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"Town of New Castle Administration Department
450 W. Main Street Phone: (970) 984-2311
PO Box 90 Fax: (970) 984-2716

New Castle, CO 81647 www.newcastlecolorado.org

Agenda
New Castle Historic Preservation Commission Virtual Meeting
Monday, March 15, 2021, 6:30 PM

Due to concerns related to COVID-19, this meeting will be held as a virtual
meeting only. The public is invited to attend.
To join by computer, smart phone or tablet click HERE

If you prefer to telephone in:
Please call: 1-346-248-7799
Meeting ID: 709 658 8400

Follow the prompts as directed. Be sure to set your
Phone to mute until called on.

Call to Order

Roll Call

Meeting Notice

Conflicts of Interest

Citizen Comments on Items NOT on the Agenda

Items for Consideration
A. Discussion: New Castle Museum Engineer's Report
B. Discussion: 2021 Budget

C. Information Item: Certified Local Government Annual Report

©

2021 Webinars and Virtual Work Shops from History Colorado

June 15, 2020 minutes

Adjourn


http://www.newcastlecolorado.org/
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/7096588400
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December 16, 2020

Mr. Dave Reynolds, Town Administrator
Town of New Castle

P.O. Box 90

New Castle, Colorado 81647

RE: New Castle Museum
116 North 4" Street
New Castle, Colorado

Dear Dave,

Following our field investigation (almost a year ago now), | am providing this letter to provide recommendations
regarding the concerns and observations made during our investigation. Our concerns chiefly have centered
around the continued brick deterioration of the north wall for the building. Before | discuss those
recommendations, | wanted to discuss the observations made for the Historical Society back in the fall of 1997 and
draw a comparison to the observations we have now made 22 years later.

Since the time of the 1997 investigation and report, there has been little change to the structure. | have attached
the report from that investigation and note that the concerns and observations made then are certainly still
applicable today. From the second page of that report, it was noted that “The main areas of concern for the
building, like the other “clay brick” buildings of comparable age centers around deteriorating clay brick units.
Continued evidence of this deterioration exists on the south side of the north wall and the south side of the south
wall.” Also noted were “Extensive cracks were observed in the south wall of the building, being attributed to
damage from a vehicle colliding with the south wall of the building a few years ago. “Finally, “The roof structures
of both portions of the building appear to be performing adequately. Minimal deflection was observed in the roof
over the main portion of the structure.”

We recommended with the 1997 work that the exterior brick masonry walls and their related deterioration are the
areas of greatest concern for the building. Here 22 years later, and as per the purpose of the 2019 investigation,
the exterior brick masonry walls remain as the major concern. Many of the bricks (and mortar) are now beginning
to deteriorate to a point where their replacement to avoid excessive voids in the wall is a must. As we discussed
in the field, we need to now begin to initiate a program to start replacing the bricks and tuck pointing the mortar.

It is difficult to determine how much of the wall can be replaced at any one time as the age of the structure and
the full inspection of the structural integrity of the wall are difficult to assess without removing stucco, deteriorated
bricks and mortar. If it is desired to save the brick wall, we would recommend that prior to beginning any work or
on the wall that a temporary post/beam support condition be provided so that stucco can be removed and the
extent of the repair can be determined.

Assuming the repair will proceed, the recommended course of temporary support would be to set the post/beam

support line at a distance of no more than 3’-0” from the inside face of the brick wall. The beam to support the
rafters and collar ties would be constructed of a multi ply beam consisting of three (3) 2x8 (Hem Fir #2 or better)
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nailed together with 16d nails at 12” o.c. in an alternating spacing to avoid splitting. The existing rafters would
need to have a 2x4 cripple board screwed to them (minimum of two #9 by 2 %" long) to allow each rafter to bear
down onto the 3 ply 2x8 temporary support beam. The support beam would need to be supported by a nominal
6x6 post to a 3 ply 2x12 plate (12” long) that will bear directly on the concrete floor below. We would recommend
installing a Simpson Post Cap on top of the post to attach to the beam (using #8 x 1 4" screws) and post. Framing
clips or a Simpson Post Base could attach the bottom of the post to the multiply 2x12 plates and two %" x 8”
expansion anchors could attach the plates to the concrete. We have attached a sketch to help graphically describe
the above narrative.

Note that we have designed the temporary support for the brick wall repair to accommodate the dead load of 15
psf and a live load of 20 psf. Thus, we would recommend that any work performed would be scheduled such that
the structure not be exposed to snow loading (ie., performed in late spring to early fall time frame).

Once the temporary support is in place, work on the brick wall can commence. We would recommend starting at
the bottom and replacing no more than 3 bricks (horizontally) and 2 bricks (vertically) at a time as to assure that
removal of the bricks will not cause other unintended bricks to fall. This will certainly be an iterative process that
the contractor will be able to adjust his removal and replacement scheme proceeds.

For those bricks that will remain, but are soft and still have their shape intact, we would recommend applying a
sealer to the surface of the bricks after the repair and replacement is complete. The type of sealer should be
breathable such as a siloxane-based brick sealer. The sealant would be the last portion of the work performed
after repair, replacement and tuck pointing is completed.

After the wall repair is completed in its entirety, we would recommend that if stucco is proposed to be placed on
the wall again that the stucco itself be installed properly and consideration be given to whether the Historic Society
is interested in the extra expense to apply it as well as paint it. Note that due to its brittle nature, stucco will be
more sensitive to cracking and thus hairline cracking in the stucco should be anticipated. Some newer stucco
products do have fibers and are more elastic and less sensitive to cracking as the standard cement/sand stucco
products are.

As you review this letter along with the letter from 1997, the recommendations from the 1977 letter still remain
important to follow. Monitoring drainage and assuring that the building envelope from the exterior remains sealed
from direct moisture intrusion would be important.

As was noted in 1977, the roof rafters for the structure do not have the capacity to carry the 40 psf roof snow load
for the New Castle area. If it is desired to strengthen the roof structure to accommodate the snow loads, we would
need to provide a further evaluation of the roof structure during the time frame that the work is being performed.
It is likely that the roof structure could be strengthened without removing the existing rafters. It is anticipated,
however that providing “sister rafters” to the existing would be necessary with the potential for needing additional
ridge and possible collar tie/ceiling joist support would be necessary. Removal of the existing ceiling finishes and
insulation would be necessary to accomplish this. Also, concern over the potential for asbestos and other
hazardous building materials/practices would need to be evaluated at that time.
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| hope this letter serves its intended purpose and would encourage you to contact me with any questions you may
have upon your receipt and review of this letter with its attachments.

Respectfully,

=

Jefferey S. Simonson, PE
Principal, Town Engineer

GLENWOOD SPRINGS 118 West Sixth St, Suite 200 | Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 | 970.945.1004
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September 9, 1997

Ms. Lisa Cain, Town Administrator
Mr. Mike Blair, Town Planner
Town of New Castle

P.O. Box 90

New Castle, Colorado 81647

RE: Building Structural Survey
New Castle Museum (Old Town Hall)
116 North 4 th. Street
New Castle, Colorado

Dear Lisa and Mike,

Please let this letter serve as a report regarding the observations and conclusions made during
the field investigation performed on July 30, 1997 by Edna Sample and myself on the above
referenced building.

GENERAL

This field investigation was performed in response to the Agreement for Building Structural
Survey between the Town of New Castle and the property leasees, New Castle Historical
Society. This report, as a whole, is based upon the cursory review of the structure along with
subsequent preliminary calculations on certain structural elements and shouid not be
construed as a detailed structural analysis.

GENERAL STRUCTURE DESCRIPTION AND CONFIGURATION

The New Castle Museum building located at 116 N 4th. Main Street is a wood framed roof and
brick masonry building founded on what appears to be a concrete foundation. The building is
of single story construction. The original building was built in 1893 with a masonry (8" concrete
masonry units) addition built onto the building some time later.

The roof consists of wood framed elements utilizing 2X6 members spaced at 24" o.c. for the
rafters with collar ties of undeterminable size (no access to attic gained). Typical construction
practices in this era of construction utilized 2X4 members running with the rafter members
serving as ceiling joists. The wood framing is most likely of native spruce grade. The roof
elements span a distance of 12'-6" (25'-0" building width) to the roof peak (ridge board).

The roof over the addition is also of wood framing, consisting of 2X6 rafters spaced at 16" o.c.
The span of these rafters is 10-0". This roof is in a shed type configuration, bearing on the 8"
concrete masonry unit (CMU) wall to the east and the brick wall to the west.

The fioor structure for both the main portion of the building and the addition consists of
concrete slab on grade construction.




COMMENTS AND/OR CONCERNS RELATED TO OBSERVED STRUCTURAL
PERFORMANCE

Drainage, in general, appeared to be adequate although the condition observed on the north
side of the building was less than favorable for standard drainage requirements under today's
modemn codes. The distance between the building and the adjacent mobile home was minimal
and the space between the two buildings left the feeling of a "shaded/damp"” area with minimal
exposure to the sun. Evidence of repairs to "past problems"” exist in that a concrete wall cap
was built (approximately 3 ft. high) to, presumably protect the north wall of the building from
further deterioration from water damage.

The main areas of concern for the building, like the other "clay brick" buildings of comparable
age centers around the deteriorating clay brick units. Continued evidence of this deterioration
exists on the south side of the north wall and the south side of the south wall. Stucco has
been applied in the past and perhaps is contributing to the deterioration by trapping moisture in
the masonry wall construction between the stucco/brick interface.

Extensive cracks were observed in the south wall of the building, being attributed to damage
from a vehicle colliding with the south wall of the building a few years ago. No evidence of
recent movement in the wall (other than deterioration) was observed.

The roof structures of both portions of the building appear to be performing adequately.
Minimal deflection was observed in the roof over the main portion of the structure. Recent
provision of a metal roof has reportedly helped in minimizing problems previously experienced
as they related to stucco and brick deterioration.

BASIC PERFORMANCE RELATED TO CURRENT CODE REQUIREMENTS

From a structural standpoint, the first areas of concem deals with the capacity of the roof
structure as it relates to its ability to support the current snow load. As mentioned previously,
the main roof of the building consists of 2X6 rafters on a 12"-6" span to the ridge board located
at the peak of the building. Given the 40 p.s.f. snow load for New Castle, the anticipated
bending stresses applied to the 2X6 rafters is 3100 p.s.i. This compares unfavorably to the
currently code adopted allowable bending stresses of 1500 to 2000 p.s.i. for the wood material
observed. Discounting the existence of the metal roof, the estimated capacity (live load) of the
roof would be 15to 20 p.s.f.

The addition portion of the building performs adequately in that the bending stresses on these
rafters are on the order of 1300 p.s.i. given a full snow loading of 40 p.s.f.

To better define the exact snow load that each roof would require a more detailed analysis and
materials testing.

The exterior brick masonry walls and their related deterioration are the areas of greatest
concemn for the building. The continued degradation of the individual brick units and mortar
provide for questionable strength both from a bearing stand point and a wind loading
resistance standpoint. No observations of recent movements in the brick were made although
the stucco continues to "swell and buckle”. Some of the brick units have deteriorated to the
extent that one can crumble the brick in place. The fact that the stucco and the concrete wall
cap along the north wall may "hide" other unforeseen problems is somewhat disheartening.

2

SCHMUESER GORDON MEYER, INC. s




CONCLUSIONS

With our inspection and subsequent evaluation, we have noted a coupie of concerns regarding
the building which we feel must be addressed:

1. The roof structure over the main (older) portion of the building, would need to continue to
undergo a continuing maintenance program of which monitoring the roofs performance
would be a significant part. Inspection of the condition of structural members and nailed
joints would be of primary concern. Also, assurance that the roof does not become
overloaded by removing excessive snow off of the roof is recommended |t is most likely
that the metal roof will "shed" the excessive snow loads from the roof but, continued
observation is recommended. To better define the anticipated performance in relationship
to modern design loads would require additional detail analysis and would provide the
building's leasees a better understanding as to when the snow would need to be shoveled.

2. Continue monitoring the exterior brick walls and assuring that adequate drainage is provided
so as to assure that runoff does not pond against the building and/or brick surfaces. The
existing weathering of the brick is anticipated to continue and future mitigation and repair is
recommended. Working towards eliminating the existence of the following conditions,
such as : (1) the masonry being constantly in contact with saturated soils; (2) downspouts
leaking; (3) there are heavy rains (poor irrigation practice); or (4) horizontal ledges are kept
from being formed, will help mitigate further weathering damage to the brick. Under these
or similar conditions the masonry units and mortar may become saturated and undergo
freeze-thaw deterioration. Typically, mortar joints deteriorated due to freezing and thawing
present a maintenance problem generally requiring tuck-pointing.

3. We would further recommend that the services of an individual competent in restoring
structures containing the older "clay brick" be gained such that the brick walls can be
properly treated to stop or retard their deterioration.

| hope this information serves its intended purpose. If you have any questions or comments,
please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

ON MEYER, INC.

SCHMUESER GORDON MEYER, INC.




Town of New Castle Administration Department
450 W. Main Street Phone: (970) 984-231 |

POBox 90 Fax:  (970) 984-2716
New Castle, CO 81647

www.newcastlecolorado.org

To: Historical Preservation Commission
From: Bart Mendoza
Date: March 15, 2021

Re: Approved 2021 HPC Budget

Chair Rippy and Commission members,

The purpose of this agenda item is to inform the commission that the council has approved
$2,000.00 in the 2021 budget, and perhaps to prompt a discussion on how those funds may
be utilized.


http://www.newcastlecolorado.org/

Town of New Castle Administration Department
450 W. Main Street Phone: (970) 984-231 |

POBox 90 Fax:  (970) 984-2716
New Castle, CO 81647

www.newcastlecolorado.org

To: Historical Preservation Commission
From: Bart Mendoza
Date: March 15, 2021

Re: Certified Local Government Annual Report

Chair Rippy and Commission members,

The purpose of this agenda item is to share with the commission the History Colorado Annual
Report that staff completes every year. The report is necessary to maintain the town’s status
as a certified local government.

Certified Local Governments are counties or municipalities that have been endorsed by the
State Historic Preservation Office (History Colorado) and the National Park Service to
participate in the national preservation program while maintaining standards consistent with
the National Historic Preservation Act and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Archaeology and Historic Preservation.


http://www.newcastlecolorado.org/
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Colorado Certified Local Government
2020 Annual Report

Federal Fiscal Year 2020: October 1, 2019 — September 30, 2020
Due Date: November 1, 2020

Please save this file in the original PDF format, DO NOT PRINT AND SCAN.
Submit via email to erica.duvic(@state.co.us

Name of County/Municipality:

Name of Commission Board:

Contact Name: Contact Title:
Contact Phone: Contact Fax:
Contact Email:

Contact Address:

City: State: CO Zip:

Website for your historic preservation program:

http://

Provide a list of all local government staff members with duties assigned to your local preservation program and their job
titles. Then, list the percentage of their job duties that are related to historic preservation and check each staff member that
meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards. Please include any consultants contracted to

perform designation, design, or tax credit reviews on a regular basis.

Name

Title

Percent  SOI Qualified

An accurately completed annual report is a CLG requirement


mailto:erica.duvic@state.co.us
https://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm

Preservation Planning & Operational Documents

In Federal Fiscal Year 2020, were any of the following newly developed or revised:

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

Preservation Ordinance (including Amendments)? Select

By-Laws or Administrative Rules? Select

Preservation Plan? Select

Survey Plan? Select

Design Guidelines:
a. For the entire county/municipality? Select

b. For a specific district(s)? Select

Name of district(s):

Commission or Board

Provide a list of all current Commission/Board Members. Check any Commission/Board Members newly appointed
in Federal Fiscal Year 2020 and attach their resumes and/or applications. Also, check all Commission/Board
Members that are professionals in preservation-related disciplines and list their profession beside their names.

New Preservation
Name Member Professional Discipline(s)

If 40% of the current Commission/Board is not comprised of preservation-related professionals, please describe your
efforts to recruit. How does the Commission/Board seek additional expertise in the fields of architecture, architectural
history or archaeology when needed?

Do the members of the Commission/Board represent the general ethnic diversity of the community?




9) List the SHPO-approved educational/training sessions attended by Commission/Board Members in Federal Fiscal

Year 2020. Please list name of session or conference (list conference, not individual sessions when a conference was
attended) and the name(s) of Commission/Board Member that attended.

10) What is your Commission/Board’s regular meeting schedule? (i.e. First Thursday of every other month at 6pm)

11) Please list the number of meetings and dates held in Federal Fiscal Year 2020:
Regular Meetings Special Meetings Work/Study Sessions

Total Number Total Number Total Number

Dates Dates Dates



https://sites.google.com/state.co.us/clg-training-portal/training-calendar

Historic Contexts & Surveys

12) List any Historic Context Studies completed in Federal Fiscal Year 2020.

13) List any Cultural Resource Surveys completed in Federal Fiscal Year 2020.

14) How many resources were inventoried in Federal Fiscal Year 20207

Inventoried means any buildings, structures, objects, or sites for which the Commission/Board obtained information not
previously held. This information may come from newly surveyed properties or properties nominated that had not been surveyed.
Inventoried properties can be either eligible or non-eligible for listing.

Designations

15) How many contributing resources (buildings, structures, objects, sites) are locally designated? This count includes
ALL listings since the Commission/Board was originally formed. For Districts, count all contributing buildings,
structures and sites individually.

16) How many contributing resources (buildings, structures, objects, sites) were locally designated in Federal Fiscal Year
2020? For Districts, count all contributing buildings, structures and sites individually.

Please list. For Districts, list name with number of contributing resources in parenthesis.

Project Review

17) How many design review applications were considered by the Commission/Board for designated resources in
Federal Fiscal Year 20207
a. Total Reviewed

b. Review by Full Commission

c. Review by Design Review Subcommittee Only

d. Reviewed by Staff Only




18) How many design review applications were considered by the Commission/Board for non-designated resources in
Federal Fiscal Year 2020?

a. Total Reviewed -
b. Review by Full Commission -

c. Review by Design Review Subcommittee Only -

d. Reviewed by Staff Only -

19) Did your County/Munjciialii comment or participate in any Section 106 Reviews as a consulting party in Federal

Fiscal Year 20207

If yes, list name of project or property and the Federal Agency initiating the review.

Narrative Questions

20) Did your Board/Commission develop, sponsor, or participate in any public outreach, education, or interpretive
events/meetings/tours/materials in Federal Fiscal Year 20207 _

If yes, please describe.

21) What CLG accomplishment/achievement/event in Federal Fiscal Year 2020 makes the Commission/Board most
proud?

22) Describe any problems — operational, political or financial — encountered by the CLG in Federal Fiscal Year 2020.




23) Describe any planned/projected Commission/Board activities for Federal Fiscal Year 2021.

Attachment Checklist

All documents listed below are required for a complete report unless listed as “if applicable” or “if adopted.” Providing a
link to an online document, if downloadable, may be substituted for actual attachment of a document when available. Please
include all documents as separate attachments.

All meeting minutes for Federal Fiscal Year 2020 (unless previously submitted)

Sample of Public Notice announcing commission/board Meeting

Sample advertisement for new commission/board members

List of all locally designated properties (from inception of local listing)

Resumes or applications for commission/board members appointed in FY20 (if applicable)

Current preservation ordinance and amendments (if adopted during FY20)

Current by-laws or administrative rules for the commission/board (if adopted during FY20)

Current Preservation Plan or preservation chapter in Comprehensive Plan (if adopted during FY20)
Current Survey Plan (if adopted during FY20)

Historic Context Surveys completed in Federal Fiscal Year 2020 or date submitted to SHPO (if applicable)

Historic Resource Surveys completed in Federal Fiscal Year 2020 or date submitted to SHPO (if applicable)

Please provide links to any online documents or dates when Contexts or Surveys were submitted to SHPO:




Town of New Castle Administration Department
450 W. Main Street Phone: (970) 984-231 |

PO Box 90 Jax: (970) 984-2716

New Castle, CO 81647
www.newcastlecolorado.org

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

Historical Preservation Commission
Bart Mendoza
March 15, 2021

Upcoming Webinars and Virtual workshops

3/17/21 Wednesday @ Noon - Evaluating Integrity in Historic Districts

4/21/21 Wednesday @ Noon - Preservation Law

5/19/21 Wednesday @ Noon - Preservation Advocacy



https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__zoom.us_webinar_register_WN-5Fl023JdofR1-2DqfXl-2D65dQSA&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=4aDzIzc207Iy4ObmhL2IBX67Cnvt5A8FN5uB8LryePs&m=4yOm2Yb4ID0ExkMNiFWZhH6NxM5SuymrKXZCFKV4vQ8&s=dZDJhghoYzompZZ2JHRk8HF5L3sFDifdJEBx4qCti9k&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__zoom.us_webinar_register_WN-5FBDQ85jwxS0iYdNVfv0TlPQ&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=4aDzIzc207Iy4ObmhL2IBX67Cnvt5A8FN5uB8LryePs&m=4yOm2Yb4ID0ExkMNiFWZhH6NxM5SuymrKXZCFKV4vQ8&s=Au8JQyNJtDdbPGLxlHefyrhmk1XhRNDnzKlrsAYJndg&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__zoom.us_webinar_register_WN-5F8-2DjiI778RxOz946s7mlwHA&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=4aDzIzc207Iy4ObmhL2IBX67Cnvt5A8FN5uB8LryePs&m=4yOm2Yb4ID0ExkMNiFWZhH6NxM5SuymrKXZCFKV4vQ8&s=Mv2qYIVWheU-Wr9jZNzr6TLIQ4pCYAa50L6409QEjyM&e=
http://www.newcastlecolorado.org/
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New Castle Historic Preservation VIRTUAL Commission Meeting
Monday, June 15, 2020, 6:30 PM

Due to concerns related to COVID-19, this meeting was held as a virtual meeting
only. The public was invited to attend.

To join by computer, smart phone or tablet:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/7096588400

If you prefer to telephone in:
Please call: 1-346-248-7799
Meeting ID: 709 658 8400

Follow the prompts as directed. Be sure to set your
phone to mute until called on.

Call to Order
Commission Chair Steve Rippy called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

Roll Call
Present Chair Rippy
Commissioner Riddile
Commissioner Copeland
Commissioner Sass
Absent None

Also present at the meeting were Town Clerk Melody Harrison, Town Planner Paul Smith
and members of the public.

Meeting Notice
Town Clerk Melody Harrison verified that her office gave notice of the meeting in
accordance with Resolution Tc 2020-1.

Conflicts of Interest
There were no conflicts of interest.

Citizen Communication
There were no citizen comments.

Items for Consideration

Consider a Request from Oli Johannsson to Replace the Windows in his
Historically Designated Building at 303 W. Main Street - Also Known as the
Trimble Building

Town Planner Paul Smith introduced applicant Oli Johannsson.

Mr. Johannsson greeted the commission and told them that his application was to replace
the double-hung windows on the upper level of his building at 303 W. Main Street. The

Historic Preservation Commission
Monday, June 15, 2020
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new windows will be double-hung and look the same as the old ones. He said they were
metal-clad and met current code. Mr. Johannsson said that the windows would be a dark
bronze.

Mr. Johannsson said that he would start with one window that will help determine the
existing conditions. He said he hoped he did not run into any unexpected problems since
the building was old. He said he hoped to replace the windows at the end of the summer.
Planner Smith screen shared photos of Mr. Johannsson’s build which was also known as
the Trimble Building. In the photos he indicated which windows would be replaced.
Planner Smith said that the Existing Building Code considered Mr. Johannsson’s proposed
window replacement an ordinary repair that did not require a building permit.

Planner Smith referenced the municipal code and said that in determining the decision to
be made concerning the issuance of a certificate of approval, the historic preservation
commission shall consider the following criteria:

1. The effect of the proposed work upon the general historical and/or architectural
character of the historic site, landmark or district;

2. The architectural style, arrangement, texture and materials of existing and
proposed structures, and their relation to the structures in the district;

3. The effects of the proposed work on the exterior architectural features of the
structure upon which such work is to be done;

4. The effect of the proposed work upon the protection, enhancement, perpetuation
and use of the historic site, landmark or district;

5. The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings in Section 15.44.400;

6. The conformance of the proposed work to the general standards of the zoning
district in which the historic site, landmark, or district is located; and

7. Such additional criteria, as established by the historic preservation commission,
which it deems to be in the best interests of the town.

Planner Smith said that it was staff’s opinion that the replacements did not adversely
affect the historical character of the building nor the general standards of the zoning
district. Therefore, staff recommended approval of the application under the condition that
the replacements meet the minimum clear space requirements as provided in the 2015
International Existing Building Code, Section 702.5.

Chair Rippy and the commission felt it was a great project.

MOTION: Commissioner Riddile made a motion to approve the request from Oli
Johannsson to replace the windows in his historically designated building at 303
W. Main Street - also known as the Trimble Building. Commissioner Copeland
seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

December 16, 2019 minutes

The commission made a correction to the minutes.

MOTION: Chair Rippy made a motion to approve the amended minutes. Councilor
Copeland seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.
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Commissioner Riddile said that in the December 16, 2019 minutes there was a comment
that the museum volunteers should be invited to an HPC meeting, and although that was
likely not appropriate during a pandemic, she felt it was something for the commission to
keep in mind.

Chair Rippy said that Tow Engineer Jeff Simonson would be providing a report on the
museum, hopefully soon. He also said that he had spoken to the Talbots about possibly
using the old schoolhouse for storage of the museum items, and they considered a mid-
summer time frame, but with the pandemic things had changed. He asked Planner Smith
if there had been continuing work on the building. Planner Smith said there had not been.
Chair Rippy stated that storage space might not be available in the schoolhouse, and that
presented a problem regarding where the museum artifacts would go when work was
being done on the museum building.

Chair Rippy said he would continue to work with Engineer Simonson to get that report.

MOTION: Chair Rippy made a motion to adjourn. Commissioner Copeland
seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m.

Respectively submitted,

Commission Chair Steve Rippy

Town Clerk Melody Harrison, CMC

Historic Preservation Commission
Monday, June 15, 2020

3



	Top
	A.	Discussion: New Castle Museum Engineer's Report
	Museum Letter of 12162020

	B.	Discussion: 2021 Budget
	Approved 2021 HPC Budget

	C.	Information Item: Certified Local Government Annual Report
	Certified Local Goverment Application Memo
	CLG Annual Report  2020 Blank

	D.	2021 Webinars and Virtual Work Shops from History Colorado
	Memo regarding vertual work shops

	E.	June 15, 2020 minutes
	2. June 15 2020

	Bottom


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



