Historic District Commission
Staff Report — March 2nd, 2016

Malrch 2nd MEETING

ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS / OLD BUSINESS:
Approval of Minutes (-s1s, 11314

Administrative Approvals:

1. 687 Middle Street — Misc. changes
2. 275 Islington Street — Misc. Changes
3. 7-9 Pickering Ave. - Trim

OLD BUSINESS:
A. 236 UﬂIOﬂ STreeT (Moderate — Demo and Two-

Family House)

PUBLIC HEARINGS — CONSENT AGENDA:
1. 69 Hunking Street minor-rence)
2. 40 Bridge Street vinor - misc. changes)
3. 59 New Castle Ave. (Minor —-Remove Chimney)
4. 137 New Castle Ave. minor - replace windows)
5. 121 State Street winor - replace beck)

March 9™ MEETING

WORK SESSIONS:
A. O Marcy Street mogerate - stage moditications|
B. 127-137 High STHFAET 3 derate = New Buldings if fear)
C. 46-64 MCIp|€WOOd Ave. (Maijor — 4-5 Story building)
D. 77 Hanover Sfreet inor-misc. changes)
E. 280 South Street minor- carage and Rear Addition)
F. 75 Congress Street (voderate - parapet and penthouse)
G. 172 Hanover Streeft (moderate - bemo solarium and entry)

DISCUSSION:

e Design Guidelines - Adoption
e 2016 HDC Work Plan
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Historic District Commission . Neighborhood Confext

e The new building is located along Maplewood Ave. and Deer and Hanover Streets. It is
surrounded with many new and proposed infill buildings. The neighborhood is predominantly

° . made up of 4-5 story brick structures on large lots with little to no setback from the sidewalk.
PrOjeCf Address. 236 UNION STREET J. _Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL o
. The proposed application seeks to:
Meeflng Type: PUBLIC HEARING #OB-1 e Demo and replace the existing structure with a 2.5 story residential two-family structure.
e Note — At the 2-17-16 meeting the applicant was asked to consider submission of
A. Property Information - General: documentation detailing the conditions and history of the existing building. | reviewed the
Existing Conditions: archives in the Planning Department and forwarded the applicant a draft inventory form that
e Zoning District: General Residential District C (GRC) was used in studying the Islington Street Corridor prior to expansion of the HD. The Applicant will
e |Land Use: Commercial submit a revised packet providing this detail.
e lLand Area: 5,064 SF +/-
e Estimated Age of Structure: NA
e Building Style: NA
e Number of Stories: 1
e Historical Significance: NA
e Public View of Proposed Work: View from Union Street
e Unique Features: NA
e Neighborhood Association: Cabot Street

B. Proposed Work: Demolition and replacement of the existing structure

C. Other Permits Required:
M Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Councill

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

| Intersection / Corner Lot [ ] Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished / Constructed:
M Principal [] Accessory [] Significant Demolition

F. Sensitivity of Context:

] Highly Sensitive M sensitive [] Low Sensitivity [ “Back-of-House™"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

" Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)

" Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

NA

| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mcintyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)
H. Project Type:

[ ] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

| Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

" | Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions) “
Zoning Map
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236 UNION STREET - PUBLIC HEARING #OB-1 (MODERATE)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

l._Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:

1.

2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties: [ Yes [1 No 3. Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:

OYes[] No

[ Yes 1 No 4. Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties: [1Yes ] No

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures ol T
. Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E — O
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'S INFO) “ = o'{ %
2 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O ("I) @
I e T T R Oz,
ulldin el reer-wi ario
4 Building HeighT —Zoning (Feet) MO D E RATE P ROJ ECT L. ﬁ "6 @ %
e Thimberotsiorss e - DEMOLITION AND RECONSTRUCTION OF A TWO-FAMILY STRUCTURE ONLY - > 30 5 8
e P O <C
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) O ™~ 5 =
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O @) Q f_} =
5 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate _— e 2 9 []
; 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate h g QO %
O| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate < oz 2 o
o 1 Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional — modern) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate "7’ 8 8 (0)
9 12 | Roofs O Appropriate [ Inappropriate : E — (>) S
5 13 | Style and Slope 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate — wl 5 jo
o 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate < Q g o 8
E 15 | Roof Materials 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate xx — < o
E 16 | Cornice Line '] Appropriate [ Inappropriate > 9 L4/ .
17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate L] ¢« <
CZ) 3 18 | Walls | Appropriate [l Inappropriate E 9 T 5
> =| 19 | Siding/Material | Appropriate (] Inappropriate >_ ~ Z 0 %
] <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) [ Appropriate []Inappropriate [ ~ D 9 c
S 5 21 | Doors and Windows U Appropriate [ Inappropriate z > 0 8 T
S|z 22 Window Openings and Proportions Ll Appropriate [ Inappropriate O g < 8
(o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate LLl E >_ ] M
QO | al 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate o ‘|2 - ..
- (ZD 25 | Storm Windows / Screens 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate X o c
9 &l 26 | Doors [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O O E 0
E S| 27 | Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z Q. O 8
| @ 28 | Projections (i.e.porch, portico, canopy...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate n- &z O
(@ 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings | Appropriate [ Inappropriate - N
(_) 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
[+ 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks [ Appropriate []Inappropriate
- 34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
> 35 Fence / Walls / Screenwalls (i.e. materials, type...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 | Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street frees...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
w 38 Driveways (i.e. location, material, screening...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e.location, access, visibility...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
H. Pur nd Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District: [1Yes ] No 4. Maintain the special character of the District: Yes ] No
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance: O Yes[] No 5. Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character: OYes No
3. Conservation and enhancement of property values: [0 Yes [ No 6. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors: OYes [ No




Historic District Commission

Project Address: 69 HUNKING STREET
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL
Meeting Type: PUBLIC HEARING #1

A. Property Information - General:

Existing Conditions:

Zoning District: General Residence B (GRB)

Land Use: Single Family

Land Area: 1,940 SF +/-

Estimated Age of Structure: c. 1800

Building Style: Federal

Number of Stories: 2.5

Historical Significance: Focal

Public View of Proposed Work: View from Hunking & Mechanic Streets
Unigue Features: NA

Neighborhood Association: South End Residents

Proposed Work: To install a fence with gates.

C. Other Permits Required:
M Board of Adjustment ] Planning Board L] city Council

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway [ ] Mid-Block

|Zl Intersection / Corner Lot " | Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

[] Principall M Accessory ] Demoilition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
[] Highly Sensiive M sensitive [ Low Sensitivity [ | “Back-of-House”

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects only):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
"] Invention within @ Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)
|| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:
M Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)

] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

[] Maijor Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)
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I. Neighborhood Context:
e The structure is located along Hunking and Mechanic Streets. It is surrounded with many wood-

sided historically significant structures and buildings. The neighborhood is predominantly made
up of 2.5 story wooden structures on small lots with little fo no setback from the sidewalk.

J. Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:
e The applicant is proposing to add a decorative fence along the property line.
® The proposed fence is in eight foot section and its 48 inches tall with posts and decorate caps.

e The applicant may also require zoning board approval for the fence to be located within the 20
feet sight line at the intersection.

o

| Aerial and S’ree’rviw Ioges

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

F

Zoning Map
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69 HUNKING STREET - PUBLIC HEARING #1

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA SUBJECT PROPERTY NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT
Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures O
\ Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E — 8
0. =
GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) c\u' %
w o Z v o
L. 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O L
S e e Q58
vilding Hei reet-Wi atio
4 Building Heighf — Zoning (Feet) MO D E RATE P ROJ ECT L. g g & %
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet et
R Heomee el — INSTALL FENCING WITH GATES ONLY - ZS-£53
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) O M T
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O O 2 f—} =
sl 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate ;  — 2 []
E 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate L_) g =
O! 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E O 3 ©
O n Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional - modern) 0 Appropriate [ Ingppropriate o O g 0
D20 ¢ ¢
9 12 Roofs [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate Q - 5 8_
ﬁ 13 | Style and Slope [ Appropriate []Inappropriate el @) E o +
) 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) [l Appropriate [l Inappropriate < - x| Q DO_
= 15 | Roof Materials U Appropriate [l Inappropriate ac ¢',_) <
g 16 | Cornice Line [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate > 9 (.D O O
17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts . Appropriate T Inappropriate Ll « >
(Z) ﬁ 18 | Walls U Appropriate [ Inappropriate I § 8 8
= | E[ 19 [siding/Materia _ Aopropriate  Inappropriate > = 3 S
%] <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate h IS = 5 _g
E 5 21 Doors and Windows [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z O Il o S
E =>| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate m o~ < Q
(o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E ~o [] ]
QO | 8| 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate D. - > ..
5 (ZD 25 | Awnings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O 8 E g
=~ | &l _26 | Doors [1 Appropriate (] Inappropriate a Wl -5
E g‘ 27 Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z o~ 6
| 2 23 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n_ 2 O
o 29 Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate o =
O 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) " Appropriate T Inappropriate
o 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate -
I 34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate : i N
> 35 | Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate \In
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate T
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate i ":
w| 38 Driveways (i.e. location, material, screening...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate ' ‘:
»| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate Y
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
H. Purpose and Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District: [1Yes ] No 4. Maintain the special character of the District: Yes ] No
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance: O Yes[] No 5. Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character: OYesl No
3. Conservation and enhancement of property values: OYes No 6. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors: OYes No

. Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:
1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties: 1 Yes ] No 3. Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure: Yes[] No
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties: Yesl No 4. Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties: [ Yes ] No



Historic District Commission

Project Address:
Permit Requested:
Meeting Type:

A.

7 ISLINGTON STREET (40 BRIDGE $T.) 5.
CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL
PUBLIC HEARING #2

Property Information - General:

Existing Conditions:

Land Use: Vacant

Land Area: 7,460 SF +/-

Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1860

Building Style: Greek Revival/ Modern

Historical Significance: Contributing

Public View of Proposed Work: View from Bridge Street
Unigue Features: NA

Neighborhood Association: Downtown

Proposed Work: Remove and Replace building with a 3.5 story mixed-use building.

. Other Permits Required:

|| Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Council

Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block
| Intersection / Corner Lot | Rear Lot

Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished/ Constructed:

M Principal [] Accessory ] Demoilition

Sensitivity of Context:

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[] Highly Sensiive M sensitive [ Low Sensitivity [ | “Back-of-House”

H. Project Type:

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
"] Invention within @ Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)
|| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

| Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

[ ] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

L] Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

"] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

Staff Comments and/ or Su

Zoning District: Urban General (CD4) K.
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Neighborhood Context:

The building is located in the edge of the downtown business district on Bridge Street and is
surrounded by a wide variety of focal and contributing structures with no front yard setbacks.

estions for Consideration:

The applicant is proposing to remove a skylight, the elevator overrun, replace the granite veneer at
low levels and limited visibility, add ventilation stacks and louvers, make minor relocations to the
windows, shift the wall at the stairwell, add roof-top mechanical units and substitute a Pella window
for the Marvin windows previously approved. Note that some changes, such as the stucco for
granite veneer wall, appears to be a value engineering exercise.

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C
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7 ISLINGTON (40 BRIDGE STREET) — PUBLIC HEARING #2 (MAJOR PROJECT)

1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

. Review Criteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

[1Yes[] No
0Yes ] No
OYes ] No

oo

[1Yesl] No 3.
OYesD No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:
Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

[JYes[] No
OYes ] No

. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA SUBJECT PROPERTY NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT
Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures 0| 5
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E <l o
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'S INFO) z > (\Il %
L. 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) o™ O
s 2 Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ Lot Areq) O Q .G). =
(%] 3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio MAJ O R P ROJ ECT g -— c
4 Building Height — Zoning (Feet) . = g 8 2
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet
« T rumber of Stris Feomee el - CHANGES TO A PREVIOUSLY-APPROVED SITE PLAN ONLY - > 3q 2§
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) O PRI, %
(o) )
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O O _.(:l <
5 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate — O v ]
E 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate l— O wn %
O!| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E O 2 5
O n Architectural Style (i.e. traditional - modern) L] Appropriate [ Inappropriate : !3 O 8 GC)
(¢ 12 | Roofs O Appropriate [ Inappropriate ~ k= > 0
i 13 | Style and Slope | Appropriate [ Inappropriate p— | Q E g_ o
g 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) _ Appropriate [ Inappropriate < 2 a2l o &8
wi 15 Roof Materials U Appropriate [ Inappropriate [« 4 "7, < o
E 16 Cornice Line [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate > 9 = I [
=z " 17 Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate m () O
O | 3| 18 |Wals | Appropriate [ Inappropriate T~ O o
o | Z| 19 | Numberand Material | Appropriate [ Inappropriate >_ - Q) q>) %
‘é’ LET; 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate o |S Z g_ c
E > ;; \I?V?:drsosvng wmc.:Iows — : 0 Appropr!o‘re O Inoppropr!o‘re z O ;; o S
=z penings and Proportions [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate - < O
O g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim [1 Appropriate []Inappropriate LLl E N
O al 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware U Appropriate [l Inappropriate o ;2 >. L]
5 (2') 25 | Storm Windows / Screens / Awnings 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate (2 4 E c
o | &l _26 | Doors [ Appropriate [1 Inappropriate O Ow 8
‘lz :5; 27 Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z a. o 8
E 28 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n- 2 QO
O 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings | Appropriate [ Inappropriate o B
—_— 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
S 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
'v_) 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
e 33 | Decks 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
T 34 | Garages/ Barns/ Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
Z| 35 Fence / Walls / Screenwalls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
g 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
a| 37 | Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E| 38 | Driveways (i.e.location, material, screening...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
EE Parking (i.e.location, access, visibility...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
AN Crvr, nin~/ E lacuwwrae [i A choande Aiimmnctare \ 1A TS S fmmi | HIVE S
H. Pur nd Intent:

[1Yes[] No
JYes[] No
OYes ] No




Historic District Commission

Project Address: 59 NEW CASTLE AVE.
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL
Meeting Type: PUBLIC HEARING #3

Existing Conditions:
e Zoning District: GRB
Land Use: Single-Family
Land Area: 3,560 SF +/-
Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1820
Building Style: Queen Anne
Historical Significance: Conftributing
Public View of Proposed Work: South End
Unigue Features: NA
Neighborhood Association: Little Harbor Neighborhood

Proposed Work: To remove a chimney and kitchen greenhouse window.

0 =

. Other Permits Required:

|| Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Council

Lot Location:

] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

] Intersection / Corner Lot | Rear Lot

Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

F.

M Principal [] Accessory ] Demoilition

Sensitivity of Context:

[] Highly Sensiive M sensitive [ Low Sensitivity [ | “Back-of-House”

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
| Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)
| | Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

[ ] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
[ ] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

"] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)
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J. Neighborhood Context:

e The building is located along New Castle Ave. It is surrounded with many wood 2.5 story
structures with shallow setbacks and small side or rear garden areas.

K. Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:

The Application is proposing to:
e Remove asingle brick chimney (4’ tall);
e Remove the existing greenhouse window on the kitchen wall.

Aerial Ima

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C

S| ol 3 ":‘ v
Zoning Map
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59 NEW CASTLE AVE. - PUBLIC HEARING #3 (MINOR AGENDA)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures ©
\ Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E — 8
o. U R
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) “ = c\u' %
L. 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O ™Ml O
A Os3c
ullain el reetr-wi aro
4 Building Height - Zoring [Fesf] MINOR PROJECT LL. ‘é’ g o $
— P - 5
¢ Trumparof Siores — REMOVE CHIMNEY & GREENHOUSE WINDOW ONLY - r ELER:
7 | Building Coverage (% Building on the Loft) (@) o % =
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O OZ f_} =
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) O Appropriate [0 Inappropriate I: 'C) 8 ;— []
= 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate - O 3
(Z) 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E (@) e 8
Of n Architectural Style (i.e. traditional — modern) [} Appropriate [ Inappropriate : ‘2 Wi G>) c
N 12 | Roofs O Appropriate [ Inappropriate —d Q S| O 8_
5 13 | Style and Slope 0 Appropriate O Inappropriate U< % *8
o 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate < E w| < o
E 15 | Roof Materials 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate > O I—_' O O
E 16 | Comice Line |1 Appropriate (1 Inappropriate ~ v
17 Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate I.I.I ‘2 <
< 3 18 | Walls U Appropriate [ Inappropriate 0 8 8
8 | 19 | Siding/Material || Appropriate [ Inappropriate >- I:E = 3 2
%] <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate l— > W o=
s 5 21 | Doors and Windows [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z (@) Z 2— S
S | z| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate LL] E o~ = @)
(o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim [ Appropriate []Inappropriate n_ %) o ]
QO | al 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E t =
- (ZD 25 | Awnings [1 Appropriate [] Inappropriate O (@) o o
9 ol 26 | Doors U Appropriate [l Inappropriate o E ©
E S| 27 | Porches and Balconies 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate “ O S
| @ 28 | Projections (i.e.porch, portico, canopy...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate n_ oz 8
(@ 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate 0.
(_) 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
[+ 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks [ Appropriate []Inappropriate
- 34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
> 35 | Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w 38 Driveways (i.e. location, material, screening...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e.location, access, visibility...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
H. Pur nd Intent:

1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

l._Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
OYes ] No
[JYes[] No

2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

o~

OYesD No 3.
OYesD No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:

Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
OYes ] No

OYes ] No
OYes ] No
[JYes[] No
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Historic District Commission

M. Neighborhood Context:
e The building is located along New Castle Ave. It is surrounded with many wood 2.5 story

Projeci Address: 137 NEW CASTLE AVE. structures with shallow setbacks and smalll side or rear garden areas.
Perm" RequeSied: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL N. Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:
H . The Application is proposing to:
Meehng Type PU BLIC HEARI NG #4 e Remove and replace all the windows on the house with Anderson A Series, simulated
Existing Conditions: divided light windows with exterior grills.
* Eon'g% D|§TrS|_cT: IG—RFB ' e The double-hung windows are proposed to change from 6/6 to 4/1;
: Lgﬂd Asrgd' |2<%2eé 3?:@{\_/ e A casement window is proposed for each bedroom.
e Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1850 * The windows will be black.
e Building Style: Greek Revival
e Historical Significance: Contributing
e Public View of Proposed Work: South End
e Unique Features: NA
e Neighborhood Association: Little Harbor Neighborhood

Proposed Work: To remove and replace the windows.

0 =

. Other Permits Required:
|| Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Council

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

] Intersection / Corner Lot | Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal [] Accessory ] Demoilition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
[] Highly Sensiive M sensitive [ Low Sensitivity [ | “Back-of-House”

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)

| Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C

| | Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)
"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

[ ] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

M Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)

] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

"] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

| L
LN - -
| |l - 1
o, | |
Foa | %
T . I
I8 1

Zoning M
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137 NEW CASTLE AVE. - PUBLIC HEARING #4 (MINOR AGENDA)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures 0
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) | ©
No. E N g
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) “ = ‘J, O
L 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O .o a
é § Floijr Area Ro;io/(SGFA/ ch\);dAyr]e;)f O ‘7, _'G_) ]
Building Height / Street-Width Ratio
4 Building Heighf— Zoning (Feet) MI N O R P ROJ ECT L. 'é’ 8 o $
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet) )
5 T Number of Storias — REMOVE WINDOWS ONLY - Z S i % S
7 | Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) (@) o) S5 =
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O @) < f_} =
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) O Appropriate [0 Inappropriate I: B 8 _'2_ L]
= 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate = 0 §
(Z) 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E O e 8
Of n Architectural Style (i.e. traditional — modern) [} Appropriate [ Inappropriate : ﬁ TH G>) c
N 12 | Roofs [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate —d Q> 0 8_
5 13 | Style and Slope [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate (@) < % 7
o 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate < E ﬂ < DC_)
E 15 | Roof Materials [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate > O — O O
E 16 | Comice Line |1 Appropriate (1 Inappropriate —~ 2
17 Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate I.I.I ‘2 O
< 3 18 | Walls U Appropriate [ Inappropriate I 8 8
O | 19 | Siding/Material | Appropriate [ Inappropriate >- Tr= 3 2
3 <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) L Appropriate [ Inappropriate l— '5 E o=
= 5 21 | Doors and Windows 11 Appropriate (1 Inappropriate oz O ~ 2— 5
E =| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate m E ™ EI @)
o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim | Appropriate (1 Inappropriate o v ]
QO | 2] 24 | window Shutters / Hardware |1 Appropriate [] Inappropriate E > =
- (ZD 25 | Awnings [1 Appropriate [] Inappropriate O (@) E (o)
9 ol 26 | Doors U Appropriate [l Inappropriate P TT )
E S| 27 | Porches and Balconies 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate “ a. o
| @ 28 | Projections (i.e.porch, portico, canopy...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate n_ O 8
(@ 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate E
(_) 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
[+ 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks [ Appropriate []Inappropriate
- 34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
> 35 | Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w 38 Driveways (i.e. location, material, screening...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e.location, access, visibility...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
H. Pur nd Intent:

1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

l._Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
OYes ] No
[JYes[] No

2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

o~

OYesD No 3.
OYesD No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:

Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
OYes ] No

OYes ] No
OYes ] No
[JYes[] No




Historic District Commission

Project Address: 121 STATE STREET
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL
Meeting Type: PUBLIC HEARING #5

A. Property Information - General:

Existing Conditions:

Zoning District: CD4

Land Use: Mixed-Use

Land Area: 2,845 SF +/-

Estimated Age of Structure: c.1815
Building Style: Federal

Number of Stories: 3

Historical Significance: Contributing
Public View of Proposed Work: View from Sheafe Street
Unique Features: NA

Neighborhood Association: Downtown

Proposed Work: To replace rear deck.

C. Other Permits Required:
[ I Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Council

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

| Intersection / Corner Lot | Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal | Accessory [ ] Demolition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
[] Highly Sensitive (1 sensitive M Low Senisitivity [ ] “Back-of-House"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

" Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
"] Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

"] Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Islington, 55 Congress Street)

| Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mcintyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

[ ] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
| ] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

" | Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

Page 13 of 28

I. Neighborhood Context:
e The building is located along Court Street. It is surrounded by a public park (with a privacy fence)
and many wood and brick 2-3 story historic structures with no front yard setbacks with gardens
and lawns within the rear yards.

J. Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:

The applicant is proposing to:
e Remove and replace the existing rear deck;
e The deck will be enlarged 3 feet closer to Sheafe Street.
e The materials will be the same as the existing deck and a painted-bead-board ceiling will be
applied to the underside of the deck.

-

Aerial Image, Street View and Zoning Map:

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C

2oning Map
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121 STATE STREET — PUBLIC HEARING #5 (MINOR)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures 5
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E ©| O
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) - %
L 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) M < AN| O
s 2 Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ Lot Areq) O Q (J)
(%] 3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio MI N O R P ROJ ECT .. []
4 Building Height — Zoning (Feet) L. 2 _'G_) " %
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet) c
5 T Number of Storios — INSTALL NEW DECK ONLY - > § 8 s &
7 | Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) O w % £
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O ) O Q Z
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate — e o ]
; 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate h g ) %
O!| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate < o2 n 2 o
Of n Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional - modern) 0 Appropriate [ Ingppropriate : !3 8 8 GC)
9 12 Roofs [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate o~ > 0
ﬁ 13 | Style and Slope [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate p— | Q E g_ jo3
g 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate < L_) E 2_ 08_
15 | Roof Materials O Appropriate [ Inappropriate [+ 4
g 16 | Cornice Line 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate > 9 ¢Il_3 ] L
> | 17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate Ll E
O 3 18 | Walls 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate E < O o
= | Z[_19_|Siding/Materia " Appropriate [ Inappropriate > 5 S 0
] LET; 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) 0 Aooroorioie O Inoporoorioie - |5 — g_ C
21 Doors and Windows [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate T
E ; 22 | Window Openings and Proportions [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate z O ﬁ % 8
(o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate LLl > > []
Q | ¥| 24 | window Shutters / Hardware | Appropriate ] Inappropriate o ‘IQ E B L]
- (ZD 25 | Awnings [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate & w c
9 ol 26 | Doors [1 Appropriate [1 Inappropriate O Oa 9o
E g‘ 27 Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z a. 2 8
| 2 28 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n- o o
(a 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate (a]
O 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) " Appropriate T Inappropriate
o 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
I 34 Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
> 35 Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w| 38 | Driveways (i.e.location, material, screening...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate

40 Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...)

[] Appropriate

[ Inappropriate

H. Purpose and Intent:

1.

Preserve the integrity of the District:

2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

. Review Criteria / Findings of Fact:

1.

Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

0Yes ] No
[JYes[] No
OYes ] No

4.,
5.
6.
[0Yesl] No 3.
[0Yes[] No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:

Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

[JYes[] No
[JYes[] No

JYes[] No
[JYes[] No
OYes ] No
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Historic District Commission ). Neighborhood Context

e The stage structure and performance area is located along Marcy Street is surrounded by a wide
variety of contributing structures along Marcy Street and many open spaces within Prescott Park.

Project Evaluation Form:
Permit Requested:

0 MARCY STREET / PRESCOTT PARK Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:
CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL »  The applicant proposes to:

—

Meeting Type:

WORK SESSION #A

A. Property Information - General:

Zoning District: Municipal (M)

Land Use: Public Park

Land Area: 153,485 +/- SF

Estimated Age of Structure: NA

Building Style: Modern Stage

Number of Stories:_NA

Historical Significance: NA

Public View of Proposed Work: Limited view from Marcy Street
Unique Features: Public Park with Historical Significance
Neighborhood Association: South End

B. Proposed Work: Remove and replace the stage and conirol booth.

C. Other Permits Required:
[ Board of Adjustment

[] Planning Board [] City Councill

D. Lot Location:

] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

| Intersection / Corner Lot [ ] Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

[] Principal M Accessory [ ] Demoilition

F. Sensitivity of Context:

] Highly Sensitive M sensitive [] Low Sensitivity | “Back-of-House"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

" Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
| Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

|| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mcintyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:
| Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

| Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

" | Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

Demolish the existing stage and control booth and construct a new stage and control booth
in a new location. A canopy will be added to the stage.

Note that the Applicant has submitted revised plans to reflect the comments from the
December work session. However, given the project design is on-going, as well as the review
from the Aftorney General’s office, further revisions will be provided to the HDC for the
4/15/16 meeting.

As discussed at the last work session, given the concerns for the limit of work of the
performance area and how it impacts other areas of the park as well as pedestrian
connectivity between areas, it would be helpful to have the applicant illustrate or identify the
location of where any barriers (i.e. structures or rope lines) are located. Additionally, the
notion of making the control booth temporary should also be evaluated in order to address
the concerns for visual and physical barriers to pedestrian traffic along the seawall.

Aerial Image, Street view and Zoning Map:

Aerial and Street View Images

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING
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0 MARCY STREET / PRESCOTT PARK — WORK SESSION #A (MODERATE PROJECT)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA SUBJECT PROPERTY NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT
Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures
No. Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E o| 3
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR’S INFO) .T %
T 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) z < C‘Il O
s 2 Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ Lot Areq) O Q ™ ]
("¢ 3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio 4
4 Building Heighf— Zoning [Feet) MO DERATE P ROJ ECT . 2 -g o S
— e - &
e T ey ol Leomice feel — REMOVE AND REPLACE STAGE AND CONTROL BOOTH ONLY - p § a s §
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) 0 <| % %
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT HDC COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O @) O 4(—3' <
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate — Z 2 []
E 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate h L_) ) =
O! 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate < o ¢ 2 o)
O n Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional - modern) 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate ('7, O 8 Gc)
n 12 | Roofs 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate : E O (>) (@)
5 13 | Style and Slope [ Appropriate [1Inappropriate ] Q) = & %
o0 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate < — E Q DO_
E 15 Roof Materials [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate o< oz <
L 16 | Cornice Line [ Appropriate []Inappropriate > 9 !,_, O O
= 17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate LLl <) >
Z | 2| 18 | Walls [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate T § ©
C_) a| 19 | Siding/Material [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate >— T o > %
3 <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate [ = < g_ _g
3 5 21 Doors and Windows [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z 8 E Q %
E =| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions U Appropriate [ Inappropriate m o < O
o g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate E >_ [] m
Q | @24 | Window Shutters / Hardware L] Appropriate [ Inappropriate n— b~ E ..
= | Q| 25 | Awnings | Appropriate 1 Inappropriate O T g
9 &l 26 | Doors U Appropriate [ Inappropriate O o. -=
E §' 27 | Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z a. O ‘O
(%2 28 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n_ E (]
(a] 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate o
O 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
oz 31 | Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) ] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(%) 33 | Decks [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
T 34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
35 | Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
6 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
| 37 | Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street frees...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
S 38 | Driveways (i.e. location, material, screening...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
Z| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) 1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
H. Purpose and Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District: [1Yes ] No 4. Maintain the special character of the District: Yes ] No
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance: O Yes[] No 5. Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character: OYes No
3. Conservation and enhancement of property values: OYes No 6. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors: OYes No
I._Review Criteria / Findings of Fact:
1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties: 1 Yes ] No 3. Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure: Yes[] No
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties: Yesl No 4. Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties: [ Yes ] No




Historic District Commission

Project Address: 127-137 HIGH STREET
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL
Meeting Type: WORK SESSION #B

A. Property Information - General:

Existing Conditions:

Zoning District: CD4-L1

Land Use: Multifamily

Land Area: 3,920 SF +/-

Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1820 & ¢.1860
Building Style: Federal

Number of Stories: 2.5

Historical Significance: Contributing

Public View of Proposed Work: View from High Street
Unique Features: Abuts The Hill
Neighborhood Association: Downtown

Proposed Work: To add a new building on the rear and make misc. renovations.

C. Other Permits Required:
M Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Councill

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

| Intersection / Corner Lot [ ] Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal ] Accessory [ ] Demolition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
] Highly Sensitive M sensitive [ Low Sensitivity [ “Back-of-House"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
M Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

| ] Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)
"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mcintyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

| Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

| Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
MModerate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

" | Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)
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I. Neighborhood Context:
e The building is located along State Street. It is surrounded with many brick 3 story historic
structures with no front yard setbacks with gardens and lawns within the rear yards.
J. Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:

The applicant is proposing to:

e Add a new two-family structure to the rear of the existing structures.
e Renovate the two existing historic structures.

e Resurface the gravel driveway as a heated, brick driveway.

e Provide 1 parking spaces per unit.

K. Aeri

al Image, Street View and Zoning Map:

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C

Zoning Map
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127-137 HIGH STREET - WORK SESSION #B (MODERATE)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MEMBERS

1 Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional - modern)

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures 5
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) ©o| O
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) - %
L 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) QN O
s 2 Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ Lot Areq) “') =
("¢ 3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio o
4 Building Height — Zoning (Feet) MO D E RATE P ROJ ECT _'G_)
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet)
5 | Number of Sfories — ADD A NEW STRUCTURE AND RESTORE EXISTING STRUCTURES ONLY - 3
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) |
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS °e
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) L Appropriate [ Inappropriate
; 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O!| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

12 Roofs

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

13 Style and Slope

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

14 Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...)

[ Appropriate [1Inappropriate

15 Roof Materials

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

16 Cornice Line

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

17 Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

137 HIGH STREET Case No.

] Approved [ | Approved with Stipulations

PORTSMOUTH HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION

PROPERTY EVALUATION FORM

" Withdrawn

|| Postponed

| Continued

ﬁ 18 | Walls 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
a| 19 | Siding/Material LI Appropriate [ Inappropriate
<| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate
= 21 Doors and Windows [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
; 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate —
g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate >
& 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E ..
O 25 | Awnings 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate w c
E 26 | Doors [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate a- o
S| 27 Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O 2
S oz 0O
@ 28 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate o O
29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate (a]
30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
33 | Decks 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
> 35 Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w| 38 | Driveways (i.e.location, material, screening...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate

40 Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...)

[ Appropriate [ Inappropriate

H. Purpose and Intent:

1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

. Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:
1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

0Yes ] No
[JYes[] No
OYes ] No

4,
5.
6.
[1Yesl] No 3.
[0Yes[] No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District: [1Yes[] No
Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character: Yes ] No
Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors: OYes No
Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure: O Yes ] No
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties: [ Yes ] No
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Historic District Commission

L. Neighborhood Context:
e The lotislocated along Deer and Bridge Street. It is surrounded with mainly brick 1-5 story

PrOjeCf AddeSS' 46'64 MAPLEWOOD AVE structures with shallow to no front yard setbacks.
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL J. Background & Suggested Action:
Meeting Type: WORK SESSION #C PENDING RECEIPT OF THE REVISED PLANS AND/OR DRAWINGS, | WILL PREAPRE A
A Proserty Information - General: MEMO REGARDING THE SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE HDC FROM THE
-—roperly ‘nformation - ->enerds LAST WORK SESSION AS WELL AS ANY SUGGESTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION.

Emsérg\r%n%oggmgpsurbm Generdl (CDA] e NOTE THAT A CONDITIONAL PERMIT WILL BE REQUIRED FOR THE ADDED
Land Use: Parking Lot STORY/ HEIGHT

Land Area: 56,675 SF +/-

Estimated Age of Structure: NA

Building Style: NA

Historical Significance: NA

Public View of Proposed Work: View from Maplewood Ave., Deer and Bridge Streets
Unique Features: NA

Neighborhood Association: North End

Proposed Work: Construct a 3.5-4 story mixed-use building.

C. Other Permits Required:
[ Board of Adjustment M Planning Board [] City Councill

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway ] Mid-Block

M Intersection / Corner Lot || Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished / Constructed:

[] Principall [] Accessory [ ] Demoilition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
] Highly Sensitive M sensitive [] Low Sensitivity [] “Back-of-House™"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

| Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

"] Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

|| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)
"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mcintyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

| Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)
| Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)

| ] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

| Maijor Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

Zoning Map
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46-64 MAPLEWOOD AVE. - WORK SESSION #C (MAJOR PROJECT)

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA 0
Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures o 5
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E Nl o
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) (J) %
L 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) “ < q) @)
é 2 Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ Lot Areq) O Q "6 =
3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio
4 Building Heighf— Zoning (Feet) MAJ O R P ROJ ECT LL. 2 8| B <§—
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet -
t T hmbe ot Staries Heomee feel — ADD A NEW 4 STORY BUILDING - = § 5 6 8
7 | Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) o 2 O £
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O @) ((]] 8_ <
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate — 8 o ]
; 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate h @) (@) %
o!| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E w 2 S
O n Architectural Style (i.e. traditional - modern) 0 Appropriate [ Ingppropriate !3 > 8 (0)
9 12 Roofs [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate : E < > S
5 13 | Style and Slope 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate — (o) g_ jo
o 14 Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) L] Appropriate [ Inappropriate < L_) O Q 8
E 15 | Roof Materials O Appropriate [ Inappropriate [+ 4 O < o
E 16 | Cornice Line O Appropriate [ Inappropriate > 9 ; 1 O
17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate L] v w
(Z) 3 18 | Walls [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E : T 5
o | B[ 19 [siding/materia .| Appropriate [ Inappropriate >_ r < S 0
] <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate l_ [ E O <
S 5 21 Doors and Windows O Appropriate [ Inappropriate z > < 8 T
E =| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate O ol < 8
(o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate LLl E ~6 ]
Q | 4| 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware | Appropriate [ Inappropriate o ‘l’_’ <t L]
- (ZD 25 | Storm Windows / Screens 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate o< >_ c
9 &l 26 | Doors [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O @) E 0
E S| 27 | Porches and Balconies L] Appropriate [ Inappropriate z Q. wi 8
| @ 28 | Projections (i.e.porch, portico, canopy...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate n- o
(a 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate O (a]
@) 30 | Lighting (ie. wall, post...) " Appropriate  Inappropriate o
o 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
(<) 33 | Decks [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
I 34 Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
> 35 Fence / Walls / Screenwalls (i.e. materials, type...) [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w| 38 | Driveways (i..location, material, screening...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
% 39 | Parking (i.e.location, access, visibility...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate

H. Purpose and Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

l._Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

0Yes ] No
[JYes[] No
[JYes[] No

oo

OYes No 3.
[0Yes[] No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:
Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
[JYes[] No

. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District o the city residents and visitors:

JYes[] No
[JYes[] No
[JYes[] No
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Historic District Commission M. Neighborhood Context

e The building is located along Hanover Street. It is surrounded with many masonry and brick
buildings that are 3-5 story structures with little to no setback from the street.

Project Address: 77 HANOVER STREET , o
. N. Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:
Permit Requesfed: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL The Application is proposing fo: ' ‘
Meeﬁng Type: WORK SESSION #D e Replace the composite siding, tfrim and panels and reflash the windows and doors.

Existing Conditions:
e Zoning District: CD5
Land Use: MIXED-USE
Land Area: 4,583 SF +/-
Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1850
Building Style: Federal
Historical Significance: Conftributing
Public View of Proposed Work: View from Cabot and Middle Streets
Unigue Features: NA
Neighborhood Association: Goodwin Park

Proposed Work: To replace siding, flashing etc..

0 =

. Other Permits Required:
|| Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Council

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

] Intersection / Corner Lot | Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal [] Accessory ] Demoilition

F. Sensitivity of Context:

[] Highly Sensitive ] sensitive M Low Sensitivity [ “Back-of-House

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)

| Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C

| | Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)
"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

M Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)

] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)
"] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

Zoning Map
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77 HANOVER STREET - WORK SESSION #D (MINOR)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures
\ Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) E :2 8
0. 1 R
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) “ = o,' %
L 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O ™l O
B Os5sc
Ulldin el reetr-wi aro e
4 Building Heighf— Zoning (Feet) MI N O R P ROJ ECT Ll ‘é’ g % $
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet) O
5 T Number of Storios — RESIDING, TRIM AND FLASHING ONLY - Z S ol 2 35
7 | Building Coverage (% Building on the Loft) (@) 6 % =
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O O Z f_} =
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate I: 'C) (]} ;— []
E 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate < E 8 §
O| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate ~Q © 8
Of n Architectural Style (i.e. traditional — modern) [} Appropriate [ Inappropriate : ‘2 — G>) c
N 12 | Roofs O Appropriate [ Inappropriate —d Q E Q) 8_
5 13 | Style and Slope [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate U oz % “
o 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate < E ¢|7) < DC_)
E 15 | Roof Materials 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate > O ol 1
E 16 | Cornice Line U Appropriate [ Inappropriate ~
17 Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate I.I.I ‘2 >
CZ) 3 18 | Walls U Appropriate [ Inappropriate I O 8 8
o | Z| 19 |Siding/ Matericl | Appropriate (] Inappropriate >- X Z| 3 2
] <| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) LI Appropriate [ Inappropriate o '5 < o =
s 5 21 | Doors and Windows [ Appropriate (] Inappropriate oz (@) = 2— S
E =| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate m E ": EI @)
O g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim | Appropriate (1 Inappropriate o v ]
QO | al 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E t =
5 (ZD 25 | Awnings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O O 5 [e)
= a 26 | Doors O Approprio‘re O Inopproprio‘re z a. o 2
- | 5| 27 Porches and Balconies [] Appropriate [l Inappropriate O O
| @ 28 | Projections (i.e.porch, portico, canopy...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate n_ oz 8
(@ 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings | Appropriate [ Inappropriate 0.
(_) 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
[+ 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks [ Appropriate []Inappropriate
- 34 | Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
> 35 | Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w 38 Driveways (i.e. location, material, screening...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e.location, access, visibility...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
H. Pur nd Intent:

1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

l._Review Ciriteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
OYes ] No
[JYes[] No

o~

OYesD No 3.
OYesD No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:

Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

OYes ] No
OYes ] No

OYes ] No
OYes ] No
[JYes[] No




Historic District Commission

Project Evaluation Form: 280 SOUTH STREET
Permit Requested: CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL
Meeting Type: WORK SESSION #E

A. Property Information - General:
Existing Conditions:
e /oning District: Single Family Residence B (SRB)
Land Use: Single- Family
Land Area: 17,915 SF +/-
Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1810
Building Style: NA
Number of Stories: 2.5
Historical Significance: Contributing
Public View of Proposed Work: View from South Street
Unique Features: NA
Neighborhood Association: Little Harbor

B. Proposed Work: To construct a garage and rear addition.

C. Other Permits Required:
[ Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Councill

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway M Mid-Block

| Intersection / Corner Lot [ ] Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal [] Accessory [] Significant Demolition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
] Highly Sensitive [ sensiive M Low Sensitivity [] “Back-of-House"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

" Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)

L] Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

|| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

"] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mcintyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)
H. Project Type:

] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

M Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)

| ] Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

"] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)

Page 23 of 28

I. Neighborhood Context:
e This contributing structure is located along South Street and is surrounded with many other wood,
2.5 story confributing structures.

J. Staff Comments and Suggestions for Consideration:
e The applicant proposes to demolish an existing shed, construct a garage and rear addition.

K. Aerial Image, S_freei View and Zonir_lq Map:

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

C

A

Eoning Map
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280 SOUTH STREET — WORK SESSION #E (MINOR)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY

NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) o 3
No. E -l =
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) z = (\Il 8
2 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O (J)
e O355°
vilding Heig reet-Wi atio c
4 Building Height — Zoning (Feet) MI N O R P ROJ ECT L. g -'6 8 %
5 Building Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet) _ ADD GARAGE AND REAR ADDITION ONLY - o o <=
6 Number of Stories E = O
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) - Z O I..IJ:I % %
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT HDC COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O O 2 4(—3‘ =
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) | Appropriate [ Inappropriate = b~ 2 ]
E 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) [1 Appropriate [1 Inappropriate L_) g =
O! 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E O 3 ©
O n Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional - modern) 0 Appropriate [ Ingppropriate o O g 0
12 | R i i = = > 5
19 oofs [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate Q
v 13 | Style and Slope | Appropriate [l Inappropriate el U E 8 ..UQ;
o 14 Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) L] Appropriate [ Inappropriate < =~ o 2- DO_
E 15 | Roof Materials O Appropriate O Inappropriate S ‘I’—, .
16 | Cornice Line 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate >
= 17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts | Appropriate [ Inappropriate LLl ‘Z |:|_:
(Z) ﬁ 18 | Walls [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate Ir>D 8 O
> | 19 | Siding/Material U Appropriate [ Inappropriate >- I O (>) %
<| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate =~ W = C
V| g J o > & =
E 5 21 Doors and windows [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z O 8 o} S
S | z| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions | Appropriate [ Inappropriate LLI E N < O
O | 2|28 | Window Casing/ Trim | Appropriate [ Inappropriate > > [ =
QO | 8| 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate D. -~ - .
5 (ZD 25 | Awnings [ Appropriate []Inappropriate O 8 ﬁ g
= a 26 | Doors 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate a o. E
'v_) E 27 Por'che.s anq Balconies . 0 Appropr!o‘re O Inoppropr!o‘re z 2 7)
2 28 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n_ o 8
(a 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) " Appropriate T Inappropriate
o 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
I 34 Garages (i.e. doors, placement...) [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
> 35 Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w| 38 | Driveways (i..location, material, screening...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate

H. Purpose and Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

. Review Criteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

0Yes ] No
[JYes[] No
OYes ] No

4,
5.
6.
[1Yesl] No 3.
[0Yes[] No 4.

Maintain the special character of the District:

Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

[JYes[] No
[JYes[] No

JYes[] No
[JYes[] No
OYes ] No
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° ° ° ° ° ° . Neighborhood Context:
H ISi'OI'IC DIS"IC" CO m m ISSIO n e This 2 story structure is located on Fleet and Congress Streets and is surrounded with many
contributing structures. The neighborhood is predominantly 2.5-4 story wood and brick structures
with no setbacks from the street edge.

Project Evaluation Form: 75 CONGRESS STREET

J. Staff Comments and Suggestions for Consideration:

Perm"- Requesfed- CER'" FlCATE OF APP ROVAL e The applicant proposes to restore the original parapet wall along the street edge of the building,
. * add penthouse units and other rooftop appurtenances.
N ¢ Notfe that a variance(s) maybe required for restoration of the parapet wall and the additional
Meeting Type: WORK SESSION #F

height associated with the penthouse units.

A. Property Information - General:
Existing Conditions:

e Zoning District: Central Business District (CBB)
Land Use: Mixed-Use
Land Area: 6,240 SF +/-
Estimated Age of Structure: NA
Building Style: NA
Number of Stories: 2
Historical Significance: Unknown
Public View of Proposed Work: View from Daniel Street
Unique Features: Former service entry/ area
Neighborhood Association: Downtown Residents

Proposed Work: To restore the original parapet wall and add penthouse units.

C. Other Permits Required:
[ I Board of Adjustment [] Planning Board [] City Council

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista | Gateway [ ] Mid-Block

M Intersection / Corner Lot || Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal [] Accessory [] Significant Demolition
F. Sensitivity of Context:
] Highly Sensitive M sensitive [lLow Sensitivity [ “Back-of-House"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)

HISTORIC
SURVEY
RATING

L] Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

|| Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

[ ] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:
[ ] Consent Agenda (i.e. very small alterations, additions or expansions)

| Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

[] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions) Zoning MO‘F;J ]
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75 CONGRESS STREET - WORK SESSION #F (MINOR PROJECT)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA SUBJECT PROPERTY NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT
Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures 0
Building Building (+/-) (Average) (Average) 3
No. E q c
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) z =™ 8
L. 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) O oo
é 2| Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ I_\;TdAkr]eo) O S 20
3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio
4 Building Heighf — Zoning (Feet) MI N O R P ROJ ECT Ll g g 8 %
e Trombororsiors - omeeteel - REPLACE PARAPET, ADD PENTHOUSE UNITS AND ROOR APPURTENANCESONLY - | 22 = .. 2 S
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) O o 5 =
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT HDC COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O O < f—} =
E 8 Scale (i.e. hgight volume, goveroge...) 0 Appropr?o’re O Inoppropr?o’re l: B 8 2 []
= 9 qucemer.'nt (i.e. setbacks, ollgnmenf...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate ~ O "g
O! 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) O Appropriate [0 Inappropriate < E @) 5 ©
Ol 11 | Architectural Style (i.e. traditional - modem) | Appropriate (1 Inappropriate : 9 = o o
9 12 Roofs [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate Q w (@)
v 13 | Style and Slope | Appropriate [l Inappropriate el U E 8 ..UQ;
g 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) [l Appropriate [l Inappropriate < E 7, 2— DO_
15 | Roof Materials U Appropriate [ Inappropriate )
g 16 | Cornice Line 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate > 9 ‘Iﬁ O O
17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts . Appropriate T Inappropriate Ll 9«
(Z) ﬁ 18 | Walls | Appropriate [ Inappropriate =l ) 8 o]
= | = 19 | Siding/Material U Appropriate [ Inappropriate >- I Z = %
A= p— . : . — o 2
%] g 2(1) ErOJechozsv(\ll.'eaboys, balconies...) Eﬁooroor!ole t :HODDFODF!OIG o — 8 8 _E
oors and Windows ppropriate [ Inappropriate
E ; 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate ﬁ g w < 8
(o) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate & NI ]
QO | 8| 24 | Window Shutters / Hardware [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate D. I~ >_ ..
5 (ZD 25 | Awnings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O 8 E g
~ | &l 26 | Doors [1 Appropriate (] Inappropriate TN
E g‘ 27 Porches and Balconies [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate z o. 6
| 2 23 Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n_ O O
(a 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E a
O 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) " Appropriate T Inappropriate
o 31 Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
9 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
(2] 33 | Decks 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
I 34 Garages (i.e. doors, placement...) [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
> 35 Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street trees...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
w| 38 | Driveways (i..location, material, screening...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate

H. Purpose and Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District:
2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

. Review Criteria / Findings of Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

[1Yes ] No 4. Maintain the special character of the District:
O Yes[] No 5. Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
OYes No 6. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

[0Yesl] No 3.
OYesD No 4.

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

[JYes[] No
OYes ] No

[JYes

| No

OYes ] No
OYes ] No



Historic District Commission

172 HANOVER STREET
CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Project Address:
Permit Requested:

Meeting Type: WORK SESSION #G
Existing Conditions:
e Zoning District: CD4
Land Use: Commercial
Land Area: 3,204 SF +/-
Estimated Age of Structure: ¢.1930
Building Style: Colonial Revival
Historical Significance: Conftributing
Public View of Proposed Work: View from Hanover and Vaughan Mall
Unigue Features: NA
Neighborhood Association: Downtown

Proposed Work: To demolish solarium and reconstruct entry.

C. Other Permits Required:
|| Board of Adjustment M Planning Board [] City Councill

D. Lot Location:
] Terminal Vista [] Gateway ] Mid-Block

M Intersection / Corner Lot | Rear Lot

E. Existing Building to be Altered/ Demolished:

M Principal [] Accessory ] Demoilition

F. Sensitivity of Context:
] Highly Sensitive M sensitive [ Low Sensitivity [ ] “Back-of-House"

G. Design Approach (for Major Projects):

[ Literal Replication (i.e. 6-16 Congress, Jardiniére Building, 10 Pleasant Street)
| Invention within a Style (i.e., Porter Street Townhouses, 100 Market Street)

| | Abstract Reference (i.e. Portwalk, 51 Isington, 55 Congress Street)

[ ] Intentional Opposition (i.e. Mclntyre Building, Citizen's Bank, Coldwell Banker)

H. Project Type:

(] Minor Project (i.e. small alterations, additions or expansions)
M Moderate Project (i.e. significant additions, alterations or expansions)

"] Major Project (i.e. very large alternations, additions or expansions)
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P. Neighborhood Contexi:
e The building is located along Hanover Street. It is surrounded with many masonry and brick

buildings that are 3-5 story structures with little to no setback from the street.
Q. Staff Comments and/ or Suggestions for Consideration:

The Application is proposing to:
e Remove the solarium (1980s) and restore the main entryway off of the Vaughan Mall.

R.
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172 HANOVER STREET - WORK SESSION #G (MODERATE)

INFO/ EVALUATION CRITERIA

SUBJECT PROPERTY NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT

Project Information Existing Proposed Abutting Structures Surrounding Structures :2 0
Dastlalivn Dasilalivncse 1/ ) [(Aviarnma) [(Aviarnnma) 1 q)
w GENERAL BUILDING INFORMATION (ESTIMATED FROM THE TAX MAPS & ASSESSOR'’S INFO) E '-‘Il c
L 1 Gross Floor Area (SF) M < ™ 8
& 2 Floor Area Ratio (GFA/ Lot Areq) O O (D -
(%] 3 Building Height / Street-Width Ratio Py
4 Building HeighT — Zoning (Feet) MO D E RATE P ROJ ECT LL. 2 -'g %
ilding Height — Street Wall / Cornice (Feet z
PR I : fFeetl — REMOVE SOLARIUM AND RESTORE ENTRYWAY ONLY - = ol © o
7 Building Coverage (% Building on the Lot) Z E °: 5 <
PROJECT REVIEW ELEMENT APPLICANT'S COMMENTS HDC SUGGESTIONS APPROPRIATENESS O 8 2 8_ §
5 8 Scale (i.e. height, volume, coverage...) 0 Appropriate [ Inappropriate _— e & ]
; 9 Placement (i.e. setbacks, alignment...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate — QO © =
oO!| 10 | Massing (i.e. modules, banding, stepbacks...) [l Appropriate [ Inappropriate < E O 2
O n Architectural Style (i.e. fraditional — modern) 0 Appropriate [ Ingppropriate : !7, 8 8 8
%) 12 Roofs [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate = wl > c
ﬁ 13 | Style and Slope [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate — Q o _.8.
g 14 | Roof Projections (i.e. chimneys, vents, dormers...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate < 2 E 8 é
15 | Roof Materials | Appropriate [ Inappropriate a2 N < o
E 16 | Cornice Line | Appropriate [ Inappropriate > (@) E ] UJ
= | W 17 | Eaves, Gutters and Downspouts 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate m !7, >
o) E,:' 18 | Walls [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate E O o
& | B 19 | Siding/Material || Appropriate [ Inappropriate >_ - > ¢ 0
v | «| 20 | Projections (i.e. bays, balconies...) U Appropriate [ Inappropriate = < o £
= 5 21 Doors and Windows L[] Appropriate [ Inappropriate = = I % "é
E Z| 22 | Window Openings and Proportions 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate z O o < ©
(@) g 23 | Window Casing/ Trim | Appropriate [ Inappropriate LLl =N ] O
O | &] 24 | wWindow Shutters / Hardware [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate n_ :2 .. []
5 (29 25 | Awnings ] Appropriate [ Inappropriate [ % t c
= a| 26 | Doors [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate O (@) 5 0
‘|7’ E 27 | Porches and Balconies 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate z Q. o 8
E 28 | Projections (i.e. porch, portico, canopy...) 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate n- O o
3 29 | Landings/ Steps / Stoop / Railings 0 Appropriate [0 Inappropriate E ()
et 30 | Lighting (i.e. wall, post...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
8 31 | Signs (i.e. projecting, wall...) _ Appropriate 1 Inappropriate
'v_) 32 | Mechanicals (i.e. HVAC, generators) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
— 33 Decks [1 Anpranriate [ Inanobronriate
X 34 Garages/ Barns / Sheds (i.e. doors, placement...) [] Appropriate [ Inappropriate
> 35 | Fence / Walls (i.e. materials, type...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
O| 36 | Grading (i.e. ground floor height, street edge...) [ Appropriate [ Inappropriate
E 37 | Landscaping (i.e. gardens, planters, street frees...) [1 Appropriate [ Inappropriate
w| 38 | Driveways (i.e.location, material, screening...) O Appropriate [ Inappropriate
»| 39 | Parking (i.e. location, access, visibility...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate
40 | Accessory Buildings (i.e. sheds, greenhouses...) [ Appropriate [0 Inappropriate

H. Purpose and Intent:
1. Preserve the integrity of the District:

2. Assessment of the Historical Significance:

3. Conservation and enhancement of property values:

L Review Criteria / Findi f Fact:

1. Consistent with special and defining character of surrounding properties:
2. Compatibility of design with surrounding properties:

[1Yes[] No 4. Maintain the special character of the District:
[1Yesll No 5. Complement and enhance the architectural and historic character:
OYesl No 6. Promote the education, pleasure and welfare of the District to the city residents and visitors:

w

[1Yes[l No
[1Yes[l No

Relation to historic and architectural value of existing structure:
Compatibility of innovative technologies with surrounding properties:

&

JYes[l No
JYes[l No

OYesll No
[JYes[] No
OYesl No




