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commissioner, Tom Pietrykowski, commented this is why they are coming before the
board and there are some other points they would like to bring out now so the board is
aware of it so when the changes come up later they will know — thinks there are some
minor changes they want the board to be aware of. In referring to the Historic Ordinance,
G. Jorgensen said it is Section 7 — “Certificate of Appropriateness required and it is under
A, number 3 — and it says “conspicuous change in the exterior appearance of existing
buildings classified as historic by additions, reconstruction, or alteration other than
changes in character” and whether or not it conspicuous is a matter for this board to
decide.” D. Auxier noted if it is a replication, by definition means something that is
identical to what was there before — would not be a conspicuous change in appearance —
now, can understand the board being concerned about whether in fact it is in fact going to
be a replication, the county has indicated their willingness to come back and demonstrate
that it is going to be replication, if that is the route they go. G. Jorgensen said it is not an
issue with this particular application, it’s how it is applied in the future — does not want
someone saying “well, it looks the same to me” and that not be the case — she does not
want that to occur. D. Auxier again stated it is required to be a conspicuous change — one
that is obvious, one that stands out. M. McGee said if they (the applicants) agree to come
back if they have to ... D. Auxier stated it is not an issue tonight. That’s right, per

G. Jorgensen.

L. Wenning asked if the insurance company — the top windows are going to be replaced —
is the insurance company still coming up with the cost of the restoration of the smaller
windows. Mr. Goering stated the insurance company would not pay the difference
between the ... they will pay for replacement but not pay for restoration so they have to
look elsewhere for money, but they will still pay the cost of replacement — have to find
the difference someplace else.

Mr. Creviston said he had some other items — looking at the elevation on page A2 01 just
for a brief second (second to the last page) looking at the south elevations — if you look at
the right hand side you can see the existing brick chimney, at the second floor line they
need to put in a fresh air intake for the boiler — this is a code issue to meet air quality
standards in the building — that will be 24-in. wide by 60-in. high; the exact look — that
will be a public bid situation that could be a lot different depending on the manufacturer;
on the east side of the building — there is an ADA ramp that does not meet current ADA
code, accessibility code, so will be redoing that ramp and the railings on it — the ramp
will get a little bit longer — this ramp is a little too steep and does not have the required
landings at the start of it and at the turning point; the handrails will be — the existing
handrails coming down the stairs on the outside are just threaded pipe handrails in black
and they are proposing to do the same to match the existing handrails on the ramp right
now — just replace those but they will be a little bit longer — will have concrete curbs on it
too that is required by ADA code; the two handrails on the north side of the building,
coming out the door on Main Street, there is a rail that comes up on either side of those
steps — those are also pipe handrails that they will replace — one side possibly — will leave
it up to the contractor but one was bent during the fire — the same thing on the west side,
there is one that comes right up to the entry, it looks like a pretzel now — so will have to
either repair it if they can, straighten it out or cut out the bad section and put in a new
piece of pipe that will be the same pipe to match; they are going to paint the exterior of
the building — the paint that is up there now is just basically a white primer — the paint
will be the identical colors that was on the building prior to the fire, the day of the fire —
had those color samples if anybody wanted to see them — basically a two tone color —
trim will be painted one color and the horizontal siding, bricks, and gabling were painted
a light color; the other issue and did not have anything here to show the board — there is
no way to do this historically — correct code requires any exit out of a building to have an
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emergency light that lights up the stairs that is in a stairway and every one of these
entrances has stairs — has to be immediately adjacent to the exit, would be a battery
backup system so would only come on in the case of an emergency, they would light up
at night if there is a power failure, will see them all the time — there are a bunch of
manufactures that make different looking ones and until they bid it — will try to compare
apples for apples, but until they bid it and specify a couple of them, they don’t know what
it will look like, but it is required by code. Mr. Creviston said the final one is the cupola
— looking at the exterior elevations on the plans, the cupola has been ordered and this
cupola, the commissioners decided — think they all decided that they want this cupola to
be a little more maintenance free — this cupola is entirely made out of aluminum — the
aluminum framing system on the interior of this and all outside of this will be aluminum,
the louvers are aluminum, and one of the things they decided early on after consultation
with historic preservationists is that they would eliminate ... there were four windows at
the bottom (pointed out the four windows) the choice was to eliminate those windows
since they were not original to the building from the 1869 photos that they have — they
have eliminated that and because it is aluminum, just wanted to mention that he has been
working closely with the successful bidder on this, the cupola, and they’ve done a little
over 4,000 installations of cupolas all around the world actually and of all the firms he
checked out, he thought they were lucky to get them because they are the best — there are
still some things that they cannot replicate in aluminum that you can do in wood — the
changes will be very subtle, they will not be identical, but it will look predominately just
like this cupola here; they came and got a couple of pieces that were salvaged from the
fire, he measured every single salvaged piece that he could find, and since there wasn’t a
cupola to measure they tried to replicate based on scaling photographs — it was pretty
intricate what they were trying to do to figure out radiuses of wood and things like that to
duplicate this, to replicate this cupola and not having anything to measure — so if
somebody comes along and says that’s six inches shorter than the photograph, it could be
— it could be 6-in. shorter, it could be absolutely perfect. Mr. Goering advised that
Campbellsburg Industries did come up shortly after the fire when the cupola was still on
the courthouse grounds and documented it, measured it, and helped to develop the
specifications and they are the ones that are constructing it — it is scheduled to be installed
the week of October 25 and it will be bought in in two pieces — trucked in — will use
cranes to put it into place. Mr. Goering provided some photographs that he said they just
got last week of it in progress — the top right hand side is actually the weather vane on top
— it a little hard to see because it is obviously horizontal there instead of vertical, but
that’s what they are seeing — then have a section of the dome and a section of the barrel.
Mr. Creviston advised that the dome has not been completed yet, they still have the ribs
to put on it so it looks a lot different right now but it will not ... Mr. Creviston provided
the colors they picked out — explained this is a prefinished, manufactured, baked on finish
that they selected that closely matches “this” which is the paint below on the building —
and then for the dome they selected “this” anodized gold finish — they did want the paint
the same identical color that it was before the fire, but this is close as they could come —
as everyone could see, it is pretty close.

D. Cheatham asked for questions from the board. G. Jorgensen reviewed they are
applying for the windows, and the board is approving the upper windows to be replaced,
and the lower windows to be restored — they (the applicants) are not asking for anything
else right now as they are restoring the windows — just replacement of the upper
windows, not doing anything with the handrails as applicants are just replacing like for
like so the board ... and the addition she said she did want to mention too that the
National Parks Service, the Midwest regional office who is our State Historic
Preservation office did approve this plan.
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End of Tape 1 — Side A

Tape 1 — Side B — Blank
Utilizing limited notes:

Due to construction limitations, the cupola would be conformed so as to have a flat
appearance rather than a dome. Numerous concerns regarding this.

John Stacier with Historic Madison, Inc. said he would like to give a pat n the back to the
commissioners for doing the best possible — very appreciative but had concerns over the
items that cannot be replicated for the cupola. Mr. Creviston explained that originally the
dome was convex in two directions which now cannot be done but the ribs will pretty
much make the flatter appearance go away and will still have insets. Mr. Goering agreed
with Mr. Stacier, some audience members, and the board members that it should not be
flat — should be rounded. Mr. Creviston will work with the contractor on this issue.

Ultimately, the application was voted on as applied with the exception if the first floor
windows cannot be restored, the applicants will return to this board for review of
replacement windows. Roll call — all ayes. Application approved as applied with the
exception if the first floor windows cannot be restored, the applicants will return to this
board for review of replacement windows.

Business — Old or New:

Audience member, Walt Dubbeld, announced he has purchased the house located at 521
Mulberry Street (see August 23, 2010 HDBR meeting minutes). His immediate plans are
to jack up the house, replace sill plates, new roof, and stabilization. He believes the
house to be solid and have great bones.

G. Jorgensen stated she thought it would be a nice gesture to provide a meeting agenda to
all audience members at each HDBR meeting.

M. McGee announced she has been contacted by a couple of folks who expressed
concerns regarding banner signs that are perhaps staying up longer than the ordinance
allowed time of three (3) months.

D. Cheatham told L. Waller he would get with her tomorrow to set up a time for another
special HDBR meeting.

No further business to be brought before the board.
M. McGee made the motion to adjourn — seconded by L. Wenning

Meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

BY ORDER OF THE CITY OF MADISON HISTORIC DISTRICT BOARD OF REVIEW

;% %/ﬁf . ‘! ! &f’ 74 éZZﬁ #
L Waller, Secretary



