assure that water does not splash against
building or foundation walls, nor drain toward the building.

Landscape to provide shade, privacy, screening of non- historic features, and erosion
control.

New construction that is incompatible due to size, scale, and materials.
Changes to the appearance of a building site such as removing historic plants, trees,
fencing, walkways, outbuildings, and other features before evaluating their importance.

Fencing and Walls:

Recommendations:

1. Retain and repair existing historic fencing and walls.

2. Construct new front-yard fences of vertical pickets in simple designs, or cast iron
fencing.

3. Design new fences of appropriate scale on visible main and side elevations. Limit

height on street-side elevation to four feet. Wooden, vertical board (stockade)
privacy fences up to six feet in height are appropriate on side and rear elevations.

4. Screen existing chain link and hurricane fences with plants and shrubbery.

Avoid:

1. Removing historic fences and walls.

2. Cinder block, ornate iron or wooden, rough cedar, post and rail, chain link or
hurricane fences.

3. Fences of inappropriate scale that obscure the overall design of a building and

its individual features.

Parking and Driveways: There are currently no driveways extending from the front curb
to the rear of the properties within the John Nelson Historic Landmark District. All
parking for the homes within this district is accessed via the alley, and is located at the
rear of each property.

Recommendations:
1. Use existing alleys to provide access to buildings.
2. Limit parking to the rear of buildings.
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Avoid:

1. Curb cuts and driveways in blocks where they historically did not exist.

2. Parking on the front side of buildings.

3. Asphalt, pebble surfaced concrete, or other non-historic paving materials.

WINDOWS/AWNINGS/SHUTTERS

Applicable Standards: 2, 3,6, 9

The placement, design, and materials of windows are often a significant part of the architectural
character of a building. The windows in the John Nelson Historic Landmark District are generally
double-hung sash in a 1/1, 2/2, or multi-light/1 pattern. Windows in the district are often
important stylistic elements. Under Standard 2, the visual role of historic window design and its
detailing or craftsmanship should be carefully considered in planning window repair or
replacement. Factors to consider are the size and number of historic windows in relationship to
a wall surface and their pattern of repetition; their overall design and detailing; their proximity
to ground level and key entrances; and their visibility particularly on key elevations.

Whether to repair or replace windows is an issue that can pose considerable problems in a
rehabilitation project. Under Standard 6, distinctive windows that are a significant part of the
overall design of a building should not be destroyed. Careful repair is the preferred approach. If
repair is not technically or economically feasible, new windows that match the original in size,
general muntin/mullion configuration, and reflective qualities may be substituted for missing or
irreparable windows.

Owners often wish to replace windows to create a new look, for energy efficiency, to decrease
maintenance costs or because of problems operating existing units. Tinted windows, windows
with high reflective qualities, or stock windows of incompatible design and materials conflict
with Standards 3, 6, and 9.

Window design to enhance appearance is not permissible under the standards. The proper
procedure is to improve existing windows first. Weather stripping and other energy
conservation methods should be employed. If, after careful evaluation, window frames and sash
are so deteriorated they need replacement, they should be duplicated in accordance with
Standard 6.

The following steps are recommended for evaluating historic windows. First, analyze their
significance to the building. Consider their size, shape, color, and detailing. Then consider the
condition of the window. Inspect the sill, frame, sash, paint and wood surface, hardware,
weather stripping, stops, trim, operability, and glazing. Then, establish repair and replacement
needs for existing windows.

If, following careful evaluation, window frames are deteriorated, they can be replaced.
Replacement windows must be selected with care. They should match the original sash, pane
size, configuration, glazing, muntin detailing, and profile. Small differences between
replacement and historic windows can make big differences in appearance.
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If 50% or more is deteriorated or missing, then wholesale replacement of windows is allowable.
When choosing replacements, the following qualities of the original windows should be used as

criteria.

If these

trim detail;

size, shape of frame, sash;

location of meeting rail;

reveal or setback of window from wall plane;
separate planes of two sash;

color, reflective qualities of glass.

muntin, mullion profiles, configuration.

NSO ULAWNR

criteria are fulfilled, the new windows need not be exact replicas of the originals. The

Standards further permit new windows to be constructed of non-historic materials such as
aluminum and vinyl-clad and a tint of up to 10%. Changes to the original dimensions of window
openings should be avoided. The rhythm of window and door openings is an important part of
the character of buildings in the district. In some instances, new window or door openings may
be required to fulfill code requirements or for practical needs. New openings should be located
on side or rear walls not readily visible from the front of the structure.

A.

Shutters

Window shutters in the John Nelson Historic Landmark District are not present,
although physical evidence remains of their previous presence on the facades of each of
the properties. If shutters are replaced on these facdes, they should be operable or
appear to be operable and measure the full height and one-half the width of the
window frame. They should be attached to the window casing rather than the exterior
finish material. Wooden shutters with horizontal louvers are the preferred type. Metal
and vinyl types should be avoided.

Awnings

Awnings in the John Nelson Historic Landmark District are not present, and are not
reflected in any historic documentation of the homes located within the district. Under
Standard 3, unless there is physical or documentary evidence of their existence, awnings
shutters should not be mounted.

Recommendations:

1. Retain and repair window openings, frames, sash, glass, lintels, sills, pediments,
architrave's, hardware, awnings and shutters where they contribute to the
architectural and historic character of the building.

2. Improve the thermal performance of existing windows and doors through
adding or replacing weather stripping and adding storm windows which are
compatible with the character of the building and which do not damage window
frames.

3. Replace missing or irreparable windows on significant elevations with new
windows that match the original in material, size, general muntin and mullion
proportion and configuration, and reflective qualities of the glass.
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Avoid:

1. Introducing or changing the location or size of windows, and other openings
that alter the architectural and historic character of a building.

2. Replacing window features on significant facades with historically and
architecturally incompatible materials such as anodized aluminum, mirrored or
tinted glass.

3. Removing window features that can be repaired where such features contribute
to the historic and architectural character of a building.

4. Changing the size or arrangement of window panes, muntins, and rails where
they contribute to the architectural and historic character of a building.

5. Installing shutters, screens, blinds, security grills, and awnings which are
historically inappropriate and which detract from the character of a building.

6. Replacing windows that contribute to the character of a building with those that

are incompatible in size, configuration, and reflective qualities or which alter the
setback relationship between window and wall.

7. Installing heating/air conditioning units in window frame when the sash and
frames may be damaged. Window installations should be considered only when
all other visible heating/cooling systems would result in significant damage to
historic materials. If installation proves necessary, window units should be
placed on secondary elevations not readily visible from public thoroughfares.

8. Installing metal or fiber-glass awnings.
9. Installing awnings that obscure architecturally significant detailing or features.
10. Replacing architecturally significant detailing, such as commercial canopies, with
awnings.
NEW CONSTRUCTION

Applicable Standards: 2 and 9

New construction should complement historic architecture. Through sound planning and design,
it can reinforce and respect the existing patterns of the historic district. Successful infill design
does not have to imitate demolished or extant buildings to be successful. Rather, it picks up
significant themes, such as height, materials, roof form, massing, set-back, and the rhythm of
openings to insure that a new building blends with its context.

While the Secretary of the Interior's Standards are oriented toward rehabilitation of existing
historic buildings, Standards 2, and 9 apply to new construction in historic districts and near
individual landmarks. Under Standard 2 the setting of historic buildings should be preserved
when new construction is undertaken. The relationship of the new construction to adjacent
buildings, landscape and streetscape features, and open spaces should be considered. New
construction adjacent to historic buildings can dramatically alter the historic setting of
neighboring buildings or the district. Under Standard 9 new construction is appropriate as long
as it does not destroy significant historic features, including designed landscapes, and
complements the size, color, material, and character of adjacent buildings, neighborhood, and
environment.
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The following criteria should be used when reviewing new construction in the John Nelson
Historic Landmark District.

Height: The height of new construction should be compatible with surrounding
historic buildings. The height of buildings in the John Nelson Historic Landmark
District vary between one and 2.5 stories in height.

Width: The width of new construction should be compatible with surrounding
historic buildings.

Setback: In locating new buildings, the side and rear setbacks should be
maintained and aligned with the facades of surrounding historic buildings.
Setback is the distance a building is located from property lines.

Proportion of openings: In designing new construction, the proportion and
spacing of openings on adjacent buildings should be maintained. Window
openings in the historic district often share similar size, spacing, and shape.
Given the height of the buildings, windows are predominately narrow and
vertically oriented.

Horizontal Rhythms: New construction in the historic district should maintain or
extend these strong shared streetscape elements in blocks where they appear.
Repeated elements on neighboring buildings are characteristic of buildings in
the district. Divisions between upper and lower floors, uniform porch heights,
and alignment of window and window sills are examples of such rhythms.

Roof forms: Sloped roofs with pitches similar to those of nearby buildings
should be required for new residential construction. All residential buildings in
the district have pitched roofs, with gable or hip the predominate type.
Materials: Materials that are compatible in quality, color, texture, finish, and
dimension to those common to the district should be used. The John Nelson
Historic Landmark District has a preponderance of masonry buildings, principally
brick.

Finish floor elevation: Effort should be made to provide similar finish floor
elevation to surroundings or structures

Garages: Garages should be constructed to the rear of the front facade of
residential structures.

A. SCALE: HEIGHT AND WIDTH

The proportion of a new building and the major relationship to neighboring buildings
are components in establishing compatibility within the neighborhood. The height-width
ratio, that is, the relationship between the height and width of the front facade should
be of similar proportions to the neighboring buildings.

Recommendations:

1.

New buildings should reflect similar height and width to buildings on adjacent
sites.

Integrate a new building that is wider than the buildings on adjacent sites by
breaking the building mass, or dividing the building width to conform with
building widths on adjacent sites.

Add a new building which is wider and higher than buildings on adjacent sites
only if the new building is divided up to suggest buildings of similar width to
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adjacent buildings. This is achieved by placing taller masses away from the street
and adjacent buildings.

Avoid:

1. Adding a new building to a site which does not maintain or suggest the widths of
buildings on adjacent sites.

2. Adding a new building to a site which does not maintain or blend with the

heights of buildings on adjacent sites.
SETBACK

To maintain the existing character of the facades within a block, the construction of
additions and new buildings should be in conformance with the existing setbacks along
that block. Maintaining uniform setbacks of the porte cocheres, porches and main
building addresses prevailing patterns of an area and promotes the compatibility of the
new building with the neighborhood.

Recommendations:

1. Keep the visual mass of the building at or near the same setback as building on
adjacent sites.
2. Keep wings, porches, and secondary structural elements at similar setbacks to

porches and porte cocheres on adjacent buildings.

Avoid:
1. Place a building on a site in a location which is greatly different from the
location of buildings on adjacent sites.

NOTE: If a variance is necessary to allow a new building to have a similar setback to the
buildings on adjacent sites, the Topeka Landmarks Commission will review a site plan
indicating proposed setbacks and may recommend to the Board of Zoning Appeals that
a variance be granted.

ORIENTATION AND SITE COVERAGE

The principal facades of new buildings within the district should be oriented parallel to
the street. Also, main entryways should be located along these principal facades. This is
a consistent pattern throughout the district which should be preserved to maintain the
prevailing visual continuity. When this pattern of primary facades and entryways is
moved from the street side of the building, the activity along the street will be lost and
the character of the district will change.

Lot coverage, or that percentage of lot area covered by buildings on a lot, should be of a
similar proportion to the site coverage on adjacent lots. Side and rear setbacks, as
governed by the Zoning Code may limit the minimum spacing between buildings;
however, the overall proportions of building-to-lot area should remain consistent from
lot to lot along the block. If lots are combined to create a larger development, the
building-to-lot proportions should be 'suggested' by breaking large building masses into
smaller elements. This will visually suggest a relationship with adjacent buildings.
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Historically, the proportions of building-to-lots along the SW Taylor Street are
consistent. This is a design feature of the district which should be preserved or, at least,
visually suggested.

Recommendations:

1. Orient the primary facade of a new building parallel with the street.

2. Provide primary entrances on the street facade.

3. Maintain the building-to-lot proportions present on adjacent sites.

4, Suggest the same building-to-lot proportions of adjacent sites by altering the

mass of a large building.

Avoid:

1. Orient the primary facade of a new building parallel with the street.

2. Provide primary entrances on non-street facades if no primary entrance exists
on street facades.

3. Develop a building which does not maintain or suggest building-to-lot

proportions of adjacent sites.
ALIGNMENT, RHYTHM AND SPACING

Along a block, the uniformity of the proportions of the facades and the spacing of the
buildings must be considered in new construction to achieve harmony along the
streetscape. Spacing between buildings should be consistent along the street. The
consistent spacing of buildings maintains or establishes a rhythm which is historically
prevalent in the district. This applies to new construction in both residential and
commercial areas within the district.

Porches, protruding bays, balconies, colonnades and other facade elements should be
aligned with those of existing buildings along the street. This alighment creates harmony
and maintains the rhythm of facade proportions along the block length.

Front widths of new buildings should correspond with other building widths; however, a
long facade can be broken into separate elements. This would suggest front widths
similar to those of neighboring buildings.

Recommendations:

1. Align the facade of a new building with the facades of existing buildings on
adjacent sites.

2. Allow the addition of a new building to continue the rhythm of buildings on a
block by having similar spacing relative to other buildings along that street.

3. Allow the addition of a new building larger than the buildings on adjacent sites

by dividing up the long facade to suggest smaller building masses.

Avoid:

1. Place the primary facade of a new building out of alignment with the existing
buildings on adjacent sites.

2. Add a building to a site which does not maintain, or suggest the spacing of

buildings on adjacent sites.
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RELOCATING HISTORIC BUILDINGS

Relocating a building is a last resort to avoid demolition. From a preservation
perspective, relocating a building has many negative consequences. First, the context of
the building is lost. The association with the surrounding natural and built environment
is destroyed. Left behind are sidewalks, retaining walls, and landscape features that
make each building unique.

Moreover, many of the character-defining features that contribute to the architectural
significance of a building have to be removed or are seriously damaged as a result of
relocation. These include foundations, porches, chimneys, and interior finishes,
particularly plaster. Structural damage can also result.

Furthermore, an improperly relocated building can have a negative impact on the
setting of existing buildings. Side and front set-back, orientation, scale, mass, and
individual features of existing building should be considered when choosing an
appropriate site.

Despite the negatives, relocation is preferable to demolition. This is particularly true
with regard to buildings whose significance is primarily architectural. There are several
essential criteria to be considered when reviewing a proposal to move a building to a
new site. They are essentially the same as those for compatible infill. The built
environment for the new site should be similar to the old one in terms of the age of the
surrounding buildings, their height, materials, set-back, and architectural detail. If not
properly planned and executed, a relocated building can be just as incompatible as a
poorly designed infill structure.

Recommendations:

1. Move a building only when there is no alternative to its preservation. Provide
documentation that there is no feasible alternative for preserving a building at
its historic location.

2. To mitigate the impact of the relocation, move the building to an existing vacant
lot within the historic district in which it is located.
3. In choosing a new site for a moved building, select setting compatible with the

original. Consider the age of the surrounding buildings, their height, mass,
materials, set- back, and architectural detailing.

4. Properly locate the moved building on its new site. Place the building so that the
orientation of its principal facade and front and side setbacks are compatible
with surrounding buildings.

5. Provide a new foundation whose design, height, and facing materials match
those of the original. Salvage original foundation materials where possible for
re-use as veneer on new foundation.

Avoid:
1. Relocating a building not threatened by demolition.
2. Relocating a building to a site where the surrounding buildings date from a

different period or are architecturally incompatible due to their height,
materials, set-back, and detailing.

February 24, 2015 Page 21



DRAFT

Xl.

3. Destruction or alteration of significant features, structures, or archaeological
sites at new location.

4. Improperly locating a building on its new site so that its orientation and front
and side set-back are incompatible with surrounding buildings.

5. Placing the building on a new foundation whose design and materials are

incompatible with the original.
DEMOLITION

Applicable Standards: 2 and 4

Demolition invariably exerts a negative impact on a historic district. Under current zoning, land
use regulations, and market conditions, compatible new construction is often not feasible.
Furthermore, eliminating a building from a streetscape is like pulling teeth. Either a conspicuous,
void is created, or the replacement, even if well designed, is usually less well designed and
constructed than the original.

Demolition of significant buildings, outbuildings, and individual features conflicts with Standards
2 and 4. Demolition alters the essential character and integrity of a building and the district in
which it is located.

Demolition of components of potentially character-defining features of the property are
permissible under the following criteria.

1. The feature is secondary in nature and lacking architectural significance.

2. The feature does not comprise a major portion of the historic site.

3. The feature is less than fifty years old and not within the period of significance of the
district.

4, There is persuasive evidence that retention is neither technically nor economically
feasible.

Demolition of non-significant features of buildings is permissible under the following criteria.

1. The feature is less than fifty years old.

2. It is not a fine example of a significant architectural style and does not exhibit significant
architectural design, materials, or workmanship.

3. It does not contribute measurably to the period of significance described in the district
nomination.

4. It is in deteriorated condition and replacement would constitute a level of
reconstruction not required in rehabilitation.

5. It obscures earlier significant features.

February 24, 2015 Page 22












SAYE-SERLEaE) 7331y jpl ey poyEE§AFNAKL0S [INTgO]
Swomiygedde {Q sasal JO74%L AS 61¥

Y 3IOLQUOTE IIOJSIE

D B T i - . w

6881 UT
LoSUYOP 4 UOS)I N
fg 1p10g
25n0YE UOS|3 N UYOoP

- { & P Y
















= -

1\

g

[ N,

























_"'-”__7

”Doﬂls ?M-{”’/
Veep fn UXW .Smjpla:ok
Teo the casual observer, the Queen Anne style house at 419 Taylor

strongly resembles the nearby residence of 329 Western Ave.--excepting a
Few internal and external details, identical twins. This, quité likely,
proved no accident since the same men, or firm, built both: Samuel J.

Johanson and John A. Nelson. Perhaps beginning during Topeka'’s building
boom of 1888-89, and for some time afterwards, the two were partners in
the construction company of Nelson & Johanson. Among the landmarks, no

longer extant, erected by the contractors were the Throop and Chesterfiel

hotels.

- .

-The Johanson house on Western (described in the october 28, 1992,
Metro News") was built first, in the winter and spring of 1888. Nelson,
on the other hand,.waited a year and obtained his building permit (#6513}
on January 23, 1889--the very heart of the city's economic boom. Located
on lot 127, city records stated it was to measure 31' by 50' with an

expected cost of $2,300 and a completion date of June lst. Like the
SientT
Johnason place, within sﬁfm a block away, 1t features brick wall cladding

(siding), stone lintels and sills, and the same decorative hrick or terra

ornamentation.
1
: Like his friend and co-vorker up the street, John Nelson was born

£
s

in Sweden, in 1850. He came toO Topeka at age 1%--about the same time as

Johanson--and married here in 1873 a fellow Swede, Katie Milleg'who had

also recently arrived in the Kansas capital. They had, gurviving infancy
five daughters and three sons. A month following their golden anniversal
Seprember;
inA1923, Mrs. Nelson died. Mr. Nelson, however, 1ived for another nine
years until he passed away on September 15, 1932, at the age of B2.

Topeka city directories from the 1880s listed the Nelsons as

- . their

residing immediately south of hkn future home, lot 133 or subseguently i

423 Taylor. Today {1993) a plain, two-story T-shaped brick dwelling, 42



Taylor undoubtedly dates back to the 1880s, if not earlier in the '70s.
Directly north of the 1889 Nelson house, or 417 Taylor, lies a small
one-story brick building rather like the small brick home found next to
the Johanson residence on Western. This has led to the conjecture that
possibly the Nelsonug servants might have lived there. However, the 1924
"Halls Directory? noted that stonemason Emil Ekman had resided at 417
4 ne novs
since 1884 (incidentally, a good date for %t). This information, in tign_
has fueled speculation that Ekman may well have assisted or been employed
by John Nelson for the construction of nhis home next door at 419.
The 1907 directory, which recorded the elder Nelson as "brick and
stone éontractor,ﬁ alsc listed as boarders at 4i9 Taylér son Charles, a
bricklayer, and daughters Katherine (or Kathryn), T.H.S. student, Mary, a
at vnat s0dress
teacher, and Selma, a stenographer. They last appeareiﬂin the 1916
directory; by 1921 the Nelsons had moved to 913 Clay to be near one of
their children.
| Thus, the 1924 "Halls Directory"lreported the Miles family'as
. stnce 19272 :
living - in the old brick plac%; George, a Santa Fe clerk; wife Gertrude;
son Robert, evidently born in December, 1922; mother Laura, a widow and
housekeeper; and non-family member A.M. Walters, a hoarder., Five years
later occupants of 419 included Jessie and Lulu Bigley, he a clerk with
Security Benefit, and Richard and Marvella Shields. Mr. Shields either
worked for or was partner in the C.J. Shields & Son {(he was the son)

grocery at 501 West (Washburn; subsequently the Walters Grocery until the

1980s).

- T st
.u.ul_.l-(-' T ’ -

From 1939 to 1974, the John B. Cherry family lived there, the 194:
directory recording seven people at the address. Technically, Mrs.
Blanche Boettcher, a widow, owned the house; presumably’she wags Mrs.

Cherry's mother. John Cherry worked as mechanic, later shop foreman, at



the Chevrolet dealership on East 10th, themScott—Puffer-Whale Co., better
known to older Topekans as Scott Chevrolet. Wife Marjorie was a

Stenographer with Columbian Title & Trust. When they moved to Holton in
the mi@ 1970s, the Cherrys had lived at 419 Taylor longer than any other

family. .- = et e A -

[Here for the story up~-to-date ] ' -“4;7“






Topeka DAILY CAPITAL, September 19, 1923.

.

-D;, 2,-"

F —

THE TOPEKA

mm IS m TEST mn‘

W oy BHBINANEE |

t|on C:tys Raght to Sell

quu_or Cars. g

James: E. - 'r;immm Invues
[7\Wyers to Start Actlon in -
. Distriet Court,

ity 0£ the new city, “ordinanca

the |mIELL' dl‘purtmvnt to detlarc ¥R

virs nulsances apd to Hell lhem
w put to a test,
suggestion enme up in thu henr-‘
y sell g car ‘recenlly coofiscated
f, Dnwelly and Mrs, Mﬂ 1l Dwelly.
(o [t ense to come under the
walhintiee,. 'The.car nlrendy hos
utwrtl-ed for mnle, - Hngh O N

s, reprosenting o company which
n morigige on the cur, and Ed |
s, representing Dwelly, attacked |7
ity of the ordinance In their|
wnta In police court, Judge, James |-

jomats raled dhat a polive judge
sup have the power to test the
1¥ of a elty. ordinance, . He de-
npningt them. . He fnrited the at-
=.10 start actlon In the dlatrlct
to teat the ordlnmnce. -

test care wil come up In tlm
nf an injfunction, according to an
netit betweéen Judge Thomas and
‘torners, Judge Thomas will.or«

e ear to be soll rnd the mortgage

my . will bring an-injupction to
. thc poliee Irom mrrylng out Lhc
ore.. tlw m-w ardinnnco ‘wiis
ed. thn ntate courts were the fmly |
1 that had ‘the power to’ conﬂs-

ind. sell Hiquor cars, ~, | 'I e

V-G COOPER. TAKES'.
¥, COURSE BY ‘READING-
ETITION .- AGAINST *HIM

m G. Cooper, wha was made de-
nt In’ 8" $15,000 slander euit In
(Ilstrlnt court’. Monday . by his
w wltc. ‘Mrs. Cora.T. me!nrd,
mlP ot hig perlodlcal visits to the
‘hotrsn veslerdnv. He went there
ind what™ Mrs: Crawford had
ted ‘him with,” At the clerk of the
ot -, courl’s- . office, * het  read
wlitlon In the sult,: He read. It
witimnking any comments, Then

nnmmwd he was golng to act as |-

Iy nttm-ney. He aald his experl.
mﬁ‘lhe,\courts enres In tho past
reapStought to quality him to act
in: mvn kttorney,

TRUCK FARM MEETiNGS

T I)e;mrtment of Agrlcultut‘o Fx-
ert. “‘lll Glve Demonatrntlnns._ N

N

1ty nenttle of the United States|’

rinient ot ugriculture, ona of the
informed trnek  experts In the
try, will hold two aweet potate

truck crop meeting®iin’ Shawnee |

dy .next Monday The first meeting
T at the home of C. W, Sinlth, of

‘Gweden, ~Mr..Nelson' has been a gen-

in 18?3

Marrlage

ans Ever Smi:

B

-\Ir.r 5 ey » Clnr
streel.‘celcbrntedftheir golden wedding
ﬂmlh't'l'ﬂﬂl'y"ﬂt “thelrihome  here yes-
terday nfie d0ns- They ‘were. murrled
n Copeka. - Beptember:, 18, : 1878,] -and
lmve llvea here ;slnee’ that time. Mr,
and ' Mrs, Nelsénsiweré, ploneer |To-
peking Mrs, “Neldon ¢ame to Topeka
in- 1869 aﬂd My, Neison came here the
followlng: yeat,:; Both .. were bord In

eral- contmctor hcre 36 yenn.

SHORT ON NEWSPAPERS

Mw York Docs Without Dntit ll Is-
L suo a Combined Edition, §i

" New York, bopi 18.—(By- The- Asgo-|
cinted Press)a-—\ew York went 'mth-

eut its ]endlng‘hmwpnpem for the
hetter part of 24 Lours todny “l:on
a strike of 2.500. web prewmvn 'pre-
vented . publication of 'a majority of
the ofty’s morning #nd evenlng dnilies,
From midnight last night. -t jthls
evening, thé oty 3 milons, most prit
BEWsuper. readerstot the world: frac.
tleally, were cub off -from news of
thelr own und tho' reat of ‘the wobld's
dolngs. . .New York awoke to flnd lis
brenkfast -and itg ride to daily tiores.
mede dreaty by the absence’ ot nqurn-
jug wewapapers, .

P
1

of a epecial edi!lon to the clty by
alrplnne.. i ey

“The new*:pn;wr fnmlne was relieved
{ln the 1ate ufterncon, when.a cempesite
.| newapaper,-. Tepresenting Jolutly ., the
cleven afternoon NeWspapers n{rocted
s {nppeared on the streeld,

Avrons.the top of the mmhlum paper
wore the wordg *The (‘ombluw.l New
York Evening Newspapers,” *

"} “HOOKS ON" AN ATRSHIP

Plans 'I)émnnﬁtr'ate«' ‘Pnsslhllillrﬂ In
v - "Time of War. :
Newport Nows, Vi, Sep. 1%—An

airptane, pinted by leut 1. K, Ston-

ﬂll!o, at ® a. m, The other meeting
AP 00N Oachran

v bha WA

One . Boston newspaper - sent caples |

'l‘hc thldren of Mr. nnd Mrn. ‘\el—
are: Mra, Agda Ulark, 'I‘opekn Mea,

F. Boettcher, Topeka; Ars. -

snn, Topeka ; Mre, Lewis Bell, Beverly,
Neb,: - Mrs, Kathryn Lelghton,. l.os

They have eleven grandehildren; all
of whom were gt the celebration. - . .

el I
to its momlnglh. A gust of wind broke

the stlck but the test was regurdnd hy

dirmen as successful. o .

It i3 impossivle for a
-BeTVe f secret go that i

vmmun.'to pre-
will keep. -~

" witostart mt 12

son’who were here for the celebratton |
Albert G, Nelson, Topeks; Mrs, Will |

n, .wW.|-
Green, Lincoln, Neb,; Charles E. Nel- |.

Angeles, Callf,; John Nelson, Topekal . . ;v

wwm

3 orC!uldren sBaths .

Gm.lcum!Sonp in ldml for Chlldrm .
becniise it is 80 pure and cleansing, |
and so uooihing when tha skin ja| |
bot, irritated or rashy, Cuticura Tal-f
cum also i excellent for children.

"g,';[ e R I o
-, e, (TN :
whqﬂ onp e, if) iritrmant IS snd S, lem .

WCudcmSm shaves wh.buutmug,.

PAST. MASTERS. TO SERV

fns

Wlll leo I"‘h*ﬁt I)egmn for Onr
- “Lodpe Baturday Night,

P.lghteen past masters of Qr

lodge No. 51, 4 ', and A M., will ;
“1the flrap dnmﬂ Initlation and nl
‘1the lectures af the .post masters’ n

| meeling of Orlent lodge No, 51, A
oJand A. M., which ‘will follow a s
v {at. 6:30 o'clock Snturday evening

the Masonle temple. Munie: during
supper will be furnished by °
COrients” Work in the sencond de
130 o'clock Saturdn
ternoon-nnd work In.the first de
initiatlon nt & o’clock:

, The purt maslers whe will give

{degree yre: Albert K Wilson, Fran

-
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. Camp Ne, 538, Modern 'Woodimen of

: Mr, Nelson ceme to Topeka

. Tapeka,

" 'Topekn' cemetery.

fal

Jl?.lhl.!: A. Nelson, Veteran Con-
tractor, Dies at Home Here,

.Erected Number of City’s Beet

Known Buildings, * * -

John A. Nelson, 82, veteran To-
pekn contractor, .dled Thursday at
his home, 813 Clay street,

Born fi"Sweden on April 15, 1850,
in 1869,
married Katle Mller in 1873, and
has lved here ever since, His wife
dled October 22, 1923, a month after
thelr golden
Mr, Nelson also had the honor of
tieing &cclalmed naxt to the oldest
;’gii_,dent of Topeka in COclober of

Mr, Nelson was one of the oldest
rubscribers to The Btate Journel,
having teken the paper since it
starled, E

,Mr, Nelson was a widely-known
contractor and among ths huild-
ings- erected by him were the
Threop and the Chesterfield hotels;
end the Qavitt and Beott block, torn
down to make room for the new
rostoffice. He also was the con-
tractor for the old building that at
one iime housed The Stats Journal,

He was a charter member of

Ameriea,

He Jeaves flve -daughters, Mrs, !

Agda Clark, Mrs. Katheryn Leigh-

ton, and Mrs, Emme Boeticher, all
of Topeka; Mrs, R. W, Creene, Lin-
coln, Kan, and Mrs, L. W, :Beg,
Beverly, Xan., two sops, Albert G,
Nelson and John O. Nelson, both-of

Funeral services will be at 2
o'clock Monday at the Wall-Diffen-
derfer mortuary, Burlal will be in

wedding celebration. |

Topeka. STATE JOURNAL.
G .Septémbher .16...1932.. ‘

B g o

.|| . Topeka DAILY CAPITAL.
September 16, 1932:

VLN S
AT LY STRGET HOME

{Was for. Years Prominent|.

", Topeka Contractor. -

{Bullt Both Throop, nnd, Chenter-

T neld Molel—Wife Dled Sev-
ernl Years Ago,

: iohn A. Nelron, age 82, dled

’Thuraday at his home, 013 Ciny

atreet. . .

2 f iii\.
£ 4

i :.Sﬁ’elffﬁigg :

I, A, NFLEON

‘Mr, Nelaon was horn In Sweden,
‘April 15, 1850, and came te To-
Ipelea In 1869,

He minrried , Katy Miller, Sep-
tember 18, 1873 and hus lived here
since, Mra Nelson dled QOcloher
22, 1923, one month after - thele
golden wedding celebrallng,

Mr, Nelson wuas one of Lhe old-
eat contractors In Topeka, having
contracted here for over 50 years.
Some  of the earler hulldings
etected hy him were the Cavitt
and Scotl block, which wns torn
tlown .to male voom for the new
postoffice, the Threop holel nnd
thé Chesterfleld holel,

} Ho wns A charter member of
Camp No, 538, Modern Woodmen
00 Amerlea,
" ,He I8 survived by five daugh-
ters, Mra. Agda Clark, Mrs, Kath-
ryn  Leighton and Mrs. Emma
Boetlehery all of Topeka; Mra, R,
W. Greene, Lincoln, Kan,, and Mrs.
Ju W, Bell, Beverly, Kan.; two
=ons, "Albert G. Nelson and John
C, Nelson, both of Topoeka,
Funeral services 2:00 'p, wm.,
Monday,. at  Wnll-Diffenderfer
Mortuary, Burlal in Topeka cem#
ctery. .

s e B ——. b,
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Concerning the lots on Western Avenue (529 and 331) pur-
chased by SJJ in the early 1870'g: 7

"The lots were thought to be oubt in the country and thg y

were on the prairie with no other buildings near.™"

- He ﬁhad a well dug on the line between the two sites so Qne:

well could furnish water for both houses,"

"He likely dug the basement for 331 in the Spring or summer

of 1873 and they moved into it. There was no house, Jjust
a roof over the basement. In the corner of the area they
used as a kitchen, he dug a pit or false well some four

~to six feet deep which Grandma used %o keep milk, butter

or other food. She placed the food in buckets, with ropes

- tled to the handles so she could lower or raise them with- -

out the use of a ladder.... A few years later he had
built three rooms over the basement (he added a kitchen .

later) and in the half story above were two rooms...

There was an outside stairway and the family moved from
the basement to those two rooms. 4 daughter was born
there December 26, 1876 [the third child - one had died
in infancy]. He rented the three rooms on the ground
floor for extra income.... In her first Years of married
life Grandma carried wood up those stairs both for heat
and cooking, and of course had to carry ashes down. She.
washed their clothes on a washboard and then had to carry’
the heavy wet clothes down and hang them on the line.

She carried all the water for drinking, for cooking, for
baths and laundry and had to carry the dirty water down. -
They lived up there until just before the fourth child

- was born, November 7, 1878.... Grandpa decided to have

his tenants move out and they were Jjust settled down
when this son was born." . -

From telephone conversations:

The house at 329 Western looks like a brick house, but

it is frame with a brick veneer. SJJ built it this way

in order to have a dead-air space to insure good insula-
tion to conserve heat in winter and provide a cool house
in summer. Built in 1888, buficé,‘nfr-;v&vifm?{*ﬁ%‘a ed in 129¢)

Concerning the tile walks at 329 .(front- entrance and side
walk to back of house.) These tiles were salvaged from
the Iinterior of the first Rock Island depot when it was
demolished to build the new one - completed in 1887.
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He also built homes for his children, as follows:

714 West 11w Street C o

1034 Taylor { ) )
216 Lo A h—smadl house on the lot between those two (;2 Story hewse ,
ol 7?/ek‘ 2nd and Tyler , ' . :

LE RN T

The following information was collected from teléphone conversa-

tlons with members of the family, or are excerpts from family
letters: '

Letter from Leonard Johanson, Virgil, Illinois (grandson of SJJ
and family genealogist) to MJIW: March 25, 1980: - :

"I looked up the ¢lipping about Mr. and Mrs. John A. Nelson
and see that they celebrated their S50% wedding anniversary
September 18, 1923 and it States that he had been in the .
contracting business for 46 years which would make it 1877."

"Whenﬂgrandpé bought on the west side of Western Avenue he
was out-of-town as Western was the western boundary and
1t was pretty much open country."

. Sidue
Letter from Vendla J. Anderson (SJJ's daughter) to nephewAinjl950:
"Your grandfather... said he studied architecture in Stock-
holm. He drew plans for several houses. He enjoyed lirfe ‘
and gave us pleasure with a surrey with the fringe on top
in summer and a one-horse sleigh for winter pleasure."

Letter from Vendla J. Anderson (8JJ's daughter) to her brother
Joseph Apriil 29, 1950, Enclosed was a clipping from Lopeka
State Journal showing picture of Throop Hotel burning.

"The enclosed clipping ,is about Throop Hotel. This is the
third of Papa's landmarks to go down: +the Office Block
to make room for the new Post Office, the lovely home
built in 1883 rfor Griswold, and now the Throop Hotel, .

, = . 8lways liked the rounded windows. and fancy trim around
: them,......Well there are at least three large buildings
standing which Papa built - - the Office Block on Fifth
and Jackson now owned by Paul Sweet, the Chapel and Rice
Hall at Washburn, and also the former home of Vice-presi-
dent Curtis' sister on Eleventn and Harrison,"

Letter from Ruth F. Johanson, widow of Francis L. Johanson (son
of 8JJ) who lived in Topeka from 1911 to about 1970 to MJIW 2/6/80

"He (8JJ) was an expert brick and stone mason,"



1872

- 1873
1874
1874
1874

1874
1881

1883 -

1885
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1881
1885
S22

1887
1888
1888
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188%
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~ 1888 First Methodist Church 6 and Harrison (0ld
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Rice Hall Washburn College

Designer J.G.Haskell
General Contractor William Lascher Lawrence, .
Kansas

Began construction of 331 Western Ave (his early
home )

Wolfe Hall Bethany School for Girls
Designer J.G.Haskell

McVicar Chapel — Washburn College (alternate date
, | 1890)
Designer T.H.Lescher
Boswell Hall Washburn College
Stone stéble ahd Laundry - Bethany School
Holmes Hall Beﬁhany School

Burr Hall Bethany School

church)
The 0ffice Block ( Gavift Jeaily

~.1887 Sumner School 4% and Western (old school)

The Duplex 1124 - 1126 Tyler |
Metropolitan Hall*.é%axwi(§§éaﬁl Howse,

Throop Hotel 4% and Kansas

Grawford Building 5% and Jackson (sW Gorﬁe;)
His own home at 329 Western Avenue

Home of his partner John A. Nelson in the 400 block

of Taylor - a:mevergescopy of the Home at
329 Western B rae :

He was also engaged in th construction of several homes on Topeka

" Avenue, among them:
The Griswold Home

Also the home of Vice-president Curtis' sister at 11% and Harrison

* This building is mentioned in several news items - we have been

unable to locate it



[

Biographical Notes Concerning -
My Grandfather ' ‘

. SVEN JOHAN,JOHANSON

(hereafter referred to as SJJ)

5Jd was born in Sweden February 26, 1840 and died in Topeka,
Kansas February 3, 1925. He was educated in the schools of Swe-
den and then took specilal training ds a stonemason and draftsman.
He aslo studied some architecture. He left Sweden and came to
the USA in 1868. He spent a little time in New York and Chicago,
then settled for a short time in Salina, Kansas before moving to
Topeka, about 1870-71. While in Salina he was engaged in the
construction of the first courthouse of that city. He was married
March 2 (or 22) 1872 to Josephine Judith Elg who immigrated from
Sweden in 1869. They did not know each other until they met in
Kansas. Other members of the Elg family also immigrated to Topeka .
about the same time, some changing their name to Eastberg.

5JJd formed a business partnership with John A, Nelson some time
in=the 1870's. The firm was known as Nelson and Johnson. SJJ
used the name of Johnson (instead of Johanson — for ease of pro-
nunciation) in. his business endeavors. He was often called Sam
by his associagtes.: '

He was the father of seven children, two of whom died in infancy!

- 1=l =
Selma ‘ ' : Frederic
Joseph E. -
Theresa
Vendla

Francis L.

-He was engaged in the construction of many Topeka buildings and
homes - as stonemason, contractor and designer. The following
page shows the names and other information of the buildings he
participated in,



’ .

Josephina Judith Elg and Sven Johan Johanson

: Essay
By Josephine Johanson
March 22, 1935

Now Josephina Judith Elg who married Sven Johan
Johanson, came to America when she was about twenty years
old. I don't know much about her life before she came to
America. However, she was born December the 10th in 1850.
One time she and her oldest brother decided to run away from -
home. Instead of taking a bicycle or any vehicle we might
take if we were planning to run away, they went to a lake
and got into a boat. It was beginning to get dark and a
gale of wind had come up. - The brother did not know how to
handle a boat very well in a gale but they finally managed
to get back home. And I guess that taught them a lesson
that they didn't soon forget.

About Sven Johan Johanson, I know even less of his
early life. He was born on February 26th in 1840. He came
from a family of four children. He was about thirty years
old when he came to America. We used to ask him why he came
to America. He would always answer in his solemn way.

"Well, you know," he would say, "there was a famine in
Sweden that year and I always liked to eat so I came to
America." When he came to America, he called himself Samuel
instead of Sven and always wrote S.J. Johanson or Sam J.
Johanson in signing his name.

Although Josephina, as that is the name she went by,
and Sam came to America at about the same time, it was Sam
who came first. .And one reason I am so sure of this is
because of the story he told about it. He always said, "I
came to America and thought I would get rid of her. But she

followed me to Chicago. Then I went to Salina and she went

to Salina. Finally I came to Topeka. When she followed me
here, I just gave up and married her." Of course, this
story is not true in that he never knew Josephina until he
came to Kansas. It is true, however, that he went to those
places and she went to them, too. :

"When they first came to America, they neither one knew
a word of English. Sam was a stone mason by trade, but when
he came to Chlcago he got a job on a farm. He never liked
farming and wasn't a very good farm hand. The man he was
working for told him to get the team turned round. Sam was

- having quite some dlﬁflculty and the farmer got quite

disgusted. He said to Sam,"You couldn't turn a team around



in a 200 acre field." Sam says, "He didn't think I knew
what he said but I did.”

While Sam was wérking on this farm, Josephina was
cooking and keeping house for a family in Chicago. I guess
I never will be able to understand how Josephina and the
family she worked for understood one another. The family
she worked for knew no Swedish just as she knew no English.
She was a good cook, I guess, for she had had some
experience at home. She came from a large family of 10 or
12 children. She was the oldest girl and when her youngest
sister, Christine, was born, the mother died. I have always
wondered why Josephina came to America. -She never said how
it happened but she came over with some neighbors whose name
was Gustafson. She had some relatives in Salina and that is
the reason she went there.

Josephina and Sam were married March 2nd in 1872. They
lived on' Quincy Street in one room until Sam finished their
little home at 331 Western Ave. This house is a little
brick house and is still there. Their first child Emil was
born in 1872. However he died in infancy. They had six
other children. Fredrick, their sixth child, also died
while he was still quite young. By the time the seventh
child, Francis was born, the family was beginning to outgrow
the little brick house. Sam completed their new home at 329
Western Avenue. And they moved into it in 3888 while -
Francis was still a baby. And they lived in this house_the

rest of their lives. k.. "0{‘_&,\? Pg—rm;-{- fssa e A IEGE

Sam was a very good stone mason. His partner in
buginess was Nelson. The Throop Hotel, McVicar Chapel at

. Washburn which is used as Washburn High School, some of the

buildings on the Bethany grounds which were torn down when
Topeka High School was built are among the public buildings
he built. He also built several residences in Topeka. :

Josephina was a good cook and a good housekeeper.
Children never liked her very well because she was always
chasing them off her lawn. Sam was always saying some
little comical remark and he never smiled when he was
cracking a joke. Josephina never knew that Sam was cracking
a joke. : '

I shall always think of Josephina as being in. the
kitchen getting a meal. When we went to see the Johansons
we always had dinner .or supper with them and Josephina would
be in the kitchen preparing the meal. Even when we went
back to the house after her funeral and were sitting in the
sitting room talking, it seemed to me that Josephina was in
the kitchen getting our evening lunch ready. :




There is one little characteristic that I almost forgot
to tell about her. One morning my mother was eating
breakfast at the Johansons. They had waffles for breakfast
and Mother had eaten enough but Josephina kept asking if she
didn't want some more. Mother finally said yes, that she
would take another one. Josephina said that she would make
-some more batter and fix one. She was always insisting that
someone have some more even though she had no more prepared.
When you knew this characteristic, you never said you wanted
more unless you knew that she had some.

" Sam had one grandson who was named for -him. He was
very pleased when this grandson was gilven his initials
because it was the youngest grandchild he ever knew that he
had. The grandson's name was Sidney Jaquith. Sidney was
only about three years old when Sam died. When Sidney was
taken to see his grandfather, Sam would say, "Hello, little
Sam" and Sidney said, "Hello, big Sam."

Sam Died February 3, 1925 before his 85th birthday
February 26th. Josephina who was ten years younger than
Sam, died about two years later.




GRASD OPERA HOUSE YTORMDNT BUILDING

615 Jackson ) 111 West Sixth ‘
C. F. Kendall, prop. . )

Views From ' T
SOUVENIR OF TOPEKA : i
1884
(Ward Bros., Calumbus, Chio)
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SHAWNEE ROLLER MILLS ‘ MAIN BUILDING, WASHRURN COULLEGE

227-237 Kansas Ave. . Rice Hall
Shellabarger & Griswold, props. Completed 1872
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OF THE SISTERS OF BETHANY.

Bethany College was a thriving Episcopal institution in 1888 with its grounds extending

from Eighth to Tenth and from Polk to Weslern., Wolfe and Holmes halls no longer stand,

nor does the old bishop’s house (lower left insel). The stable (upper left) is now thé bishop's
residence and the laundry (lower righi) contains the offices of the Dioccese of Kansas.
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. COPELAND HOTEL.

I

HOTEL THROOP.

GRAND OFERA HOUSE, - STORMONT BUILDING, . " 0DD FELLOWS HALL.
. : HLADQUARTERS D0ATRD Uf [RADE : - .

The Copeland, at 900 Kansas avenue,; and the Throap, on the northwest corner of Fourih

and Kansas, represented the finest in Western hosielries. Boih suflered the same eventual

lste  destruction by fire—but the Copeland burned in 1909 while the Throop stood in faded

glory until 1950, Both the Grand Opera House and the Stormont Building were in the 1886

Souvenir bu! in 1888 the artisl eliminated much of Sixth street's slope and ook the tree
away from the front of the Grand The 1LOOT building was at 521523 Quincy.




¥y

{h v ",
e
PR

“..\il fr

A .qna:_.ﬂmm.,ﬂmww..m-ﬂl..wpw. N
RES. OF JOHN D. KNOX.

iz

RES. OF E. BENNETT. -

iy 3

A

e
NES
-

i RaLg

AT L1y

RES. OF W. W. MANSPCAKE .

A lew of the city's more opulent homes were pictured, inciuding those of Erasmus
Bennelt, 801 Buchanan; John D. Knox, “on Grove, narth of Potwin Place;” W. W. Man-
speaker, 1001 Harrison: and J. P, Griswold, 40} Topeka avenye,







CITY OF TOPEKA

PLANNING DEPARTMENT Bill Fiander, Director

620 SE Madison Street, Unit 11 Email: bfiander@topeka.org
Topeka, Kansas 66607-1118 Fax: 785-368-2535

Tel.: (785) 368-3728 www.topeka.org

MEMORANDUM

To: Topeka Planning Commission

From: Michael Hall, AICP, Current Planning Manager
Date: April 10, 2015

Re: Petition to Rezone SE Gemstone Lane

In March homeowners living on the east side of SE Gemstone Lane in the Stone Creek Subdivision
learned of plans for the construction of duplexes on the west side of SE Gemstone Lane. Concerned
about their potential negative impact, the homeowners inquired about zoning and learned SE
Gemstone north of SE 45" Street is zoned M-1 Two Family Dwelling District which allows
duplexes.

On March 30" the Planning Director received the attached petition from Jeff Wineinger,
representing the homeowners, requesting “to have the Planning Commission rezone both the east
and west sides of Gemstone Lane between SE 45" Street to the north end of the street where it stops
just north of 44™ Street.” The petition also asks that the issue be placed on the April 20 Planning
Commission agenda.

Pursuant to the Zoning Ordinance (TMC 18.245.020) a rezone application may be considered either
1) in response to an application submitted by a property owner with the consent of all owners of the
property subject to the rezone, or 2) upon initiation of an application by the Planning Commission
or Governing Body. Staff has discussed the issue with the four owners of the vacant property on
the west side of Gemstone Lane, and at this time they do not intend to consent to rezoning. They
intend to build what they describe as high-end duplexes. In order for the rezoning request to move
forward, the Planning Commission would have to agree to initiate a formal application.

History of Actions regarding SE Gemstone Lane

The M-1 zoning of the area fronting on both sides of SE Gemstone Lane (the subject property) was
approved in 2006 upon an application by Stone Crest Development LLC (Ordinance No. 18678;
case file Z06/14). The Stone Crest Subdivision was recorded in 2005.



M-1 and R-1 Zoning Classifications
The regulations of M-1 are nearly the same as the regulations of R-1. The key differences are:

e Detached single family, attached single family, and duplex residential uses are allowed by
right in the M-1 zone. Of these uses, only detached single family residential is allowed in
the R-1 zone.

e The required minimum front and rear yard setbacks in the M-1 zone are each 25 feet. The
minimum front and rear setbacks in the R-1 zone are each 30 feet.

Character of the Neighborhood

The lots on the west side of SE Gemstone Lane are vacant with numerous native trees and
underbrush. The lots on the east side of SE Gemstone Lane consist entirely of detached single
family homes. The values of the 12 homes on the east side of SE Gemstone Lane range from
$180,670 to $244,000 with a mean value of $205,180.

The land in Stone Crest Subdivision east of the subject property is zoned R-1. Most of the lots in
Stone Crest Subdivision east of the subject property contain detached single family homes with
some lots being vacant.

Ten acres of land immediately between the subject property and SE California Avenue is zoned C-3
and is vacant.

Examples of Similar Development

Examples of duplexes facing single family homes on the same block in newer subdivisions are rare.
However, an area along SE Michigan Avenue at SE 43 in the Southboro Subdivision about one
half mile west of the subject property is one example where detached single family homes have in
recent years been built directly across the street from and facing duplexes. A map and photos are
attached.

There are many examples in the area and throughout the city where duplexes have been eventually
split and converted to “attached” single family homes.

Options

Staff recommends allowing comment at the April 20 meeting from the affected parties to decide one
of the following options:

e Do not initiate a rezone application.

e [Initiate a rezone application. If the Commission decides to initiate an application, staff will
process the application following the same steps required for an application by a property
owner.



e Defer any decision to initiate/not initiate a rezone application to a future meeting to allow
staff time to present the Commission with additional information and analysis as considered
necessary. Staff recommends holding a neighborhood information meeting prior to a
decision of whether to initiate an application.

Attachments

- Vicinity and Zoning Map

- Petition from Homeowners

- Map and Photos of SE Gemstone Lane and Abutting Lots

- Map and Photos of Detached Single Family and Duplex Development, Southboro
Subdivision
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Jeff Wineinger

4418 SE Gemstone Ln
Topeka, KS 66609
March 29, 2015

Bill Fiander, AICP

Planning Director

City of Topeka Planning Department
620 SE Madison, 3™ Floor

Topeka, KS 66607

Dear Mr. Fiander:

The residents of the Stone Crest Subdivision located just east of SE 45™ Street and
California would like to formally request that the Planning Commission hear our
concerns about the impending development and construction of duplexes for the use of
rental investment properly which are being built across from our single family homes.

Our request is to have the Planning Commission rezone both the east and west sides of
Gemstone Lane between SE 45™ Street to the north end of the street where it stops just
north of 44 Street. Our complaint is that there already exists twelve single family
homes on the east side of Gemstone Lane, and we do not see many, if any, situations in
Topeka where duplexes ate built directly across from single family homes.

As a neighborhood, we would ask that this complaint be placed on the agenda at your
next meeting, which we understand to be on Monday, April 20™ at 6:00 pm.

We are providing the following information and signatures from the majority of the home
owners on Gemstone Lane. There are several owners that are not in town to sign off at
this time, but I have been in contact with them, and they are in full support of this action,
We also have other home owners in our subdivision that are concerned with the duplexes
being built who are in support of this complaint, as well.

Thank you for your attention to the matter, Please feel free to contact me by phone if you
have any further questions and to let me know if we are able to get on the April 20"
agenda. I will in turn pass that information on to the rest of my neighbors who would
like to attend the planning meeting. My cell phone number is 785-213-5650.

Sincerely,
/ / o
//// s~

eff Wineinger _

Concerned Home Owner, Stone Crest Subdivision




Stone Crest Subdivision Request for Rezoning
Home Owners Signatures
March 29, 2015
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Stone Crest Subdivision Request for Rezoning
Home Owners Signatures
March 29, 2015
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Stone Crest Subdivision Request for Rezoning
Home Owners Signatures
March 29, 2015
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. hg , Joff Wineinger <jeffbw1992@gmail.com>

A vote against multi-family homes on Gemstone Ln

1 message

GREGSMI@aol.com <GREGSMI@aol.com> Sun, Mar 29, 2015 at 8:55 PM
To: jeffow1992@gmall.com

Jeff, please add Donna and my signatures to our neighborhood petition. We fee! that duplex housing on
Gemstons, across the street from our single family homes, will be detimental to home values and is not keeping
with the family oriented neighborhood.

We are cumently traveling so please proxy us on the petition to the planning commision.

Gregory Smith

Donna Smith

4404 SE Gemstone Lane
Topeka, KS.




g % ' Jeff Wineinger <jeffbw1992@gmail.com>

Endorsement of Gemstone Single-Family Rezoning

1 message

gage125 <gage125@hotmail.coms> Sun, Mar 28, 2015 at 8:28 PM
To: Benjamin Smith <benjaminsmith035@gmail.com>, jeffow1992@gmail.com

Sent from my Galaxy S®ill

—- Otiginal message ——

From; Benjamin Smith

Date:03/29/2015 8:20 PM (GMT-06:00)

To: jefibw1602@omeit.corm, Benjamin Smith

Subject: Endorsement of Gemstone Single-Family Rezoning

SirfMa'am,

f-am in complete support of both the east and west side of Gemstone Lane being rezoned for single-family
homes. In fact, | was told by the builder at the time of purchase, that it was only zoned for single family homes
and that no multi-family homes would ever be bulit in the neighborhood. Being active duty military, the action to
build muiti-family homes right across the street would cause unnecessary financial stress to myself and the rest
of the Gemstone residents. Please fee! free to contact me for further information.

Most Respectfully,
Ben

BENJAMIN H. SMITH, Maj. USAF

4414 Gemstone Lane,
Topeka, KS 66609
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Southboro (SE Michigan-SE 43rd)




Stone Crest Subdivision (SE Gemstone and SE 45"

Photo 1: Gemstone Lane, looking north

Photo 2: Gemstone Lane at 44" Street, looking east




Photo 3: Typical residence located on Gemstone Lane

Photo 4: Typical residence on SE Stone Creek — east of Gemstone



Southboro Subdivision (SE Michigan- Indiana) - Front yard facing single family residences lying on the
west side of Michigan with duplexes fronting along the east side of Michigan

Photo 1: Photo taken at SE 43™ and Michigan, looking south . Duplexes on left side of photo; single
family residences on right side of photo

Photo 2: Standard single family residence on west side of Michigan



Photos 3 and 4: Standard duplexes along east side of Michigan



CITY OF TOPEKA

PLANNING DEPARTMENT Bill Fiander, Director

620 SE Madison Street, Unit 11 Email: bfiander@topeka.org
Topeka, Kansas 66607-1118 Fax: 785-368-2535

Tel.: (785) 368-3728 www.topeka.org

MEMORANDUM

To: Topeka Planning Commission

From: Bill Fiander, AICP, Planning Director

Re: Visual Code Audit/Update

Date: 4/20/2015

“Focus on making Topeka a place people want to live first”. “Add value where we are”.

These are two of the pillars for a prosperous community stated in the Land Use and Growth
Management Plan 2040. In order to attract a population for quality of life reasons and make the
most of where we have invested, it is vital to place greater attention on the visual quality of our built
environment. Aesthetics do matter. It speaks to what kind of community we want to live in and
leads to economic investment decisions. In order to make Topeka a place people want to live first
and add value where we already are, “investments” enhancing our visual appeal should be
considered.

Planning staff has identified several “visual” elements of the zoning code that could be audited for
further improvement. Assuming current staffing and needs, we recommend the following
audit/update sequence:

¢ Downtown Zoning - 2015
0 Recommend Landmarks Commission adopt more specific Design Guidelines for National
Historic Districts; pursue City/State grants in April/May; May 9 broad Sec of Interior
guidelines may take effect
0 Recommend Planning Commission convert C-5 zoning to D-1 zoning with updated design
guidelines for non-Historic District area; parallel HD guideline process by end of year
e Landscape/Site Planning — 2015/16
0 Upon conclusion of Pedestrian Plan in November, 2015, begin updates
e Building Design - 2016
0 Upon adoption of Downtown design guidelines, create reasonable building design standards
for new commercial and multi-family development
e Signs—2016/17
0 Begin comprehensive sign code update w/ staff or consultant

This process will target remaining shortcomings in the zoning code, measure the community’s
visual preferences, and incrementally establish a stronger aesthetic for Topeka moving forward.



Downtown C-5 and D-1
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The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation

The Standards (Department of Interior regulations, 36 CFR 67) pertain to historic buildings of all
materials, construction types, sizes, and occupancy and encompass the exterior and the interior, related
landscape features and the building's site and environment as well as attached, adjacent, or related new
construction. The Standards are to be applied to specific rehabilitation projects in a reasonable manner,
taking into consideration economic and technical feasibility.

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal
change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that
create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



EXHIBIT A
DOWNTOWN TOPEKA URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES

Urban design is concerned with the appearance of Downtown Topeka, and the physical
implications of design and planning decisions for the public realm of the City. Urban
design is an effective means to coordinate
how various public and private development
proposals, including transportation and
public infrastructure will affect the City T T 1T T1 ' N
physically. The focus of concern is on the o
public realm of Downtown: the public faces )
of buildings, public spaces, streets,
sidewalks, parks and plazas that provide the
outdoor public venues for many activities.
These guidelines are to be used as criteria
for the design of new public and private
projects and to be utilized in the evaluation
of new projects by the approving authorities.

MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT

1. A mix of uses (including office, retail,
housing, or other uses) within a given
project is encouraged, whether it is a
single building or a redevelopment
district.

KANSAS AVENUE

INFILL DEVELOPMENT

1. Exterior additions to
existing buildings or
adjacent infill construction
should be compatible with
the character of the site, and
take into account the size,
proportions, facade
composition, rhythm and
proportion of openings,
materials, and colors of
neighboring buildings.

I- [ A ] r | 4 | r|_ :
i — —
Appropriate Building Height

2. Design new on-site parking,
loading docks or ramps to be unobtrusive and compatible with the primary use of the
site.

Created on 1/18/01 11:01 AM 17



STREET ORIENTATION

1.

Buildings should generally be
built up to the edge of the
sidewalk in a consistent plan with
the other buildings on the street.

Other street-level setbacks, plazas
and widened sidewalks from the
building line should be
strategically placed in accordance

with an overall open space plan. The new open spaces should be located to relate to

other land uses such as retail, entertainment and transit routes.

STREET LEVEL USES

1.

The ground

floors of
buildings
should
contain public
or semi-public
uses such as
retail or
entertainment
uses with

direct entry

from the
street.

New buildings should express a principle public facade and entrance on the adjacent

street, and entries from parking facilities should be considered as secondary.

Retail activities within buildings should be oriented towards the street and have direct

access from sidewalks through storefront entries.

Ground floor storefront restaurants are strongly encouraged to have French doors,
operable storefront windows and sidewalk cafes to increase the connection between

the interior and exterior environments.

Sidewalk cafes should not impair pedestrian circulation nor store entrance access.

Created on 1/18/01 11:01 AM
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BUILDINGS FACADES

1.

New buildings should be open and inviting in both their principal and secondary
facades.

Entryways should be
generously proportioned
and visually transparent
SO as to encourage
connections to the
public realm.

Decorative and
functional elements such as signage, awnings, and ornamentation should be used to
create human scale elements on
the facades to further encourage
openness.

Blank walls should not be placed
along public streets, but may be
placed along alleys and service
lanes.

Loading docks and garage
entrances should not be located on
the major pedestrian street side of
new buildings.

Retail storefronts are strongly encouraged along the ground floor of all new and
renovated buildings within the
Downtown D-1 District.

These should be visually E[ E]meFHEE =
transparent to the interiorwith | | A EE mgw | ® E8 | MEE I’:ﬁ

large areas of Wi_ndow di_splay = = =
and should provide for direct J.UIE 0 . 0 1(-1——3
entry from the sidewalk. - L=

. . M l'"E T‘I l'"l I"[ l"l 1T1 I T‘E l": E““Ir r‘r
Store display windows should UL Lilald i BAbiL
be Iit_atnight S0 as to I _ﬂ_ﬁ__jr____l
contribute to ambient street | I
lighting and a livelier street I, N[ el ]
presence. Pull-down doors WINDOW RHYTHM
that cover the entire storefront Y RHYTHW, OF STOREFRONEZ
are discouraged; visually open
grates and grilles are preferred for security where needed.
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PARKING FACILITY DESIGN

1. Facades of parking facilities should be treated with high quality materials and given
vertical articulation and emphasis. The facade should be designed so as to visually
screen cars at street level. Sloping
interior floors should not be visible or
expressed on the exterior face of the
building.

2. Retail storefronts or other business
uses should be placed at the street
level along the principal street and
are encouraged along all adjacent
streets except service alleys.
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3. Pedestrian entries should be clearly
visible and architecturally expressed
on the exterior of the garage. |
Expression of the vertical pedestrian circulation (stairs and elevators) on the exterior
of the garage is encouraged.

4. Surface parking lots
should provide a
minimum of 20 square
feet of landscaping for
each parking space.
Required landscaping
should take the form of RS
planter strips, landscaped N ( Ehigh
areas and perimeter 4 -
landscaping. prng 16k with

aver
<nrud

trees -small maturng e.ve;?rean
Io° at firme. ot "Planting
shrubs- evermreen, 2-3at

e time &F planting

sereening of parki
bfwiﬁeglld mll "3

5. The existing street setback
should be maintained
along the principal street
frontage in developed
areas and established in
new districts or
developments. Tools for

accomplishing this can include walls, fences, row of trees, hedges or any combination
of these elements.

6. While it is important to provide adequate interior lighting for safety and comfort, it
should be controlled to avoid spill out on the adjacent streets creating excessive glare.
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ARCHITECTURE AND CONTEXT

1. The architectural design of new buildings and the rehabilitation of existing buildings
should be sensitive to the existing built and natural environment within which they
are constructed. The architecture of the existing downtown buildings, particularly
buildings built before 1940, should provide examples of architectural themes, rhythm,
materials and forms.
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2. New construction in the Downtown Districts are not required to implement any
particular architectural style, but should be designed to be compatible with the scale,
form and materials of surrounding structures, by applying these guidelines.

PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS

1. All new public infrastructure projects (roads, sidewalks, public buildings, and
streetlights) should

meet high
standards of design
quality and
provide significant
secondary benefits
in the form of
major public space

improvements.

These projects R e ke

should be subject  |7” :'“:l [ S T ol ’ ;

to the same o ‘ ' ' | N J

standards of ] St e T e

Downtown design

that would be required of all other projects.

2. Public art projects are encouraged to be incorporated into every major public
infrastructure project such as bridges, highways and roadways.
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ART IN PUBLIC PLACES

1. New public spaces and infrastructure
improvements are encouraged to have a
significant component of public art so the
project will have a visible presence.

PUBLIC SPACES

1. New public spaces should consist of renovated
or enhanced streets, or strategically selected
places that are directly linked to the street
system. Primary opportunities are adjacent to
the Kansas-Quincy, and at the intersections of
9th and Kansas Ave. and 8th and Van Buren St.

2. Generally, pedestrian ways should not
be separated from streets and
sidewalks, unless in riverfront parks.
They should maintain direct access
from the adjacent streets. They should
be open along the adjacent sidewalk
and allow for multiple points of entry.
A passerby should be able to see
directly into the space.

3. The development of new districts and
projects should emphasize the
continuation or conservation of
traditional block and street patterns.

4. New public spaces should be developed with
amenities as follows:

o 1 tree per 1000 square feet of open space.
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(3%2” caliper at planting). ILJ[I; 2y ke

e A minimum of 25 linear feet of seating Eﬁgﬂ : N S T
for every 1000 square feet of open space. 2 # PR

e However, walls, fences and dense GaME ye

planting that visually secludes the
interior space from the sidewalk should
be avoided.
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HISTORY AND IDENTITY

1. All projects are

encouraged to
express local
history and
identity through
functional and
ornamental
design elements
and works of
public art.

New
development
projects or
renovation of
existing

structures should be designed to preserve the historic resources that exist on the site
and reinforce the historical context within which they are developed.

In the event that it is not possible to preserve the entirety of a historic building the
retention of historic facades is encouraged.

STREET AND BLOCK
ORGANIZATION

1.

New buildings and development
should respect the existing
organization of the city and the
street and block patterns that exist.

Superblock developments that join
together one or more blocks are
discouraged.

Where it is feasible, street grids
should be extended, reestablished
or newly created in areas of large-
scale redevelopment.

New buildings or pedestrian bridges
should not bridge across or block
access to existing streets.
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ENTRANCES AND VISTAS

1. Buildings and new
development projects
should be sensitively
designed and sited so as
to preserve the key vistas
and gateways to
downtown and views of
the State Capitol.

2. New buildings should not
block the view corridors
defined by the city
streets, either by bridging
across streets or the use
of pedestrian bridges.

Ilustrations:

P.1 Dawn Wessels & Kim Korphage (top), Draft Lawrence, Kansas Downtown Design Guidelines

(bottom)

P.2  Keeping Up Appearances Storefront Guidelines, National Trust for Historic Preservation (top),

Kim Wassels (bottom)

P.3  Dave Devore (top), Planning staff (middle), Keeping Up Appearances Storefront Guidelines,
National Trust for Historic Preservation (bottom)

Planning staff (top), Design Review, American Planning Assoc., PAS Report #454 (bottom)
Dawn Wessels & Kim Korphage (top), Charlotte Cox & Ryan Wilt (bottom).

Planning Staff (top, middle), Chris Handzel (bottom)

Bryce Wittenborn (top), Joe Loretta & Aaron Harnden (bottom)
Model and photograph by KSU Studio Students
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