CITY OF MACKINAC ISLAND
AGENDA

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION

Tuesday, July 08, 2025 at 1:00 PM
City Hall — Council Chambers, 7358 Market St., Mackinac Island, Michigan

l. Call to Order
II.  Roll Call
lll. Pledge of Allegiance
IV. Approval of Minutes
a. June 10, 2025
V. Adoption of Agenda
VI. Correspondence
VIl. Committee Reports
VIIl. Staff Report
a. C25-016-046(H) 7279 Main Railing & Gate Replacement
IX. Old Business
a. MD25-067-044(H) Schunk Fence and Railing Replacement

X. New Business

a. MD25-067-049(H) Schunk Roof

b.  MD25-067-050(H) Schunk Fence Replacement

c. MD25-069-054(H) Doud Change of Use and Alteration for Home to Hotel
d.  HB25-092-056(H) Mackinac Cycle Doors and Awning

e. (C25-024-019-057(H) MIPD Security Cameras

XI. Public Comment

XIll.  Adjournment
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MINUTES

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION

Tuesday, June 10, 2025 at 1:00 PM
City Hall — Council Chambers, 7358 Market St., Mackinac Island, Michigan

VI.

VII.

Call to Order
Chairman Finkel called the meeting to order at 1:00 PM.
Roll Call

PRESENT

Lee Finkel

Lorna Straus
Nancy Porter
Peter Olson
Shannon Schueller
Lindsey White
Rick Linn

Staff: David Lipovsky, Dennis Dombroski, Erin Evashevski, Richard Neumann
Pledge of Allegiance

Adoption of Agenda

Motion to approve as written.

Motion made by Olson, Seconded by Finkel.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

Approval of Minutes
a. May 13, 2025

Motion to approve as amended. Amendments are to add Chair name in "Call to
Order" and clarifying "back side of dock" under "Shepler's Dock Traffic Flow
Equipment”

Motion made by Straus, Seconded by Porter.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

Correspondence
None.
Committee Reports

None.
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VIIl. Staff Report
a. Job Status Report

Finkel stated the additions to Gatehouse marked "not been started"”, have been done.
Motion to place on file.

Motion made by Straus, Seconded by Porter.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

b. MD25-030-038(H) Window Casing Replacement
Lipovsky stated this was for like for like repairs. Motion to approve the Staff Report.

Motion made by Porter, Seconded by Schueller.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

IX. Old Business
a. MD23-011-072(H) Lenox Handrail Amendment

Lipovsky stated this is a new code compliant white painted metal handrail to blend in
with the building. Neumann did a favorable review. Motion to approve.

Motion made by Porter, Seconded by Straus.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

X. New Business
a. C25-027-039(H) Trayser Big Store Flat Roof

Lipovsky stated the roof was leaking in numerous areas. This became a health and
safety issue. The roof was replaced with a commercial grade rubber roof. Same color
but different material. Neumann gave a favorable review. Dombroski stated normally
this would come to the table but due to the safety issue leaking over the electric
panel, they deemed it needed to get done sooner rather than later. Straus wants it
on the record that yes we follow rules carefully but on occasion there are times that
rules need to be bent a little. This is what we count on Dombroski and Lipovsky to
do. Motion to approve.

Motion made by Porter, Seconded by Straus.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

b. CD25-027-041(H) Trivisonno Barn Porch Board Replacement

Lee Sauvageau summarized the project as replacing the front and rear porch boards
on the deck on upstairs. The wood was not holding paint, rotting, and not safe to
walk on. The applicant would like to use a composite material and paint. Schueller
asked if boards are the same size. Sauvageau said a 1/4" larger. Motion to approve.

Historic District Commission June 10, 2025
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Motion made by Schueller, Seconded by Olson.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

Straus commented that it is helpful when we are told exact dimensions. We have to
be careful that what the applicant says and what we approve are identical. Straus
would like the application to be specific.

c. R325-017-042(H) Mackinac Island Bible Church Porch and Steps

The applicant spoke to Pereny and he has agreed to use the material suggested by
Neumann which is Azek tongue and groove. Motion to approve contingent on tongue
and groove composite material, as recommended by Neumann, be used.

Motion made by Olson, Seconded by White.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

d. MD25-067-044(H) Schunk Fence and Railing Replacement

Lindsey Shunk stated they want to replace the fence and 2nd story balcony. Material
is the same. The new style will be straight. They would like to remove the trellis.
Neumann did a favorable review on the fence. Lipovsky stated the new rail system
will meet current code and does meet the Standards for Review. Olson noted that the
railing is not part of the review. Neumann feels the railing is a historic detail that
matches something on the front of house but didn't have enough information to make
a call on the railing. Motion to approve the fence replacement and addition and table
the house railing for further information to then be reviewed. Olson would like to
separate the two items. Evashevski stated she believes the Motion on the table
accomplishes that. Straus stated the scalloping is significant to the fence on the
house and has been that way a long time. Schueller stated the fence is 38 years old.
Olson withdrew his motion. Motion to split the discussion into two pieces; the fence
and the porch railing.

Motion made by Olson, Seconded by Finkel.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

Motion by Olson, second by Finkel to approve the fence as presented by the
applicant. Neumann gave a favorable review. Further discussion before the vote
revealed that the Commission members felt strongly that the scalloped design should
remain. Removing the scallop would be a departure from what is there. Schunk
stated they wanted something a little shorter. They wanted a center gate instead of
the trellis. They picked the style from another house in the historic district. Finkel
asked if they would consider keeping the scallop design. Schunk stated she would
rather not. Straus stated the proposed is more than a "little bit" of change. Porter
stated she doesn't think we can force them to do the scallops. Neumann did do a
favorable review. It was noted that the Commission members opinion is subjective
and not historical. Linn asked how much it would cost to repair while this is debated.
Schunk did not know. Several pieces were broken off in the ice storm. Roll call vote:
Ayes: White, Porter. Nays: Finkel, Straus, Schueller, Olson, Linn. Motion fails. Motion
by Straus, second by Olson to table the railing for further information. Neumann

Historic District Commission June 10, 2025
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wants more comprehensive photos that show where it is and shots around the house
showing how it fits with other railings around the house. Neumann stated that a layer
of plexiglass could be installed on the inside to meet code. Roll call vote: Ayes:
Finkel, White, Porter, Straus, Schueller, Olson, Linn. All in favor. Motion carries.

e. RS25-046-045(H) Gilmer Shed

Tamara Burns stated the Gilmers would like some storage space on their lot. The lot
is quite small so they found a spot on the building with no windows to attach a 9'x12"
shed. The same materials as the house would be used. Schueller asked if there is
anything there now. Burns stated no and she thought there was a trellis against the
house. Straus asked if it will be more visible from the street. Burns stated no. The
owners would like to use the shed for storage of snowmobiles, ladders, etc.
Neumann gave a favorable review. It fits in well and there is a wall it can fit in to
without altering the resource. Motion to approve.

Motion made by Porter, Seconded by Olson.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

Xl.  Public Comment
None
Xll.  Adjournment
Motion to adjourn at 2:07 PM.

Motion made by Porter, Seconded by Finkel.
Voting Yea: Finkel, Straus, Porter, Olson, Schueller, White, Linn

Straus acknowledged the two new HDC members; Rick Linn and Lindsey White.

Lee Finkel, Chairman Katie Pereny, Secretary

Historic District Commission June 10, 2025




GENERAL APPLICATION FOR WORK LOCATED WITHIN A HISTQRIC DISTRICT

0 Minor Work ( Complete Section A and refer to General Directions) Section VIIl, ltema.
0 New Construction (Complete Szction B and refer to General Directions and Item By
O Demolition (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item C)

‘Application Deadline: Application and materials must be completed and submitted by 4:00 p.m. ten (10)
,4‘ siness days before each Commission Meeting. Iate applications will be placed on the agenda for the
f(} lowing month. Decision:by the. Commission will not necessarily occur at the meeting at which the

JUN - 2 2025 ‘ lication materials are first received, . . R

Ul
s
FOER OPERTY LOCATION: 7327 D Hain S 05 Liio_Q&_@

. o'(Number)  (Street): (Property Tax ID #)

PROPERTY OWNER - . '

Name: D3O Qo\”"'\[_, Qf(f\ Email Address:
st

Address: rb eCL‘SA' Vl’lﬂ} a <Rﬂ &Q‘(D:F" ;—r bdﬁ%
(Street) (City) | (State) (Zip)
Telephone: % 0 5 532 5 YD :)ZLP
(Home) (Business) (Fax)

APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR V

Name: d tM (Cg@,\/\ﬁ/ Email Address: LOQ{\‘S ‘*US [ ;Da @ ah@
ess: ’a | 7 oy e

Addr (Strg Z_¢ '?éity) / a Wﬁ@_‘h

\
Telephone: 70 é) ‘{)[ ,?O %9

(Home) (Busingss) (Fax)

Attacﬁ a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used.
;/2 Attach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including fagade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Official or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work.

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work
which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief; and that the property where work will be undertaken has,
ef:gré'{ € proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
i ts of e Stille-DeRossett-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.153]

Z/,ér / sonarreClle No 0257 o/6, . g (g
_Bignature Signat-ure. .',
2 n WM Orearr, Exhibit_A

Please Print Name [B]atemm Name é B

NOTE: All photos, drawings and physical samples, etc.,gelcgn%l§c-pmpuﬁ--e¥-ﬂw Heity-of Mackinactsland. These
may be returned to the applicant upon request after they are no longer needed by the Commission/City.

RETURN THIS FORM AND SUPPORTING MATERIALS TO:
MACKINAC ISLAND BUILDING OFFICIAL
7358 MARKET STREET, MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757
PHONE: (906) 847-4035

File Number: 25 - MM); Date Received: (- 3 t_S__:_ Fee: 7 28 — N
Received By: _ Work Completed Date:

U— 6
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GENERAL APPLICATION FOR WORK LOCATED WITHIN A HISTORIC DISTRICT

Section IX, Itema.

Minor Work ( Complete Section A and refer to General Directions)
New Construction (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item B)
O Demolition (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item C)

Application Deadline: Application and materials must be completed and submitted by 4:00 p.m: ten (10)
business days before each Commission Meeting. Late applications will be placed on the agendd for the
following month. Decision by the Commission will not necessarily occur at the meeting at which dhe
application materials are first received.

|
r .
A) MINOR WORK i - M

PROPERTY LocaTioN: [ 'Y N\(lx\(\ S+ : 08/ 575 067-00
(Number)  (Street) (Property Tax ID #)

PROPERTY OWNER

Name:  ANES € SN Email Address:_Scawnlc - \ndSey @Cgmg-«_, - o
Address: ~ | | WJ W\QrLV\ S_b _(Y\Oﬂa.:(yw \M A L—[al—l 67

(Street) (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone: O] § a- od!- lo o ’

(Home) (Business) (Fax)
APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR
Name: \ /L o ~ Email Address:
Address: -

(Street) (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone: -

(Home) (Business) (Fax)

)dAttach a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used.
Attach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including fagade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Official or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work,

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work
which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief; and that the property where work will be undertaken has,
or will have before the proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
requilrements of the Stille-DeRossett-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531

%/SIGNATURES

Signature

Lind seq Sehuwndc File No. Mbas ol 1~ O44 (&)

Please Print Name mame_ EXthlt IAV

2125

NOTE: All photos, drawings and physical samples, etc., become the property of the HDCP ta o?’v‘hrknm. tstand: 1@ —_—

may be returned to the applicant upon request after they are no longer needed by the Comxwlﬂlé(?éy i ; ( )

RETURN THIS FORM AND SUPPORTING MATERIALS TO:

MACKINAC ISLAND BUILDING OFFICIAL
7358 MARKET STREET, MACKINAC ISLAND, M1 49757

14
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N
Corner Cottage hr‘j‘
|

Una s, 0l 044 (4 7714 LakeShore Bivd ; h :r
2 Picket Fence Replacement ‘ '

5. ;'7?0?5’ Steve and Lindsey Schunk
K

Request to replace existing picket fencing around house and to install
fencing around grassy area at the water side to provide privacy.

Removal of: All current picket fencing around side and front of house
including 2 trellis walk-through gates in front

NEW FENCING:
Dog ear, wood picket fence
Painted white
Dimensions:
10 ft wide premade panels
3.5”x3.5” wooden posts
36” high boards
4”-5” clearance under for weed whipping

Gates/Entrances:
1. One centered opening at front of house, two 5’ gates opening

into the yard to create a 10’ gate opening centered with the front
porch steps leading to house
2. 20ft of removable fencing at Market Street side for dray

clearance
3. One centered gate on water side, 5’ swinging inward to water

Please see attachments for exact measurement, scope of work, and
new fencing style/design
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Corner Cottage
Renovation

/1L

SITE CONTEXT - VIEW 1 KEY PLAN

File No.HD35 Ol 7. QLLD%V
| Exnibit_ D

Planning Commission
and

SITE CONTEXT - VIEW 2

ki

PHOTOGRAPHIC SITE CONTEXT

NO SCALE

Cantext

4/21/2023

Historic District Commission

Metoric preservati
SommuniiEh by design

SCALE: As Noted




¥ M3IIA - IXIINOD 3LIS

JVIS ON

1X31NOO LIS JIHdYY90LOHd

hiztori |
ke A by design

Planning Comimission
and
Historic District Commission

€ MIIA - 1X2INOD ALIS

NVId A3

£ M3IA

Section IX, Itema.

Corner Cottage
Renovation

SCALE: As Noted

4/21/2023
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The Corner Cottage - Froposed Side Fence




<
£
o)
=
X
c
kel
=1
©
o
n

”______.m__:

-;-F.III,J.

The Corner Cottage - Proposed Front Fence




Section IX, Itema.

e . mpniRRetEE

D25 0671 DAL il
2 Corner Cottage i)
_\{" ) 7714 LakeShore Bivd | )
275 Second Story Railing Replacement | - }4 !

1 r———

Steve and Lindsey Schunk

Request to replace existing balcony railing on second story porch due
to rot, deterioration, and safety concerns. We would like something
safer and more closed in for our children.

Removal of: All current second story balcony railing as pictured in
attachments

NEW Railing:

Basic wood railing

Painted white

Dimensions:
40” high (as current) including small gap at bottom
4-6x6 posts
103” of rail width, 2-112” sections of rail length wise

Please see attachments for exact measurements and new fencing
style/design.
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vx@dm,uf.\ Existing Second Floor Porch
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Proposed NEW Second Floor Porch Railing
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The Corner Cottage - Proposed Second Floor Porch Ralling




\_;i ‘\‘- '-‘5__'_|
ortas

557

Porch Railings

Section IX, Itema.

24




]

P
Wiy
rrite}

-0

..
[

=1 -
=

i
/
st

i

_'\-

PR
el
g
i
e
4

T

e e 3

ke
Ty

Section IX, Itema.

File NO. Mpgs Qb1 nL}q(ﬂE
Exhibit_ @

nitials___ )

25




Section IX, Itema.

26




ichard
Neumann
Architect

AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

6 June 2025

Katie Pereny, Secretary
Historic District Commission
City of Mackinac Island

P.O. Box 455

Mackinac Island, Ml 49757

Re: SCHUNK COTTAGE FENCE REPLACEMENT & ADDITION
Design Review

Dear Ms. Pereny:

Section X, Itema.

| have reviewed the proposed fence replacement and addition project at the Schunk Cottage in

the West End Historic District.

Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

RICHARD NEUMANN ARCHITECT

"WW

Rick Neumann

C. Lindsey Schunk, Owner and Applicant
Dennis Dombroski, City of Mackinac Island
David Lipovsky, City of Mackinac Island
Erin Evashevski, Evashevski Law Office

27
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ichard
Neumann
Architect

AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

6 June 2025
DESIGN REVIEW

SCHUNK COTTAGE FENCE REPLACEMENT & ADDITION
7714 Main Street

West End Historic District
City of Mackinac Island, Michigan

INTRODUCTION

This design review is for the replacement and addition of fences at the Schunk / Corner
Cottage, 7714 Main Street, in the West End Historic District. The building is a Contributing
structure in the historic district. The Applicant proposes to replace the existing wood picket
fences along Main Street and Market Street with new wood picket fences, and install a new
portion having a gate across Main Street along the lake. A removable section for cart passage
would be built along Market Street. The new fences would appear generally similar to the
existing, with 36 inch tall pointed boards painted white. There would be some differences,
including elimination of the two overhead trellis gates, with consolidation of the entry to a
single pair of gates centered on the front walk. Also the curving wave-edge top would be
eliminated in favor of a level top edge.

A requested balcony railing replacement on the house is not included in this Design Review.

This design review is based on City Code Sec. 10-161 “Design Review Standards and Guide-
lines”, of Article V. “Historic District”, of the City of Mackinac Island Ordinance No. 443, adopted
October 21, 2009. The review standards are those of the Department of the Interior entitled
“The United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation” and “Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”, as set forth in 36 CFR, part 67, as well as the factors set forth
in City Code Sec. 10-161(b).

Materials submitted for Review consist of a Scope of Work description and photographs of the
existing conditions, dated 27 May 2025.

REVIEW

Of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards, and the Standards Under Sec. 10-161(b), the
applicable Standards for review are the following:

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

28
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Schunk Cottage Fence Replacement Design Review
6 June 2025
Page 2

The character of the property would be retained and preserved. No historic materials or
alteration of features and spaces would occur.

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

The exterior alteration (replacement) of the existing fences would not destroy materials that
characterize the property, and are compatible with the massing, size and architectural features

of the property.
Standards Under Code Sec. 10-161(b)
In reviewing applications, the Commission shall also consider all of the following:

(1) - “The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship to
the historic value of the surrounding area.”

The architectural value of the building and yard, and their relationship to the historic value of the
surrounding historic district would be maintained.

(2) - “The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource
and to the surrounding area.”

The new fences would maintain their relationships with the house and yards.

(3) - “The general compatibility of the design, arrangement, texture and materials proposed to
be used.”

The replacement white painted wood picket fences would be, compatible with the design,
arrangement, and materials of the building. In saying this, It should be noted that as shown in
the submitted photo of the “Proposed New Style”, the alignment of fence panels relative to posts
is different than what exists now, in that the public sides of posts are not behind the plane of the
fence panels, but stand proud of the picket line, resulting in a less traditional fence character.

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

The existing aesthetic value of the fences would continue to blend with the character of the
house and yard.

29




Schunk Cottage Fence Replacement Design Review
6 June 2025
Page 3

CONCLUSION

Section X, Itema.

The proposed replacement of wood picket fences, along with the proposed new section across

Main Street, at the Schunk Cottage, 7714 Main Street, meet the Standards for review.

END OF REVIEW
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2335
0 Corner Cottage
—_— 7714 LakeShore Bivd

Front Porch and Second Story Railing Replace

Section IX, Itema.

Steve and Lindsey Schunk

Request to replace existing balcony railing on second story porch and
existing front porch railing due to rot, deterioration, and safety
concerns. We would like something safer and more closed in for our
children.

Removal of: All current second story balcony railing and all front
porch railing as pictured in attachments (Estimated install 19857)

NEW Balcony Railing:
To match the proposed new fencing style surrounding the house
Basic wood railing with square spindles
Painted white
Dimensions:
40” high (as current) including small gap at bottom
4-6x6 posts
103” of rail width, 2-112” sections of rail length wise

NEW Front Porch Barrier:
Removable/seasonal flower boxes around perimeter of the front
porch, mimicking the style prior to 1985 (see photos) and
mimicking the style also currently on Grand Hotel front porch. 3
Boxes per rail section
Box Dimensions:
40" Wx24”Hx12-14” D

Please see attachments for exact measurements and new style/
design.
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Exhibit 4
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initials___ KR
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Proposed NEW Second Floor Porch Railing
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The Corner Cottage - Proposed Second Floor Porch Railing
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GENERAL APPLICATION FOR WORK LOCATED WITHIN A HISTORIEP| <.cion x rema

EWU—W =
"ﬁ Minor Work ( Complete Section A and refer to General Directions) D l E

0 New Construction (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item B)
0 Demolition (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item C)

|

Application Deadline: Application and materials must be completed and submitted by 4:00 p.m. ten (10 ) E

business days before each Commission Meeting. Late applications will be placed on the ag
following month. Decision by the Commission will not necessarily occur at the meeting at which the
application materials are first received.

A) MINOR WORK | CCO(W CDHW\
PROPERTY LOCATION: _77]4 MW{] %‘f 05/. 575 .07 00

(Number)  (Street) (Property Tax ID #)

PROPERTY OWNER

Name: L_;/](;'SCL:J SCHMK Email Address: :k] un k “gésgf’( é 8{[@ /,CC(}’)

Address: [ /| d  maun S Vatemac  [Sand Ml Y757

(Street) ~ (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone: Q €4- MRI' &(//0 ' _
(Home) (Business)

File No. ADoK, . LT OA(E)
APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR Exhibit A

»;‘ AW
Name: ,Aﬂﬂ /) Q}{\&M bmd RDD Email Address: Date (p2r-25
Address: (\J(\ %OW Initials_ MUQP

(Street) (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone: 3 6 l - Jdl- %59\
(Home) " (Business) (Fax)

7( Attach a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used.
%Attach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including fagade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Official or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work.

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work
which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief; and that the property where work will be undertaken has,

or will have before the proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
requirements of the Stille-DeRossett-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531

WJC/ SIGNATURES

Signature

Signature

L
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File No. 025 0L™1- 044G+ ) Corner Cottage ]

11
|
|
|

(!

)

=/ |

Exhibit & 7714 LakeShore Blvd i ]
Asphalt Shingle Installation g‘

K |

t
I

Date_ (2325
Initials___ KX steve and Lindsey Schunk

Request to remove deteriorating cedar shake roof and replace with
low profile asphalt shingles.

Major leaking in kennel house occurred during last storm on 6/21/25.
Currently using a tarp over the top of the kennel house to keep water
out (see photo).

Removal of: All current cedar shake shingles on both main Corner
Cottage house and back building (kennel house).

NEW ROOFING:
Low Profile Residential
Landmark: Colonial Slate UL 2218

Please see attachments for photos of current roof condition, new
proposed new style
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Section X, ltema.

ichard
Neumann
Architect

AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

7 July 2025

Katie Pereny, Secretary
Historic District Commission
City of Mackinac Island

P.O. Box 455

Mackinac Island, Ml 49757

Re: SCHUNK COTTAGE ROOF REPLACEMENT
Design Review

Dear Ms. Pereny:

| have reviewed the proposed roofing replacement project at the Schunk Cottage in the West
End Historic District.

Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

RICHARD NEUMANN ARCHITECT
Rick Neumann

C. Lindsey Schunk, Owner and Applicant
Dennis Dombroski, City of Mackinac Island
David Lipovsky, City of Mackinac Island
Erin Evashevski, Evashevski Law Office
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ichard
Neumann
Architect

A610 Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

7 July 2025

DESIGN REVIEW

SCHUNK COTTAGE ROOF REPLACEMENT
7714 Main Street

West End Historic District
City of Mackinac Island, Michigan

INTRODUCTION

The project is the replacement of roofing on the Schunk / Corner Cottage, 7714 Main Street, in
the West End Historic District. The building is a Contributing structure in the historic district.
The project would replace the existing wood shingle roofing on the residence and on the
kennel house outbuilding with architectural asphalt shingle roofing.

This design review is based on City Code Sec. 10-161 “Design Review Standards and Guide-
lines”, of Article V. “Historic District”, of the City of Mackinac Island Ordinance No. 443, adopted
October 21, 2009. The review standards are those of the Department of the Interior entitled
“The United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation” and “Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”, as set forth in 36 CFR, part 67, as well as the factors set forth
in City Code Sec. 10-161(b).

Materials submitted for Review consist of a Scope of Work description and photographs of the
existing conditions, dated 23 June 2025.

BEVIEW

Of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, and the Standards Under Sec. 10-161(b), the
applicable Standards for review are the following:

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

The character of the property would be retained and preserved. No historic materials or
alteration of features and spaces would occur. While wood shingle roofing is most appropriate
historically for a house of this vintage, architectural asphalt shingles reasonably duplicate the
appearance of a wood shingle roof, and have been approved previously by the HDC for
replacement roofing.
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Section X, ltema.

Schunk Cottage Roof Replacement Design Review
6 June 2025
Page 2

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

The exterior alteration (replacement) of the existing roofing would not destroy materials that
characterize the property, and are compatible with the massing, size and architectural features
of the property.

Standards Under Code Sec. 10-161(b)
In reviewing applications, the Commission shall also consider all of the following:

(1) - “The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship to
the historic value of the surrounding area.”

The architectural value of the buildings and their relationship to the historic value of the
surrounding historic district would be maintained.

(2) - “The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource
and to the surrounding area.”

New layered asphalt shingle roofing would maintain an appropriate relationship to both the
house and the outbuilding.

(3) - “The general compatibility of the design, arrangement, texture and materials proposed to
be used.”

The replacement roofing would be compatible with the design, arrangement, and materials of
the buildings. 4

(4) - “Other factors, such as aesthetic value, that the Commission finds relevant.”
The existing aesthetic value of the buildings would be maintained
CONCLUSION

The proposed replacement of wood shingle roofing with architectural asphalt shingle roofing at
the Schunk Cottage and outbuilding, 7714 Main Street, meets the Standards for review.

END OF REVIEW
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GENERAL APPLICATION FOR WORK LOCATED WITHIN A HISTORIC D1 Section X, Itemb.

%) Minor Work ( Complete Section A and refer to General Directions) :
=

O New Construction (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Itejn )E @ E ﬂ

0 Demolition (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item C) ,

Application Deadline: Application and materials must be completed and submitted by 4:00 p.m. tén(10)
business days before each Commission Meeting. Late applications will be placed oﬁi"“tﬁébgenda for the
following month. Decision by the Commission will not necessarily occur at the meeting at which the )Ag
application materials are first received.

A) MINOR WORK (W(\MW

PROPERTY LOCATION: 77 “’) ma/w\ B+ g O?’) 5/ S75 OL7-00
(Number)  (Street) (Property Tax ID #)

PROPERTY OWNER

Name: l_iﬂﬁub% SMWMO Email Address: Chnun I . U(\AJ,U} @/8]’{”04 ( Qm
Address: /[ (’/ N\ﬂm Y\afiesnac (&PW W” qq 767

(Street) (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone: 5} K/O/ “ U.;[ - bqo J

(Home) (Business) (Fax)
APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR
Name: (UU/LKHUW]/I Email Addrdsdle NO. MD3S . O ) 0S50 H\_
Address: EXhibit—&——-— —

(Street) (City) Date_(p2y-p=(State)  (Zip)
Telephone: Initials ¥ p e

(Home) (Business) - (Fax)

H_EL Attach a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used.
EAttach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including fagade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Official or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work.

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work
which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief; and that the property where work will be undertaken has,
or will have before the proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
requirements of the Stille-DeRossett-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531

| { ﬂwg %4 : ;ﬂ,{ M‘rzfcé’  SIGNATURES
Signature

Signature

Lndser Seupll 4
MPlias3 E’jnf@a@aj 050 CH\ (s ;gl plgﬁn’m Namea b /OU -




IR = @[ Section X, Itemb.
D I

File No._MDA5~ 01, 7)- 0504(;_{:) Corner Cottage L [ M(

o 7714 LakeShore Blvd
Exhlbtt__ = = Picket Fence Replacement MY
Date_ b 2% 25 |
Initials & Steve and Lindsey Schunk

Request to replace existing picket fencing around house and to install
fencing around grassy area at the water side to provide privacy.

Removal of: All current scalloped picket fencing around side and front
of house including 2 trellis walk-through gates in front

NEW FENCING:

Straight Across

Pyramid top pickets (Replicating the older style from pre-1985) (See
attached photos)

Painted white

Dimensions:
10 ft wide premade panels
3.5”x3.5” wooden posts
36” high pickets
4”-5” clearance under for weed whipping

Gates/Entrances:
1. One centered opening at front of house, two 5’ gates opening
into the yard to create a 10’ gate opening centered with the front
porch steps leading to house
2. 20ft of removable fencing at Market Street side for dray
clearance and potential driveway in the future.
3. One centered gate on water side, 5’ swinging inward to water

Please see attachments for exact measurement, scope of work, and
new fencing style/design
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The Corner Cottage - Proposed Side Fence
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SITE CONTEXT - VIEW 3
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Richard
Neumann
Architect

AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

7 July 2025

Katie Pereny, Secretary
Historic District Commission
City of Mackinac Island

P.O. Box 455

Mackinac Island, M| 49757

Re:

SCHUNK COTTAGE FENCE REPLACEMENT & ADDITION
Design Review

Dear Ms. Pereny:

I have reviewed the proposed fence replacement and addition project at the Schunk Cottage in

the West End Historic District.

Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

RICHARD NEUMANN ARCHITECT

Rick Neumann

o

Lindsey Schunk, Owner and Applicant
Dennis Dombroski. City of Mackinac Island
David Lipovsky, City of Mackinac Isiand
Erin Evashevski, Evashevski Law QOffice

Section X, ltemb.
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ichard
Neumann
Architect

Amo Grand Avenue. Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

7 July 2025

SCHUNK COTTAGE FENCE REPLACEMENT & ADDITION
7714 Main Street

West End Historic District
City of Mackinac Isiand, Michigan

INTRODUCTION

This design review is for the replacement and addition of fences at the Schunk / Corner
Cottage, 7714 Main Street, in the West End Historic District. The building is a Contributing
structure in the historic district. The Applicant proposes to replace the existing wood picket
fences along Main Street and Market Street with new wood picket fences. and install a new
portion having a gate across Main Street along the lake. A removable section for cart passage
would be built along Market Street.

The new fences wouid be different than the existing fence, but would match an existing earlier
fence style still on the west side of the property, apparently remaining from the Woodfill era of
ownership. The new fencing would be level along the top (unlike the existing wave-topped
design) with 36 inch tall pointed pickets painted white. Two overhead trellis gates spaced
along Main Street would be eliminated in favor of a single double-wide gate, centered on the
front walk, again, as from an earlier era in the cottage's history.

This design review is based on City Code Sec. 10-161 “Design Review Standards and Guide-
lines”, of Article V. “Historic District”, of the City of Mackinac Island Ordinance No. 443, adopted
October 21, 2002. The review standards are those of the Department of the Interior entitled
“The United States Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation” and “Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”, as set forth in 36 CFR, part 67. as well as the factors set forth
in City Code Sec. 10-161(b).

Materials submitted for Review consist of a Scope of Work description and photographs of
historic and existing conditions, dated 24 June 2025,

BEVIEW

Of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, and the Standards Under Sec. 10-161{b), the
applicable Standards for review are the following
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Section X, ltemb.

Schunk Cottage Fence Replacement Design Review
7 July 2025
Page 2

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

The character of the property would be retained and preserved. No historic materials or
alteration of features and spaces would occur.

Standard 9 - “New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shalf not destroy
historic materials that characlerize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the
old and shall be compatible with the massing, size and architectural features to protect the
Ristoric integrity of the property and ifs environment.”

Replacement of the existing fences would not destroy materials that characterize the property,
and are compatible with the massing, size and architectural features of the property.

Standards Under Code Sec. 10-161(b)
In reviewing applications, the Commission shall also consider all of the following:

(1) - “The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship to
the historic value of the surrounding area.”

The architectural value of the building and yard, and their relationship to the historic value of the
surrounding historic district would be maintained.

(2) - “The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource
and lo the surrounding area.”

The new fences would maintain their relationships with the house and yards.

(3) - “The general compatibility of the design, arrangement. texture and materials proposed fo
be used.”

The replacement white painted weod picket fences would be, compatible with the design,
arrangement, and materials of the building.

(4) - “Other factors, such as aesthetic value, that the Commission finds relevant.”
The aesthetic value of the new fences would blend with the character of the house and yard.

CONCLUSION

The proposed replacement of wood picket fences, along with the proposed new section across
Main Street, at the Schunk Cotlage, 7714 Main Sireet, would meet the Standards for review.
END OF REVIEW
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B) NEW CONSTRUCTION & DEMOLITION OR MOVING OF STRUCTURES ' N E

PROPERTY LOCATION: 1395 Cadb He osl—- 3571 5" . -0

]
(Number)  (Street) (Property Tax ID #) ﬂ
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: L eqa) Deseriplion Tn A#ae t<
(Attach supplement pages as needed) ‘ép
ESTIMATED PROJECT COST: &S Mi\lion, ;

APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR
(Applicant’s interest in the project if not the fee-simple owner): O LINg en _—
Name: AV\,&QV'éJv Dd L‘-@a Email Address: rj& LLQOS‘EC{:) 2882 Q '-’]a-hﬁo < DOM
Address: 1S B 7L Mo Kot S";‘M{,‘CA‘ mas Braac g:S’ wm LL‘}'?S_{
(Street) (City) (State) (le)
Telephone: A3 { 392 (eMs b S
(Home) (Business) (Fax)

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief,

Signaﬁlre: /d 4 M M Date (o -2 3“2%—

PROPERTY OWNER(S) AND ALL PARTIES WITH A CLAIM OF RIGHT IN PROPERTY! This
includes mortgagees, easement holders, and lien holders. You may be asked to provide a title search of
the property and if the estimated is in excess of $250,000 you are required to do so. Attach additional
pages listing the person(s) or entity(ies) with legal interest(s) in the property and the nature of the legal
interest(s).

Name: ﬂ-n_a,ahe..n) D’LJ ___ Email Address: @Mc‘ .é% +C'@ L0 Qb‘ﬁ hao . Qa""‘v
Addtess. ]S B MackF WocKiuae T5, mEYY 257

(Street) (City) r:;te) (Zip)
Telephone: 23| 3 72 (NSt N N
(Home) (Business) (Fax)
The undersigned certify(ies) and represent(s)

1. That he/she, it or they is (are) all of the fee title owner(s) of all of the property involved in the application; and
2. That he/she, it or they has (have) attached a list which identifies all parties with a legal interest in the property at
issue other than the undersigned owner(s) and has (have) identified the nature of each legal interest; and
3. That the answers and statements herein attached and materials provided are in all respects true and correct to the

best of his, her, its or their information, knowledge and belief. The undersigned hereby further certify(ies) and
represent(s) that he/she, it or they has (have) read the foregoing and understand(s) the same.
4. That the property where work will be undertaken has, or will have before the propased project completion date, a
fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the requirements of the Stille-DeRossett-Hale single state

construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531. .
File N-O-_H.Dafi' OLg - D8yl

M l‘w SIGNATURES Exhibit %

Signature Signature
Shep bee Pudved Oau.ﬁ Date_ (p Qﬁ[_;\j\
Please Print Name Pleasc Print Name

d,
Signed and sworn to before me on the«lar o~/ dayof j\Uﬂe — ,Zoj\@i\nals KJ{

Jill A. Chapman Ny Public.
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF MICHIGAN ALK i a o County, Michigan

COUNTY OF Mackinac My commission expires: 1') 3"'\’ J‘Dé‘

My Commission Expires May 24, 2031
Acting in the County of I_\HM_ m&g'

! The decision by the Historic District Commission may be in the form of Restrictions to which such Parties may be
required to agree. (revised 04/17)
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GENERAL APPLICATION FOR WORK LOCATED WITHIN A HISTORIC DISTRICT

Section X, ltemc.

U Minor Work ( Complete Section A and refer to General Directions)
New Construction (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item B)
L Demolition (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item C)

Application Deadline: Application and materials must be completed and submitted by 4:00 p.m. ten (10)
business days before each Commission Meeting. Late applications will be placed on the agenda for the
following month. Decision by the Commission will not necessarily occur at the meeting at which the
application materials are first received.

A) MINOR WORK

PROPERTY LOCATION: OS1=—35715 —Cbq -01
(Number)  (Street) (Property Tax ID #)

PROPERTY OWNER

Name:  Parelnesd Dﬁ\&& Email Address: /‘,aequ”‘-ff\ 288ep) Q %&L@E) « QH™M

Address: T[S 9L MM&A(.Q&}_{M(;_KLWE l&-.-c_g L‘ial'_lj*—(

(Street) (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone: D3V 392D LYS (L

(Home) (Business) (Fax)
APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR
Name: Email Address: -
Address: - o

(Street) (City) (State) (Zip)
Telephone:

(Home) (Business) (Fax)

Attach a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used.

Attach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including facade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Ofticial or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work.

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work
which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief; and that the property where work will be undertaken has,
or will have before the proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
requirements of the Stille-DeRossett-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531

_ SIGNATURES
Signature Signature

Please Print Name Please Print Name

NOTE: All photos, drawings and physical samples, etc., become the property of the HDC/City of Mackinac Island. These
may be returned to the applicant upon request after they are no longer needed by the Commission/City.

RETURN THIS FORM AND SUPPORTING MATERIALS TO:
MACKINAC ISLAND BUILDING OFFICIAL
7358 MARKET STREET, MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757
PHONE: (906) 847-4035

File Number: HM_Q@_(&) Date Received: o q4-25  Fee: 0O ~

Received By: K-RQ.uL,M_ = Work Completed Date:
U
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Section X, ltemc.

File No.upas -ab? 05 (1)

Exhibit
Date

5

.

Om@m VE

u.\:..—.-m o
STORMWATER PLARTTETATO_]

DESIGN CRITFRIA:
10 YEAR 24 HOUR RANFALL = 3,
(SOURCE: MDOT MS4 REPORT)

= (0.28) = 0.011" /hour

INFILTRATION RATE OF SO = 0.2"/hr.
{SOURCE: USDA) = 0.016"/hour x24 hrs. *
67% = 0.25' / storm event

QESIGN STORM VOLUME = 4,335 sf.
(MPERVIOUS x 0.28" = 1,214 cu. ft

APSORPTION AREA OF 10" STRIP AROUND
PERIMETER OF BUILDING + REAR YARD =
5,368 s.i.

STORMWATER ABSORPTION = 5,368 s.f. x
0.25' = 1,342 cu. ft.

STORM YOLUME minus ABSORPTION =
REQUIRED DETENTION;

1,214 cu. .~ 1342 cu ft. = 0 cu. ft. TO
BE DETAINED.

ABSORPTION AREA EXCEEDS STORM VOLUME.
NO STORM DETENTION REQUIRED.

SITE NOTES:

BICYCLE PARKING RACK IS PROVIDED AT

A RATE OF ' PER GUESTROOM +7.

(24 TOTAL, w/ 2 ELECTRIC CHARGING
STATION)

2. TRASH TO BE HELD WITHIN THE
BASEMENT AND TRASH HUTCH & SET
CURBSIDE ON COLLECTION DAYS

3. LIGHTING - NO AREA LIGHTING
PROPOSED. CCACH LIGHTING PROVIDED
AT BUILDING ENTRANCES SHEACED TO
CONFINE LIGHT WITHIN THE SITE.

4. SEE STORMWATER NOTES THIS SHEET

2 ELECTRIC BIKE
CHARGING STATIDONS

E\r JUN 24 opps

64

AT BIKE RACK

ZONING:

TAX LD, §051-575-069-01

LOT "BA PC/ PARI OF LO1 18 BLOCK 5
ASSESSORS PLAT NUMBER 4
TOWNSHIP 40 N, RANGE 3-2W. SECTION 36

DISTRICT: MO MARKET
LOT 16A
OT AREA: 12,6324 sf = 0.29 acres

ALLOWABLE HT: 30', 2§ STORY
ACTUAL HEIGHT: 30, 2} STORY

ALLOWABLE LOT COVERAGE 12,632.4 six35% =

= 4,421 sf
IX. HOUSE-PORCH-RAMP:  +2049 sf
ZXIST WALKS-FENCE: +300 sf
EXIST. RETAIN. WALL: +180 sf
REMOVED TEMS: —156 sf
PROPOSED ADDITION: 1369 sf

PRO. NEW WING & WALK:  +1613 sf
TOTAL IMP.: 4335 f = 34.3%

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
CONVERSION OF RESIDENCE TO
HOTEL USE w/ SOUTHEAST INFILL
ADDITION AND SOUTHERLY ANNEX.

DENSITY:

HOTEL DPERATOR Richard Clements Architect, PLLC

FAMILY RESIDENTIAL USE | 19203 Moy Lace

7 UNITS PLR ACRE 43560 sf /7 = 6223 «f \ _ oo VAT

7x 0.29 ACRES = 2 ALLOWEL, 1 ACTUAL )

12,632 s(-6,223=6,409 sf SITE REMAINING y = = schardlect 2 hvcron 980.370-568

VA ]

EMPLOYEES; 4 / o 7 MAY COTTAGE

NON FAMILY RESIDENTIAL USE “* | - - ADDITION—RENGVATION

REQ'D. SITE AREA: 4x500 =2,000 sf <6,409 s A aw.m_zsh M.m>zc e

; MA A

HOTEL: ‘ g

1 GUESTROOM PER 450 sf OF BUILDING AREA

DEVOTED TG HOTEL USE.

MAIN HOUSE ; -

5191 sq. ft. / 450 = 11 ALLOWED ] —

10 ACTUAL I W rev: for.
ANNEX Cow - -
3993 sq. it / 450 = 7 ALLOWED I ) | i June 23, 2025 | sheat
7 ACTUAL = 5 MK TRM w/ SONGTO — project: 2433
LoD = 11— 18 cLeerooe Trash Elevation o s Trash Plan A1.0
- 147 = ; S an
ACTUAL = 1047 = 17 GUESTROOMS G b T SITE PUAN R




Section X, ltemc.

File No. MOz5.. 0l 095 ()
Exhibit_E_
Date {2425

65

20-10"

! | "
867

26-2%"

B-l0"

a4

SIDE
PORCH

ilgs K

f DEMO EXISTING BASEMENT STAIR HATCH

80"

- 4
_ -PRIOR HDC REQUEST #2:

GLASS
PORCH

|
PANTRY *

TOOL SHED

o DEMO EXISTING SHED
«

PRIOR HDC RECUEST #1:
T DEMO EXISTING LATTICE
7 SCREEN WALLS

!

UpP :

OFFICE

GLASS PORCH

LIVING ROOM DINING ROOM

RAMP TO REMAIN

20-i0"

Richard Clements Architect, PLLC
15265 ey Lave
Ocqueoe, MI4970

sichardiee D323 Mive.con 980-370-3681

g

4+

I7-0" 31"

EX. MAIN FLOORPLAN o &

MAY COTTAGE
RESIDENCE REMODEL

1395 CADOTTE AVE.
MACKINAC ISLAND, MiI 49757

date: May 21, 2025 sheet:

SCALE: 1/4°=1"-0"

project: 2433
X1.1
EXISTING | o
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20-10"

66

" - _@..:#: - 5
I 1 | — s
_L e
= 7
_ X,
[ UP || BEDROOM 4 N
L %
; _ S ROOF -
‘ 1 M
13'-05" ‘ A M
% R CLOSET
; | i ﬁl.l. *
F\ /
...\\
) i .
o b
BEDROOM 1 BEDROOM 3 m,u
| i o™
Richard Clements Architect, PLLC
15213Momy Lare
Qcqueoe, V40758
richadleelZ38live.com 989-370-3681
BEDROOM 2 | MAY COTTAGE
X RESIDENCE REMODEL
5 1395 CADOTIE AVE.
S MACKINAC ISLAND, Mi 49757
O
T I |
I7-0" t_ 131" !
mx. N:Q mroom U_|>Z J H_.ms. May 21, Ncnnm sheet:
SCALE: 1/4"=1"-0" — e X1.2
EXISTING | i
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|0-10"

J= +
_I = = 0 e f h ._
| I _
: |
m |
SITTING ROOM | &~
= ! _ ©
=l
. 26 IUM — "
___________________ i~ ¥ |
——— e e ———— =
|
_ —r 4 .
~| CLOSET
1 \\ fﬁﬂ 5 =
[—— 2
— ; [
T
J ) Richard Clements ?ﬁr:m? PLILC
1523 Mery Lane
_ Ooqueoe, M1 49799
_ _ dchadlee3T@livecon 980-370-3681
b BEDROOM 6 " __ 1 MAY COTTAGE
~ ~ -~ RESIDENCE REMODEL
........ N s
1395 CADOTTE AVE.
MACKINAC ISLAND, M| 49757
]
131" ]
FLOORPLAN o 4 g [=wwms [
. =M e gt
=1'-0 = X1.3
EXISTING R
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20-10"

=l
263}

62"

HDC REQUEST #3:

1] UP BASEMENT

2x8 JOISTS

— 1&'-4"

e

ITMM

CRAWL SPACE

CRAWL SPACE

&3

2x8 JOISTS

- i

/_u BASEMENT

2x8 JOISTS

—=

BASEMENT

2x8 JOISTS
ke 3

201"

EX. BASEMENT PLAN

-

DEMO EXISTING BASEMENT STAIR HATCH
RESTORE SIDING BEHIND HATCH
RESTORE LAWN BELOW

NOTE:

BASEMENT EGRESS WINDOW TO BE
ADDED IN THE FUTURE BEFORE
BUILDING IS RE—OCCUPIED

20'-10

Richard Clements .?ar:mﬁ_ PLLC
5903 Merry Lane
Oequeos, G750

richardleel323@live com 080-370-3681

L MAY COTTAGE
RESIDENCE_REMODEL

1395 CADOTIE AVE,
MACKINAC SLAND, M 49757

date: May 21, 2025 sheet:

SCALE: 1/4"=1"=0"

project: 2433
EXISTING
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_ATNC LEVEL

69

5
@
™
_SECOND_FLOOR
v PR N N MAIN FLOOR o
S R _r. | TOP_OF FOUNDATION. ..
BASEMENT FLOOR
EX.EASTELEVATION (e oy
0 n_. 8 16
Richard Clements Architect, PLLC MAY COTTAGE S— date Moy 21, 2025 | sheet
A_NNAGZE”N_—MQ;WO RESIDENCE —Ngomll ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, project: 2433 X»_ m
. 1395 CADOTIE AVE. .
schardoel523Blgocom 980.570.3661 MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757 | = EXISTING R
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ATTIC LEVEL

SECOND FLOOR

_MAIN_ FLOOR

1

I

_BASEMENT FLOOR

— T SCALE §"=1'-0

”

0 4 8 16

Richard Clements Architect, PLLC MAY COTTAGE date: May 21, 2025 sheet

1525 Merry Lane RESIDENCE REMODEL project: 2433

G MDD 1395 CADOTTE AVE. X1.6
achardine 25 hecom 0805703681 MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757 EXISTING -
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ATTIC LEVEL

.SECOND FLOOR

MAIN_ FLOOR

BASEMENT FLOOR

VATION

SCALE }"=1'-0"

0

Richard Clements Architect, PLLC MAY COTTAGE a.mﬁ May 21, 2025 sheet:

BB MeayLase RESIDENCE REMODEL project: 2433

Onren MAGTIS X1.7
1395 CADOTIE AVE. TING

ehreloelS2@Mncom 80370568 MACKINAC ISLAND, M 498757 EXIS -
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ATNG LEVEL

SECOND FLOOR

MAIN_ FLOOR

EX. NORTH ELE

0 4 8

VATION

(RAMP NOT SHOWN)

BASEMENT FLOOR.. .

Richard Clements Architect, PLLC

MAY COTTAGE

1395 CADOTTE AVE.
MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757

date: May 21, 2025 sheet:

project: 2433
X1.8
........ EXISTING coewan < =
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File No. M D25 Do 054 ()

Exhibit
Umﬁo

©

(0 242K

L.__’j

gmm@mjﬁm

!
é JUN 24 2095
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'nitials

KR

WALL LEGEND
EZTTTER DSTRG WAULS

—a—

w|| PREP/OFFICE

_.|_

o

REBULD RAMP

13-

5 ¥
2 |
1 . -
L. 5 =
> 5 7 *

Ch nxl_s _..Q<m_~ \\

: - |ReBuLD STeRS To
| :ir Iz
=

L [//

UNIT 102

—> MAIN HOUSE

. Lﬁ!%_

T

|

OPEN PORCH | w
| |

< |
[o¢

PRO. MAIN FLOOR PLAN o _

SCALE: 1/4°=1"=0"

NEW WALLS
$ITIIT REMOVED WALLS

18t FLOOR AREA

BQSTNG st FLOOR = 1848 sqfl,

:ﬁxﬁﬂ ADDTION = _380 sq, fi.
= 2017 sgfl

HOUSE HABITABLE ARFA

2nd FLOOR 1870 sqft.
AITIC FLOOR = 835 5q R
LASNORY = 365 sq. fh
TOTAL = 5101 sqft,

ALLOWABLE HOTEL UNTS
5191 aq. B / 450 = 11 ALLOWED
= 10 ACTUAL

ANNEX. HABTABLE AREA

12t FLOOR 1367 eqft.
2nd FLOOR 1367 st
ATTC FLO0R - 53 aq
BASENERT - _omf
oL = 3293 st

ALLOWABLE HOTEL UNITS
363w, f /450 = 7 ALOWED
-7 ACTUAL

I

N

©

_
~
#
_
_
_
_

Richard Clemenis Archilect, PLLC
5 Mnlan
Owanc, I

FOR APPROVAL
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION|

a,xn.-lﬁ.E sreat
e o Al

PROPOSED |
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74

380"

UNIT 205

13-11"

STOR.

CORRIDOR

]

i

UNIT 207

28-0"

e

ROCF

UNIT 202

7

p

54" | 20-10"

PRO. 2nd FLOOR PLAN o_

SCALE: 1/4°=1"—0" T

WALL LEGEND
EZTUZmT] EXSTHG WALS

REMOVED WALLS

HOUSE 2nd FLOOR

EASTNG 20d FLOOR = 1501 sqft.
PROPOSED ADDMON = _388 ng, fl
TOTAL - 70 m .

ANNEX 20d FLOOR
ANNEX 2nd FLODR = 1357 mgft.

FOR APPROVAL
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

dete: June I3, 2025 | et
priert 2433
1 A1.2

PROPOSED
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380"

12 10"

10-10"

PRO.ATTIC FLOORPLAN _ 4 8

SCALE: 1/4"=1"-0" T

WALL LEGEND
EZZTO  EXSTHG WALS

RS NEW WALLS
+ REMOVED WALLS

HOUSE ATTIC AREA

DISTAG ATIC FLOOR = 870 st
PROPOSED ADDITION = _283 sq, fh.
TOTAL - 93 sq Rt
ATTIC AREA WCLUDES HABITABLE AREA
w/ A MN. HEGHT OF 5'-0" & OVER.

ANNEX ATIC LEVEL
AMEX 20d FLODR = 559 mf.

dde. June 23, 2025 | et

B A13
PROPOSED | __ "
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HOUSE BASEMENT AREA
FroroseD acomin = \iap vt
20-10" . o o

ANNEX BASEMENT AREA
ANNEX BASEMENT FLR. = 1367 sqft.

_
_
_
|
|

_
_
_

RIOR SUBMITAL:
DEMO EXISTING BASEMENT STAR
HATCH

M@fo- -—

13-

7-0"

[
_
_
_
_
_
_
MANAGERS UNIT j __
_
_
_
_
—

FOR APPROVAL
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

ANNEX MAIN HOUSE PRO. BASEMENT PLAN g .4 8 dae e 23, 2025 | sree

SCALE: 1 \é-nd.lo.. e STy poiet 2433

— | Al4

PROPOSED
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_~— SMOQTH STUCCO FINISH
TO BE CLEANED

ATTIC LEVEL

280"

SECOND FLOOR

EXISTING WOODWCRK TO
BE REFURBISHED

——— SMOOTH STUCCD FINISH
TO BE CLEANED

MAN FLOOR .
TOP_OF FOUNDATION

ST mukR SR Rk |

N
GLASS PORCH WINDOWS T0 \\ /| __ PORTION OF GLASS PORCH . EXISTING WINDOWS IN GOOD (REBUILD RAMP)
BE_REPLACED w/ WOOD, —— ALTERED PORCH T0 BE OPEN TO AR CONDITICN 110 1B REFURSIAED:
CLEAR GLASS, BUT WITHOUT + WINDOWS IN NEED OF REPLACEMENT
MUNTINS TO BE WOOD, CLEAR GLASS, w,/ LIKE
4 REMAINDER OF EAST ELEVATION UNCHANGED, TO BE REFLRBISHED FOR UKE MUNTINS AS EXISTING. !
BASEMENT FLOOR

MAIN HOUSE EAST ELEVATION

0 4 8 16

SCALE {"=1"-0"

7

Richard Clements Architect, PLLC MAY COTTAGE dale: May 21, 2025 | sheet
_§nu.,MM_ermEmu e RESIDENCE REMODEL m_ow %WWO<>HL project: 2433

e WA S CALOTTE e NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION AZ.1
chadael8hvecon 280.370.5681 MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757 -] PROPOSED R
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ATG LEVEL
TOP OF FOUNDATION
INALL E.un_oz TO MAIN HOUSE
BASEMENT fLO0R
// /.[_ﬁwss RETANING WAL - ANNEX 6———F——> MAIN HOUSE
A\

i o romamo 0 soscon suox
MDD Y- o T 5100 o e PRO. SOUTH ELEVATION SOALE Fat'F
4

8 6

“

?__%_QEM._:?%.&,E.O
Moy Lo

Ouoome, 146750

ot o5 950-37- 308!
MAY COTTAGE

1363 CADOTTE AVE.

WICKINAG (SLAND, M 40757
FOR APPROVAL
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

e dne 25, 025 | e
e A2.2

PROPOSED
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iy
EXISTING TO REMAIN UNCHANGED. REFURBISHED

MAIN HOUSE ¢——

PRO. NORTH E
[

0

BASEMENT FLOGR . . .. .. .

—> ANNEX

4

1

LEVATION

SCALE {"=1'-0"

6

Richard Clements Architeci. PLLC
Ml
Qom0

oSy 99357 308

MAY COTTAGE

date: June 25, 2026 | et

oot 2483
A2.3
PROPOSED | "




Section X, ltemc.

\..._:Nm_.o_ummsoﬂs\zm;_.
“ ROOF

ROOF PEAK .

(L]

|

STAR &
PASSAGE
FROM MAIN
HOUS

|

REBUILD RAMP

MAIN HOUSE WEST ELEVATION

¢ 1 [Eqress
Well |

REFURBISH EXISTING

m
|
|

ADDITION TO HAVE MATCHING
ASPHALT SHINGLES

26-10"

ADDITION TO HAVE PAINTED
LP SWARTSIDE BOARD &
| BATIEN SIDING

NEW WINDOWS TO BE CLAD
WOOD| 60% CLEAR GLASS

WINDOW TRIM ON ADDITION T()
BE PAINTED LP SMARTSIDE

.TOP_OF FOUNDATION

PROP

+

SCALE 1"=1'-0"

PANTED CEDAR STAIRS

OSED ADDITION

EX.

w_.n.rﬁm Clements ?nr:anr PLLC

13215 Merny Lane

MAY COTTAGE
RESIDENCE REMODEL

vichnlleelJ23@livecom 089-370-568(

1395 CADOTTE AVE.
MACKINAC ISLAND, Ml 49757

FOR APPROVAL

dale: June 23, 2025 sheet:
projsct: 2433
A2.4
PROPOSED | __.
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JATTIC LEVEL

SECOND FLOOR

\
N

HEIGHT OF FOUNDATION ABOVE ADJACENT GRADE
VARIES FROM 2'-0" ON THE EAST END OF THE
ANNEX TO 4'-C" ON THE WEST END OF THE
ANNEX = AVERAGE OF 3'-0”

ANNEX WEST ELEVATION

0

4

) 16

ATTIC_LEVEL

SECOND FLOOR

MAIN_FLOOR,

Richard Clements ?nr:onp PLLC

15213 Morry Lane:
Ogreoc: MI4070

vichnrdlee!323Blivecom 080-370.3681

MAY COTTAGE
RESIDENCE REMODEL

1395 CADOTIE AVE.
MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 48757

FOR APPROVAL
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

date: June 23, 2025
project: 2433

PROPOSED

sheet:

A2.5

COPYRHT © 2038
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SECOND_FLOOR

TOP OF FOUNDATION

%

~ FROM MAIN
HOUSE

JATTIC LEVEL

MAIN FLOOR _

/|Im_014 OF FOUNDATION ABOVE ADJACENT GRADE
VARIES FROM 2'-0" ON THE EAST END OF THE

ANNEX TO 4

—0" ON THE WEST END OF THE

ANNEX = AVERAGE OF 3'-0".

8 16

SCALE }"=1"-0"

0 4
Richard Clements Architect, PLLC MAY COTTAGE date June 23, 2025 | sheet
E_E_Hrsﬁsg e RESIDENCE REMODEL FOR APPROVAL project: 2433
O 49 59 GoBE A NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION A2.6
a3l 070,368t MACKINAC ISLAND, Mi 48757 PROPOSED S




Section X, ltemc.

ichard
Neumann
Architect

AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

3 July 2025

Katie Pereny, Secretary
Historic District Commission
City of Mackinac Island

P.O. Box 455

Mackinac Island, Ml 49757

Re: DOUD MAY HOUSE HOTEL
Design Review

Dear Ms. Pereny:

| have reviewed the proposed Doud May House Hotel in the West End Historic District.
Find attached the Design Review for the above referenced proposed project.

Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

RICHARD NEUMANN ARCHITECT
Rick Neumann

C. Andrew Doud, Applicant
Rich Clements, Richard Clements Architect
Dennis Dombroski, City of Mackinac Island
David Lipovski, City of Mackinac Island
Erin Evashevski, Evashevski Law Office
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ichard
Neumann
Architect

Amo Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931
3 July 2025

DESIGN REVIEW

DOUD MAY HOUSE HOTEL
1395 Cadotte Street

West End Historic District
Mackinac Island, Michigan

INTRODUCTION

The proposed project is the renovation of, and addition to, the old May House, 1395 Cadotte
Street, in the West End Historic District. The May House is a Contributing structure in the
historic district. The previous single family residence is proposed to be renovated and added to
for the purpose of creating a boutique hotel, consisting of 17 rooms on three floors, and
including a manager’s living unit and employee living facilities at the basement level.

This design review is based on City Code Sec. 10-161 “Design Review Standards and Guide-
lines”, of Article V. “Historic District”, of the City of Mackinac Island Ordinance No. 443, adopted
October 21, 2009. The review standards are those of the Department of the Interior entitled
“The United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation™ and “Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”, as set forth in 36 CFR, part 67, as well as the factors set forth
in City Code Sec. 10-161(b).

Materials submitted for Review consist of photographs of the existing house and drawings
comprising site plan, floor plans, and elevations of the Existing house and Proposed hotel, by
Richard Clements Architect, dated 23 June 2025.

REVIEW

The Standards for review are the following:

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

The May House property would be changed from a single-family use to a hotel use. The new

use would require major exterior and interior changes to the house, and would involve extensive
change to the defining characteristic of the site - that of a low-density single-family use

84
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Doud May House Hotel Design Review
3 July 2025
Page 2

characterized by generous open space, replaced by a significantly higher density transient
occupancy, characterized by more dense site development. Thus, the new use would cause
significant alteration to the defining characteristics of the site and the property’s environment.
The large building addition would more than double, in fact almost triple, the mass of
development on the property, significantly changing the property’s sense of exterior space.

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

The historic character of the house would generally be retained and preserved. The
significantly increased density on the site would be accomplished with relatively minimal change
to the defining characteristics of the house. The primary east / front elevation would be almost
unchanged. The south / side elevation would have a substantial addition made to it, but the
defining characteristics of the primary gable end would be retained.

The historic character of the house would be largely retained, thanks to the addition connecting
at the rear and not overly affecting the most significant features of the architecture. While parts
of the original house would be obscured by the new additions, and some historic materials
would be removed at points of additions, minimal alteration of significant historic features of the
old house would happen.

On the positive side, the mass and scale of the primary addition would be similar to the original
house, and the link to the annex narrower, to help set off the historic house from the primary
annex addition. On the negative side, the connector portion between existing and new would be
so tall as to not provide the step-down in height needed for compatible separation of the new
from the historic.

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

While the size and scale of the new addition would be similar to the existing house, it would not
create a false sense of historic development, since it would appear as a later addition to an
historic building, due to differences in roof slope and architectural features.

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

No exterior changes made over the years to the May House have acquired historic significance
in their own right, needing to to be retained and preserved.
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Standard 5 - “Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved.”

The distinctive exterior features that characterize the old May House would largely be
preserved.

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

This standard does not apply.

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

This standard does not apply.

Standard 8 - “Significant archaeological resources shall be protected and preserved. If such
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.”

No archaeological resources are currently known to exist on the site, but vigilance should be
exercised during excavation for any new addition on the property.

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

The proposed addition and alterations would destroy some historic materials, but enough that
characterize the property would remain. The new work would be somewhat differentiated from
the old house by being separated and connected by a narrower, if not shorter, addition. How-
ever because of its height, the connector is not compatible with the massing and size of the old
house, jeopardizing the historic integrity of the property. Ideally, the connector would be shorter
in height to better set off both the historic house and the primary annex addition.

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

While the proposed new additions and related new construction could be removed in the future,
returning the essential form and integrity of the existing historic house, such would be highly
unlikely to happen, given the proposed scope of work.
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Standards Under Code Sec. 10-161(b)
In reviewing applications, the Commission shall also consider all of the following:

(1) - “The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship to
the historic value of the surrounding area.”

The historic value of the surrounding area is great, given neighboring historic resources in the
district. The old May House is located on a very busy high-traffic location, and is especially
visible as a corner property. Thus, its importance as a Contributing structure in the district is
made more significant; and the height of the proposed connector would jeopardize the
architectural value of the historic house.

(2) - “The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource
and to the surrounding area.”

The extent of the proposed site development would alter the structure’s relationship to the
existing sense of generous open space. The proposed height of the connector presents an
incompatible relationship with the historic May House.

(3) - “The general compatibility of the design, arrangement, texture and materials proposed to
be used.”

The new additions are proposed to have contrasting materials and textures, helping the new be
differentiated from the appearance of the old, and maintaining the integrity of the historic house.

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

Except for the connector, the aesthetic value of the proposed annex addition, although some-
what different, would be sympathetic with the historic May House. The connector’s height would
detract from the aesthetic value of the overall redevelopment.

CONCLUSION

If the HDC concludes the proposed renovation and additions are compatible with the historic
environment of the West End Historic District based on consideration of the above standards,
then the design would meet the Standards for review, and should be approved. Ifitis
determined the project is not compatible, then the application would not meet the Standards for
review, and should not be approved.

END OF REVIEW
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"/ ach a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used.

Z Attach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including fagade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Official or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work.

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work

which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief; and that the property where work will be undertaken has,
or will have before the proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
requirements ofth)Stiie- Rossett-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531
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Copre” S

Please Print Name Please Print Name

NOTE: All photos, drawings and physical samples, etc., become the property of the HDC/City of Mackinac Island. These
may be returned to the applicant upon request after they are no longer needed by the Commission/City.

RETURN THIS FORM AND SUPPORTING MATERIALS TO:
MACKINAC ISLAND BUILDING OFFICIAL
7358 MARKET STREET, MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757
PHONE: (906) 847-4035

File Number: 1] 235 . 093-05%()) Date Received: (1'° 25 Fee: _fos —
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Mackinac Island Mobility and Bicycle Rental

1369 Hoban Street w
Mackinac Island, Michigan 49757

Mackinac Island Historic District Commission,

To reduce congestion at the Hoban Street Alley entrance (across from the Pontiac Lodge)
Mackinac Island Mobility intends to move our setup and equipment return area inside our
1,600sf Lake View storage area. The current access to this area is from the two exterior 3ft.
Lake View alley doors (photos attached).

1) Indoor operations do require greater access to the store area. To accomplish this,
we propose to change both 3ft. exterior doors on the alley side to “like” 6ft. double

doors.
2) Additionally, due to the rainwater pouring off the non-guttered Lake View roof in that

location, we propose adding two 8 ft. awnings over the 6ft doors. The new awnings
would be similar to the pitch and size of the awning over the French Lane side of the
building (photos attached).

Because the proposed doors and awnings are bracketed by the mechanical and trash
enclosures the improvements will not be visible to bicyclists or pedestrians on French
Lane or Hoban Street .

Thank you,

/ /g/ /)
//‘Z&/ - L ‘—-""'-/

Ira Green

Mackinac Istand Mobility
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AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931
7 July 2025

Katie Pereny, Secretary
Historic District Commission
City of Mackinac Island

P.O. Box 455

Mackinac Island, MI 49757

Re: MACKINAC ISLAND MOBILITY DOOR CHANGES & AWNING ADDITIONS
Design Review

Dear Ms. Pereny:

| have reviewed the proposed door changes and awning additions in the back alley behind the
Lake View Hotel in the Market and Main Historic District.

Should you have any questions, please contact me.
Sincerely,
RICHARD NEUMANN ARCHITECT
;ﬁcﬁeumann
C. Ira Green, Mackinac Island Mobility
Dennis Dombroski, City of Mackinac Island

David Lipovski, City of Mackinac Island
Erin Evashevski, Evashevski Law Office
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AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

7 July 2025

DESIGN REVIEW

MACKINAC ISLAND MOBILITY DOOR CHANGES & AWNING ADDITIONS
1369 Hoban Street

Market and Main Historic District
Mackinac Island, Michigan

INTRODUCTION

The work of this application is replacement of two 3 feet wide doors with two 6 feet wide
doors, and addition of two 8 feet long awnings above the two sets of doors, at Mackinac Island
Mobility, 1369 Hoban Street, in the Market and Main Historic District. The business is located
at the rear of the Lake View Hotel, which is a Contributing structure in the district.

This design review is based on City Code Sec. 10-161 “Design Review Standards and Guide-
lines”, of Article V. “Historic District”, of the City of Mackinac Island Ordinance No. 443, adopted
October 21, 2009. The review standards are those of the Department of the Interior entitled
“The United States Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation” and “Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”, as set forth in 36 CFR, part 67, as well as the factors set forth
in City Code Sec. 10-161(b).

Materials submitted for Review consist of photographs of the proposed locations of the doors
and awnings at the back of the Lake View Hotel, and examples of similar door openings and
awnings, dated 26 June 2025, by owner Ira Green.

REVIEW

Of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, and the Standards Under Sec. 10-161(b), the
applicable Standards for review are the following:

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

The proposed door changes and awning additions would not destroy historic materials that
characterize the historic hotel property, and would be compatible with the massing, size and
architectural features of the existing building.
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Standards Under Code Sec. 10-161(b)

In reviewing applications, the Commission shall also consider all of the following:

(1) - “The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship to
the historic value of the surrounding area.”

The proposed wider double door openings and awning additions above would maintain the
historic and architectural value of the property, and its relationship to the historic value of the
surrounding historic district.

(2) - “The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource
and to the surrounding area.”

The wider door openings and new awnings would have an appropriate relationship with the
surrounding area.

(3) - “The general compatibility of the design, arrangement, texture and materials proposed to
be used.”

The proposed changes would be compatible, in terms of design, arrangement, texture and
materials proposed to be used.

(4) - “Other factors, such as aesthetic value, that the Commission finds relevant.”
Although largely out of sight from public streets of Hoban and French Lanes on either side, the

proposed awning additions would enhance the aesthetic value of the building, which is now
pretty bland along the alley side.

CONCLUSION

The widening of two door openings and the addition of two shed roof awnings above them, at
the Lake View Hotel alley off 1369 Hoban Street, would meet the Standards for review.

END OF REVIEW
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ﬁ Minor Work ( Complete Section A and refer to General Directions) Section X. Iteme
0 New Construction (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and Item B) ecton 7, ]
0 Demolition (Complete Section B and refer to General Directions and | y

IECE | vEF
Application Deadline: Application and materials must be completed and's itted by 4:00 p-w: il
i Ty

business days before each Commission Meeting. Late applications wil ﬁnﬁlaced on the agenda for the

following month. Decision by the Commission will not necessarily occu /meedﬁb\[at Which ?b?’j |
application materials are first received. /
A) MINOR WORK '
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PROPER%Y g\ZNPER Po 51 ¢ M Wixs /
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Chiel Gru .
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\/Attach a brief description of the nature of the minor work proposed and the materials to be used,
Attach one or more photograph(s) of the whole building including fagade and any relevant elevations
showing the area, item or feature proposed to be repaired or replaced. The Building Official or Historic District
Commission may require additional information necessary to determine the work to be Minor Work.

If the Building Official determines that the proposed work is not Minor Work, the Building Official shall direct
the applicant to complete an Application for New Work and/ or Application for Demolition or Moving work
which will then be referred to the HDC.

I certify that the information provided in this Application and the documents submitted with this Application are
true to the best of my information, knowledge and belief: and that the property where work will be undertaken has,
or will have before the proposed project completion date, a fire alarm system or a smoke alarm complying with the
i’fements of tthseﬁ-Hale single state construction code act, 1972 PA 230, MLC 125.1501 to 125.1531
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- D

Signature i ure” 7 ° 7
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BRE™ (20 25

NOTE: All photos, drawings and physical samples, etc.,,mn“a lﬁ property of the HDC/City of Madkzac Island. These
may be returned to the applicant upon request after they are no longer needed by the Commission/City.

RETURN THIS FORM AND SUPPORTING MATERIALS TO:
MACKINAC ISLAND BUILDING OFFICIAL
7358 MARKET STREET, MACKINAC ISLAND, MI 49757

PHONE: (906) 847-4035
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AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

3 July 2025

Katie Pereny, Secretary
Historic District Commission
City of Mackinac Island

P.O. Box 455

Mackinac Island, MI 49757

Re: CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT SURVEILLANCE CAMERAS
Design Review

Dear Ms. Pereny:

| have reviewed the proposed addition of three surveillance cameras on two Main Street
buildings by the City Police Department in the Market and Main Historic District.

Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

RICHARD NEUMANN ARCHITECT

Rick Neumann

C. Emiley Mays, City of Mackinac Island
Dennis Dombroski, City of Mackinac Island

David Lipovski, City of Mackinac Island
Erin Evashevski, Evashevski Law Office

Section X, lteme.
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AMO Grand Avenue, Petoskey, Michigan 49770, 231.347.0931

3 July 2025

DESIGN REVIEW

CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT SURVEILLANCE CAMERAS
7274 & 7435 Main Street

Market and Main Historic District
Mackinac Island, Michigan

INTRODUCTION

The proposed project is the installation of two surveillance cameras by the Mackinac Island
Police Department on the front facades of two Main Street buildings, one being the Mackinac
Island Tourist Bureau and the other the Pontiac Lodge building. The small 4+ inch diameter
cameras would be placed in inconspicuous locations under a roof eave (overhang), on the
Tourist Bureau, and in the center of the upper cornice on the Pontiac Lodge.

This design review is based on City Code Sec. 10-161 “Design Review Standards and Guide-
lines”, of Article V. “Historic District”, of the City of Mackinac Island Ordinance No. 443, adopted
October 21, 2009. The review standards are those of the Department of the Interior entitied
“The United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation” and “Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”, as set forth in 36 CFR, part 67, as well as the factors set forth
in City Code Sec. 10-161(b).

Materials submitted for Review consist of two photographs of the proposed locations and a
manufacturer’s cut sheet of the camera, dated 30 June 2025, by M.I. Police Department.

BEVIEW

Of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, and the Standards Under Sec. 10-161(b), the
applicable Standards for review are the following:

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

The proposed camera additions would not destroy materials that characterize the properties,
would be differentiated as a non-historic features, and would be compatible with the massing,
size and architectural features of the property.
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Standards Under Code Sec. 10-161(b)

In reviewing applications, the Commission shall also consider all of the following:

(1) - “The historic or architectural value and significance of the resource and its relationship to
the historic value of the surrounding area.”

The proposed surveillance camera installations would maintain the historic and architectural
value of the properties, and their relationship to the historic value of the surrounding historic
district.

(2) - “The relationship of any architectural features of the resource to the rest of the resource
and to the surrounding area.”

Placement of surveillance cameras may be considered necessary utility features in our current
age of increasing surveillance of public places, and appropriate with the surrounding often
crowded public areas they would monitor.

(3) - “The general compatibility of the design, arrangement, texture and materials proposed to
be used.”

The proposed cameras would be located so as to minimize their visual presence, being put
under roof overhangs, in locations sometimes having decorative detailing, and as such would be
compatible, in terms of design, arrangement, texture and materials proposed to be used.

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

The cameras would detract minimally from the aesthetic value of the buildings.

CONCLUSION

The addition of two surveillance cameras on the Mackinac Island Tourist Bureau and the
Pontiac Lodge building proposed by the City of Mackinac Island Police Department would meet

the Standards for review.

END OF REVIEW
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