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Roger Johnson, Vice Chair 
Jonathan Hart 
Sarah Hilsendeger 
Jennifer Mortensen 
Alex Morganroth 
Lysa Schloesser 
Holly Stewart 
Carol Sundstrom 
Jeff Williams  
Deborah Cade, North Slope Ex-Officio 
Leah Jaggars, Wedge Ex-Officio  

Staff 
Reuben McKnight, Historic Preservation Officer 
Lauren Hoogkamer, Assistant Historic Preservation Officer 
BT Doan, Office Assistant 

INFORMATION ABOUT VIRTUAL MEETINGS 

In response to social distancing recommendations in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, this meeting will be conducted virtually. The meeting 
can be attended at https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85602317103, or by dialing +1 (253) 215-8782  and entering the meeting ID 856 0231 7103, when 
prompted. 

Microphones will be muted and cameras turned off for all participants during the meeting, except for the Commissioners and presenters. 

The public may submit general comments in writing prior to the meeting, by 4:00 p.m., on October 14th, or may comment during the meeting on 
regular agenda items for which a hearing has not already been held. Please e-mail your comments to landmarks@cityoftacoma.org, put in the 
subject line “LPC Meeting 10/14/20”, and clearly indicate which agenda item(s) you are addressing. 

1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF INDIGENOUS LANDS

2. ROLL CALL

3. CONSENT AGENDA
A. Excusal of Absences
B. Minutes: 9/23/20
C. Administrative Review:

• 511 N. M St.—window/garage
• 412 S. M St.—design amendment
• 1115 N. 5th St.—window/door

4. NOMINATIONS TO THE TACOMA REGISTER – FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION Page # 
A. 201-05 N. Yakima Ave. (Wahlgren’s Florist Shop & Residence) Staff 15 m 

5. SPECIAL TAX VALUATION
A. 3334 North Gove Street (Individual Landmark) Celena Kathan & Robert 

Koehn, Jr., Owners 
3 m 

B. 507 South Ainsworth Avenue (Wedge Historic District) Troy & Jana Jones, Owners 3 m 
C. 1122  North 6th Street (North Slope Historic District) Nathan Rosenbaum, Manta 

Holdings, LLC 3 m 
D. 522 North J Street (North Slope Historic District) Christopher & Stefani 

McKenty, Owners 
5 m 

E. 407 North E Street (Individual Landmark) Roy Todd & Paula Crews 
Bond, Owners 

3 m 

6. PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS
A. Annual Bylaws & Inventory Update Staff 5 m 
B. Events & Activities Update Staff 3 m 

5. CHAIR COMMENTS

Agenda
Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Planning and Development Services Department 

Date:       October 14, 2020 
Time:       5:30 p.m. 
Location: Virtual (see below) 
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Members 
Kevin Bartoy, Chair
Roger Johnson, Vice Chair 
Jonathan Hart 
Sarah Hilsendeger 
Jennifer Mortensen 
Alex Morganroth 
Lysa Schloesser 
Holly Stewart 
Carol Sundstrom 
Jeff Williams  

Deborah Cade, North Slope Ex-Officio 
Leah Jaggars, Wedge Ex-Officio  

Staff 
Reuben McKnight, Historic Preservation Officer
Lauren Hoogkamer, Assistant Historic Preservation Officer 
BT Doan, Office Assistant 

Date: September 23, 2020
Location: Virtual Zoom Webinar

Commission Members in Attendance: 
Kevin Bartoy, Chair
Roger Johnson, Vice Chair
Jonathan Hart 
Sarah Hilsendeger 
Alex Morganroth  
Jennifer Mortensen 
Holly Stewart 
Carol Sundstrom 
Jeff Williams  
Deborah Cade 
Leah Jaggars 

Commissioner Members Excused: 
N/A 

Commission Members Absent: 
N/A 

Staff Present:
Reuben McKnight
Lauren Hoogkamer 
BT Doan 

Others Present: 
Ellen Mirro, Studio TJP 
Jessica Clawson, McCullough Hill Leary Seattle Lawyers 
Aleksey Guyvoronsky 
Marshall McClintock, Historic Tacoma 
Chrisanne Becker, Historical Research Associates 
Chad Cook 
Michel Peloquin, Tacoma Water 
Aditya Singh 

Chair Kevin Bartoy called the meeting to order at 5:32 p.m. 

1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF INDIGENOUS LANDS

2. ROLL CALL

3. CONSENT AGENDA

The agenda was approved as submitted.

a. Approval of Minutes: September 9, 2020

The minutes of the meeting on 9/9/2020 was approved as submitted.

4. NOMINATIONS TO THE TACOMA REGISTER – PUBLIC COMMENT REVIEW

a. 201-05 N. Yakima Ave. (Wahlgren’s Florist Shop & House)

Mr. McKnight read the staff report as provided in the packet.

Commissioner Mortensen recused herself from the discussion regarding this nomination as she is on the board of
Historic Tacoma.

Commissioner Hart stated that the Vitrolite panels and neon sign of the 201 N. Yakima building were not the
defining feature of its mid-century design. Vice-Chair Johnson agreed and added that its association with the
commercial flower industry, which had diminished in Tacoma, was significant. Other Commissioners also agreed

MINUTES (Draft)
Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Planning and Development Services Department
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that despite the loss of the panels and neon sign, the building retained its overall character and design of a mid-
century building; however, its significance to the flower industry was argued insufficient.  

Regarding Criterion B – association with the lives of persons significant in our past, Commissioner Williams 
believed that the building met the threshold in consideration of the Wahlgren family, but not of its integrity to 
convey the significance. Commissioner Hart commented the Vitrolite panels were an essential feature, less so for 
the neon sign. Commissioner Hilsendeger mentioned that there were other landmarks in the City with connection 
to families of similar commercial contribution, disputing the point made by the property’s owner that the Wahlgren 
family’s significance was not enough.  

In terms of its ability to represent the mid-century commercial architecture, the Commission did not consider the 
building as an outstanding example of the style. Though, the Commission agreed that the building held a unique 
location and was distinctive to the neighborhood.  

As Mr. McKnight reviewed the Commission’s comments, Commissioner Williams clarified that without the neon 
sign, the connection of the building to the Wahlgren family, to some extent, was lost. Commissioner Hart 
concurred that, unlike its negligible effect on the architectural integrity, the loss of the sign decreased the 
connection to the family. Commissioner Hilsendeger stated that besides the Vitrolite panels and neon sign, other 
features that contributed to the character of the building still existed.  

Moving on to the analysis of 205 N. Yakima, the Commission determined that the building did not meet the 
threshold for any of the criteria.  

In conclusion, the Commission reached a consensus that the building at 201 N. Yakima met the criteria A and F 
for its association with the flower industry and prominence in the neighborhood. 

5. DESIGN REVIEW

a. 813 North 2nd Street (North Slope National Register Historic District)

Mr. McKnight read the staff report as provided in the packet.

Commissioner Mortensen asked if there were other buildings associated with the Kaufman and Klaber families.

Chrisanne Beckner, Historical Research Associates, introduced the property’s owner, Aditya Singh. Ms. Beckner
provided background information on the building and photos taken in July 2020. She went over the ownership
history, highlighting the events under Herman Kaufman and Herman Klaber. The presentation also offered
examples of other American Foursquare buildings in Tacoma, along with their characteristics. Also presented
were changes to the building, both before Mr. Singh’s purchase of the building and during his rehabilitation.

Commissioner Williams inquired about the permit process for modification of the building at 815 North 2nd Street.
Mr. McKnight explained that since the building was on the portion of the North Slope National Register Historic
District outside of the Tacoma Register district overlay and the permit was not for demolition, it did not require
review from the Landmarks Preservation Commission.

In response to Commissioner Mortensen’s question about other associated buildings, Ms. Beckner indicated that
Mr. Kaufman and Mr. Klaber had properties in various cities, but she was uncertain of their status.

Vice-Chair Johnson did not consider the building significant due to its lack of obvious connection to the families.
Commissioner Cade disagreed but was concerned about the integrity of the building because of its deterioration
and demolition. She also suggested additional materials produced from the Ms. Beckner’s research be provided
to the Tacoma Public Library and other historical organizations.

Commissioner Williams made a motion: “I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the
demolition permit for 813 North 2nd Street, as submitted. The building did not meet the criteria for the Tacoma
Register and was not recommended for further review.”

Commissioner Schloesser seconded the motion. It passed unanimously.
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6. DESIGN REVIEW

a. 808 North M Street (North Slope Historic District) New garage 

Mr. McKnight read the staff report as provided in the packet. 

Chad Cook, the property’s owner, presented the proposed design of the garage and stated that he was open to 
making modifications per the Commission’s recommendation. 

Commissioner Williams and Commissioner Cade supported Mr. Cook’s use of the raised grid windows. 
Commissioner Stewart asked about the dimensions of the new garage in comparison to the existing garage. Mr. 
Cook explained that the new garage was proposed to be 18’x18’ to match the existing foundation, the existing 
garage was not to those measurements.  

Commissioner Williams made a motion: “I move to approve the plan for the garage at 808 North M Street as 
submitted.” 

Commissioner Mortensen seconded the motion. It passed unanimously.  

7. PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS 

a. Tacoma Water Facilities Seismic Retrofit – FEMA Advisory Section 106 Review  

Mr. McKnight read the staff report as provided in the packet. The Commission had clarifying questions.  

Michel Peloquin, Tacoma Water, provided context for the project and assured the Commission that all three 
buildings would retain their characteristics. Chair Bartoy asked for more details, particularly the plans to offset the 
changes. Mr. Peloquin explained that the windows would likely be the most noticeable difference. After infilling the 
window openings with reinforcing concrete, false matching window frames would be installed to replicate the 
existing appearance. 

Commissioner Mortensen had questions about other potential options to retrofit the buildings and suggested 
recessed windows. Commissioner Hilsendeger asked about the condition of the hose drying towel, at 3506 S. 35 th

Street, proposed for demolition. 

Chair Bartoy, Commissioner Mortensen, and Commissioner Hilsendeger commented that the windows infill and 
tower demolition would be adverse effects to the buildings. Commissioner Williams stated that although they 
might be adverse effects, the retrofit was necessary. It was noted that determination of adverse effect would not 
stop the project; it would lead to further discussion of mitigations and exploration of other options. 

Mr. McKnight would draft a letter to FEMA to relay the Commission’s feedback. 

b. Events & Activities Update 

Ms. Hoogkamer provided updates on the Virtual Heritage Café Lecture Series. 

c. Commissioner Appointment Terms 

Mr. McKnight informed the Commission that the term of Commissioner Schloesser (Architect 1), Commissioner 
Morganroth (At Large 1), Chair Bartoy (Professional 3), and Commissioner Mortensen (Professional 4) would be 
up at the end of the year. The City Clerk’s Office would be releasing the recruitment announcement. The 
incumbent Commissioners might continue serving until new appointments or re-appointments were made. 

8. CHAIR COMMENTS 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:07 p.m. 

*These minutes are not a direct transcription of the meeting, but rather a brief capture. For full-length audio recording of the 
meeting, please visit: http://www.cityoftacoma.org/cms/One.aspx?portalId=169&pageId=67980
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STAFF REPORT  October 14, 2020
 
NOMINATIONS TO THE TACOMA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES –FINDINGS AND 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Tacoma Register listing follows procedures defined in 13.07.050, and consists of a minimum of two separate 
Commission meetings.  The initial meeting determines whether the property meets the threshold criteria in the ordinance 
for age and integrity.  If the Commission finds that the age and integrity standards are met, then the Commission may 
move to have the nomination scheduled for a public hearing and comment period, at which the public may enter 
comments into the record for consideration. Following the comment period, the Commission may deliberate on the 
nomination for up to 45 days before recommending to City Council listing on the register, or denying the nomination.   

AGENDA ITEM 4A:  201 & 205 North Yakima Ave. (Wahlgren’s Florist Shop & House) 
Staff 
 

BACKGROUND

The Wahlgren house, at 205 N. Yakima Avenue, was built before 1902 and the Wahlgren Florist Shop, at 201 N. 
Yakima Avenue, was built in 1949. The house and shop are within the boundaries of the 1977 Stadium-Seminary 
Washington Heritage and National Register Historic Districts. Both of these structures have been nominated to the 
Tacoma Register of Historic Places by Historic Tacoma.  The owner opposes this nomination. 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS 
On April 22, 2020, the Landmarks Preservation Commission reviewed a historic property assessment report 
prepared on behalf of the ownership as required by TMC 13.12.570.B for demolition of structures located within a 
National Register Historic District.  Both buildings are planned for removal to make way for new development.   
 
The Historic Property Assessment report determined that the properties did not appear to meet the criteria for 
designation, an assessment with which staff concurred.  The Commission disagreed with the assessment report 
recommendations and found that the properties should be formally considered for inclusion on the Tacoma 
Register of Historic Places based upon its association with the flower industry in Tacoma and the Wahlgren family.  
This recommendation is pending review at the City Council Infrastructure, Planning and Sustainability Committee. 

On May 27, 2020, Historic Tacoma submitted an independent nomination for both properties to the Historic 
Preservation Office.  Upon request of the owner, a 30-day review period was granted.  A response letter from the 
owner’s representative is included in the packet, as well as a letter from Fred Wahlgren to the current owner.  On 
August 12, 2020 the Commission conducted a preliminary review of the nomination and voted to schedule it for a 
public hearing on September 9.  Following the hearing, the Commission reviewed testimony and comments at its 
September 23 meeting. 
 
REQUESTED ACTION 
The current action before the Commission is to adopt its findings and conclusions, and make a recommendation to 
City Council regarding the nomination. 
 
FINDINGS 

The following are presented to the Commission as proposed findings, based upon the guidance of the Commission: 
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1. On May 27, 2020, Historic Tacoma, an independent non-profit historic preservation advocacy group, submitted a 
nomination for 201 and 205 N Yakima Avenue (Wahlgren’s Florists and Wahlgren residence, respectively) to the 
Tacoma Register of Historic Places. 

2. Nomination of properties to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places listing follows procedures defined in 
13.07.050.   

3. Any person may submit a nomination of a property to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places so long as 
evidence is provided in the nomination that the owners of the subject property have been contacted prior to 
submittal by the nominator. A letter to A&A Property Holdings LLC met this requirement. 

4. On June 18, the Historic Preservation Officer determined that the nomination was complete and notified Historic 
Tacoma and the property owner, A&A Property Holdings LLC.  At that time, the owner requested an additional 30 
days to review and respond to the nomination as provided by the municipal code, which was granted and the 
nomination was scheduled for its first review (Preliminary Review) on August 12, 2020. 

5. On August 12, 2020, the Landmarks Preservation Commission reviewed the nomination and concluded that the 
buildings did appear to meet the threshold criteria in the municipal code for age and integrity, and appeared to 
meet the nomination criteria A, B, C and F (discussed below).  The Commission voted to schedule the 
nomination for a Public Hearing on September 9, 2020. 

6. The hearing was conducted via virtual webinar on September 9, 2020.  Notice was sent to adjacent property 
owners within a 400’ radius 14 days prior to the meeting and published in the News Tribune on September 2, as 
well as posted to the Landmarks Commission agenda website and distributed by email. 

7. Following the public hearing, the Commission reviewed testimony and discussion on September 23 and directed 
staff to prepare findings for review and action at the Commission meeting of October 14. 

8. The building at 201 N Yakima was built in 1949 on its current site as a florist’s shop.  The building is a one story 
flat-roofed commercial building with large projecting canopy and a steel pipe column structural system supporting 
the front elevation, large glass display windows, Roman brick planter boxes below the windows, recessed 
lighting under the canopy, and originally, a Vitrolite glass parapet with a projecting neon sign that contained the 
name of the business.  Several alterations have occurred over the years, including a 1951 addition to the rear of 
the property, two window replacements on the addition, loss of the original business sign and the removal or 
covering of the Vitrolite glass panels on the parapet with a corrugated metal sheathing. 

9. The residence at 205 N Yakima was constructed in 1902 and converted to a multifamily residence sometime 
prior to the 1930s; this conversion resulted in the infill of a first floor alcove porch and the addition of a pent roof, 
installation of two separate entrances.  The other principle changes to the building include an enclosed porch on 
the north elevation and a storage shed on the northeast corner of the building.  The building was included in the 
1977 inventory of the Stadium Seminary National Register Historic District as a “secondary” structure.  Buildings 
within the district were categorized at the time as “Pivotal,” “Primary,” “Secondary” or “Intrusive.” 

10. The nomination submitted to the Commission cited several criteria for historic significance in the Tacoma 
Municipal Code.   

(i) Criterion A for the buildings’ association with the major flower and bulb growing industry in and around 
Tacoma from the 1920s to the 1960s.  

(ii) Criterion B for the buildings’ association with the lives of persons and communities significant to 
Tacoma's past. According to the nomination, the house is associated with Harry Nash, a Washington 
Territory pioneer who established a thriving Tacoma butcher and meat market business. It is also 
associated as the residence and business site of Swedish immigrant Fred P. Wahlgren, his wife Dora, 
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and their children Lillian M. and Fred G., who all operated a successful florist business at the site for 
some 68 years. 

(iii) Criterion C for embodying for embodying the distinctive characteristics of a type and period. The 
florist shop at 201 N. Yakima Avenue was nominated as an example of Modernist-style commercial 
architecture. The house at 205 N. Yakima Avenue has undergone some alterations since its initial 
construction; it was nominated as an example of the Free Classic variant of the Queen Anne-style 
found in modest, early 20th Century residences. 

(iv) Criterion F. Wahlgren's Florist shop at 210 N. Yakima has been a prominent feature of the corner of N. 
Yakima Avenue and N. 2nd Street since its construction in 1949. 

11. During the preliminary nomination review, the owner was represented by Ellen Mirro, a professionally qualified 
architectural historian.  Ms. Mirro stated that the owner did not support the nomination and that while the owners 
recognized the significance of the Wahlgren family and the florist business associated with the buildings, they did 
not believe it was sufficient to meet the threshold criteria for nomination. Ms. Mirro also indicated that Fred 
Wahlgren did not consider the properties part of his family’s legacy, and presented a letter from him stating his 
intention in the decision to sell them. Further, she argued that the buildings had been altered, which in turn 
affected the ability of the building to convey their period as well as original designs. 

12. At the preliminary nomination review, the Commission found that the properties appeared to meet the threshold 
criteria for age and integrity, and appeared to meet several of the designation criteria, and voted to schedule the 
nomination for a public hearing to receive public comment. 

13. The hearing was conducted via virtual webinar on September 9, 2020.  Notice was sent to adjacent property 
owners within a 400’ radius 14 days prior to the meeting and published in the News Tribune on September 2. 

14. A total of 19 email, written and oral comments were received at the hearing.  The majority of the comments (15) 
were in support of the nomination.  Specific reasons for support included:  the buildings are historically or 
architecturally significant (9), the commenter is opposed to the proposed development (4), and general support 
(5).  Comments opposing the historic designation (4) included:  the original owner does not support (1), current 
owner intends to provide housing (1), people are opposing the nomination because they do not want apartments 
(1), the city needs new development (1), and the subject buildings do not meet the historic eligibility criteria (1). 

15. The first criterion cited in the nomination is Criterion A, which states:  Is associated with events that have made a 
significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history. 

16. The nomination states that the florist shop is significant under this criterion for its association with the major 
flower and bulb growing industry in and around Tacoma from the 1920s through the 1960s.  Fred Wahlgren 
established a floral business at the site in 1934 that continued for 68 years.  According to the nomination, the 
business is also significantly associated with Japanese American Robert T Mizukami and the Fife Gardenville 
Greenhouses, as well as the annual Daffodil Festival.   

17. The owner contends that the subject building is not known to be associated in a significant way with an historic 
event with a significant effect upon the community, city, state, or nation, nor does it convey any historical 
association with the broad patterns of history, in this case the flower industry in Tacoma and the Japanese 
American community, through its appearance. The owner stated that the building therefore does not qualify for 
designation under this criterion.  

18. Upon analysis, the Commission believes the florist shop is a rare surviving connection with the cut flower 
industry in Tacoma and the south Puget Sound.  Tacoma was the center of one of the largest flower industries in 
the United States, but now the local industry is gone.  The Commission further feels that the association with the 
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historical narrative of Tacoma’s flower industry is intact despite the loss of the vitrolite panels on the parapet, and 
the business identity sign.   

19. However, the Commission does not find the association with the Japanese American flower business nor the 
association with Robert T. Mizukami to be significant as documented in the nomination document.  

20. The florist shop is also nominated under Criterion B, which states: Is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. 

21. The nomination states that 201 N Yakima is eligible for its association with Harry Nash, a Washington Territory 
Pioneer who established a thriving butcher and meat market business, and with the Wahlgren family and their 
business. 

22. Conversely, the owner contends that although the subject buildings are associated with the Wahlgren family and 
Wahlgren’s Floral, the mere longevity of a business and residency is not enough to consider the members of the 
Wahlgren family to be considered "significant" to the history of the city of Tacoma. 

23. Upon review of the criteria, the Commission believes that, although the building is associated with the Wahlgren 
family and their business, that association is diminished due to the loss of the sign on the building.  There is no 
evidence of any association for this building with Harry Nash, nor evidence of the historical importance of Mr. 
Nash. The Commission therefore finds that the florist’s shop does not meet Criterion B. 

24. The florist shop is nominated under Criterion C, which states:  Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, 
period, or method of construction, or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or 
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction. 

25. According to the nomination, 201 N Yakima is eligible as an “excellent and rare” example of Modernist style 
commercial architecture in the Stadium District and exhibits a high quality of design through its enframed window 
walls, flat roof and parapet and extended awning with original light fixtures and Roman brick planters.   

26. The owner contends that, although the building is a midcentury commercial building, being a “type” of building 
does not alone convey significance.  Due to alterations, it no longer has the ability to embody or convey its type. 

27. Upon review of this criterion, the Commission acknowledges that the building is an example of a midcentury 
building. Although it is “emblematic” of a midcentury commercial building, and does possess some distinctive 
characteristics of the type, the Commission finds that it is not is not a significant or exceptional example of a 
midcentury commercial building, and therefore does not meet Criterion C. 

28. The florist shop is also nominated under Criterion F, which states:  Owing to its unique location or singular 
physical characteristics, represents an established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood or City. 

29. The nomination contends that 201 N Yakima is eligible as it has been a prominent feature on the corner of N 
Yakima Avenue and N 2nd Street since 1949, and that this significance is evidenced by its being prominently 
featured on a mural at Shake Shake Shake, a nearby restaurant. 

30. The ownership acknowledges that the building does appear on a community mural, but also contends that being 
a structure on a corner does not alone indicate that a building is significant. 

31. Upon review of this criterion, the Commission finds that the building does have singular physical characteristics 
and is clearly an established and familiar feature of the neighborhood, and therefore meets Criterion F. 

32. The residence at 205 N Yakima is nominated under Criterion A, which is described above. 
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33. The nomination states that the house at 205 N Yakima is significant under Criterion A for its association with the 
Wahlgren Family, and their floral business, which is also associated with the Japanese American florist and 
businessperson Robert T Mizukami.  The house is also nominated under this criterion as an example of housing 
for working and lower middle class residents of Tacoma.   

34. The owner states that the association of this house with the history of the floral industry and with the Mizukami 
Family business is tenuous, and that it does not appear to meet any of the criteria for significance and 
designation under the Tacoma Municipal Code.   

35. Upon review of this criterion, the Commission does not find any significant association with Robert T. Mizukami 
or the Japanese flower industry.  The Commission also finds that, although the home is clearly associated with 
the Wahlgren family, the association with the business does not appear to be historically significant.  Lastly, the 
home does not appear to be significant as an example of housing for middle/working class people.  Therefore, 
the Commission finds that the residence does not meet Criterion A. 

36. The residence is also nominated under Criterion B, described above. 

37. The nomination states that 205 N Yakima is eligible for its association with Harry Nash, a Washington Territory 
Pioneer who established a thriving butcher and meat market business, and with the Wahlgren family and their 
business.  A brief biography of Mr. Nash is included in the nomination, describing his life and businesses. 

38. As with the florist shop, the owner contends that the mere longevity of a business and residency is not enough to 
consider the members of the Wahlgren family to be considered "significant" to the history of the city of Tacoma. 

39. Upon review of this criterion, the Commission does not find any significance in the association of the house to 
the Wahlgren family, or with Mr. Nash.  Therefore, the Commission finds that the residence does not appear to 
meet Criterion B. 

40. The residence is also nominated under Criterion C, which is described above.   

41. The nomination indicates that 205 N Yakima is eligible as an example of the Free Classic variant of a Queen 
Anne style residence built in the early 20th century, with elements that include a steeply pitched cross gabled 
roof, asymmetrical entrance, wood shake siding and projecting bay, and decorative windows.   

42. The owner counters that because the house has been altered, it no longer clearly conveys its architectural types 
or period of construction in a significant way.   

43. Upon review of this criterion, the Commission finds that it is not a significant example of a Free Classic Queen 
Anne residence, and therefore does not meet Criterion C. 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 

1. The Commission finds that the florist shop at 201 N Yakima meets Criterion A, for its association with events that 
have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns or our history. 

2. The Commission also finds that the property at 201 N Yakima meets the eligibility criteria for Criterion F, as an 
established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood. 
 

3. The Commission finds that the residence at 205 N Yakima does not appear to meet the criteria for inclusion in 
the Tacoma Register of Historic Places. 
 
 

Sample motion language to recommend designation: 
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“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission adopt the draft findings as fact, and move that the Landmarks 
Preservation Commission recommend to City Council that the property at 201 N Yakima, Wahlgren’s Florist Shop, 
should be listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places, under Criteria A and F [or cite other eligibility criteria].” 

Sample motion language for denial: 

“I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission adopt the findings as amended [include specific amendments to 
findings], and does not recommend to City Council that the nominated properties [indicate which building(s)] be listed on 
the Tacoma Register of Historic Places.” 

 
SPECIAL TAX VALUATION 

BACKGROUND 
WAC 254-20 enables local governments adopt local legislation to provide special valuation of historic properties that 
have been rehabilitated.  With regard to the application review process, state law authorizes local historic review boards 
to determine: 

 
1. Whether the property is included within a class of historic property determined eligible for special valuation by the 

local legislative authority under an ordinance or administrative rule (in Tacoma, this means properties defined as 
City Landmarks);  

2. Whether the property has been rehabilitated at a cost equal to or exceeding 25% of the assessed improvement 
value at the beginning of the project within twenty-four months prior to the date of application; and 

3. Whether the property has not been altered in any way which adversely affects those elements which qualify it as 
historically significant. 

 
If the local review board finds that the property satisfies all three of the above requirements, then it shall, on behalf of the 
local jurisdiction, enter into an agreement with the owner, which, at a minimum, includes the provisions set forth in WAC 
254-20-120. Upon execution of said agreement between the owner and the local review board, the local review board 
shall approve the application. 
 
Per TMC 1.42, the Tacoma Landmarks Commission is the local body that approves applications for Special Tax 
Valuation. 
 

AGENDA ITEM 5A: 3334 North Gove Street  (Individual Landmark)
Celena Kathan & Robert Koehne, Jr., Owners 
 
ANALYSIS 
Property Eligibility: Individual Landmark on the Tacoma Register of Historic 

Places 
Rehabilitation Cost Claimed:        $361,669.81 
Assessed Improvement Value Prior to Rehabilitation:  $326,100 
Rehabilitation Percentage of Assessed Value:   111%  
Project Period: 8/23/18 – 8/31/20 
Appropriateness of Rehabilitation: Interior and exterior remodel. Work occurred prior to 

designation of property. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff has reviewed the itemized expense sheet per the Commission bylaws for STV cost eligibility and recommends 
approval of this application for the amount of $361,669.81.  
 
Recommended language for approval: 
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the Special Tax Valuation application for 3334 N. Gove St. 
in the amount of $361,669.81.  
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AGENDA ITEM 5B: 507 South Ainsworth Ave. (Wedge Historic District)
Troy & Jana Jones, Owner 

ANALYSIS 
Property Eligibility: Contributing Property in the Wedge Neighborhood 

Historic District 
Rehabilitation Cost Claimed:    $316,633 
Assessed Improvement Value Prior to Rehabilitation: $181,700 
Rehabilitation Percentage of Assessed Value:  174%  
Project Period: September 2019--July2020 
Appropriateness of Rehabilitation: Full restoration including: roof, plumbing, electrical, 

kitchen, bath, and window restoration. Exterior work 
reviewed by LPC in 2019. 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff has reviewed the itemized expense sheet per the Commission bylaws for STV cost eligibility and recommends 
approval of this application for $316,633. 

Recommended language for approval: 
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the Special Tax Valuation application for 507 S. Ainsworth 
Ave. in the amount of $316,633.  

AGENDA ITEM 5C: 1122 North 6th Street  (North Slope Historic District) 
Nathan Rosenbaum, Manta Holdings, LLC 

ANALYSIS 
Property Eligibility: Contributing property in the North Slope Historic District 
Rehabilitation Cost Claimed:    $1,906,222 
Revised Cost Claimed: $1,897,156 
Assessed Improvement Value Prior to Rehabilitation: $1,048,000 
Rehabilitation Percentage of Assessed Value:  182%   
Revised Percentage of Assessed Value: 181% 
Project Period: 9/1/18 – 8/31/20 
Appropriateness of Rehabilitation: Full interior remodel. Exterior changes administratively 

approved in 2020. Project is under review for Federal 
Historic Tax Credits. 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff has reviewed the itemized expense sheet per the Commission bylaws for STV cost eligibility and recommends 
approval of this application for the revised amount of $1,897,156. The total amount was amended to subtract ineligible 
costs including blinds and signage. 

Recommended language for approval: 
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the Special Tax Valuation application for 1122 N. 6th

Street, for $1,897,156. 

AGENDA ITEM 5D: 522 North J Street  (North Slope Historic District) 
Christopher & Stefani McKenty, Owners 

ANALYSIS 
Property Eligibility: Contributing property in the North Slope Historic District 
Rehabilitation Cost Claimed:    $267,771 
Revised Cost Claimed: $241,244.14 
Assessed Improvement Value Prior to Rehabilitation: $336,500 
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Rehabilitation Percentage of Assessed Value: 80% 
Revised Percentage of Assessed Value:   72%  
Project Period: 5/15/18 – 10/1/18 
Appropriateness of Rehabilitation: Interior remodel 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff has reviewed the itemized expense sheet per the Commission bylaws for STV cost eligibility and recommends 
approval of this application for $241,244.14, which excludes $26,526.86 for ineligible appliance costs. The applicant has 
requested that the Commission reconsider the appliance costs as they are built- in appliances and not easily removable. 
 
Recommended language for approval: 
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the Special Tax Valuation application for 522 N. J Street., 
for $241,244.14. 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM 5E: 407 North E Street (Individual Landmark)
Roy Todd & Paula Crews Bond, Owners 
 
ANALYSIS 
Property Eligibility: Individual Landmark on the Tacoma Register of Historic 

Places  
Rehabilitation Cost Claimed:    $163,898   
Assessed Improvement Value Prior to Rehabilitation:  $424,100 
Rehabilitation Percentage of Assessed Value:   39%   
Project Period: 1/1/18 – 12/31/19 
Appropriateness of Rehabilitation: Interior kitchen/bathroom and electrical remodel. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff has reviewed the itemized expense sheet per the Commission bylaws for STV cost eligibility and recommends 
approval of this application for $163,898. 
 
Recommended language for approval: 
I move that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve the Special Tax Valuation application for 407 N. E St., for 
$163,898. 
 
 
PRESERVATION PLANNING/BOARD BUSINESS 
 

AGENDA ITEM 6A:  Annual Bylaws & Inventory Update  
Staff 
 
BACKGROUND 
Once annually, the Commission may review and amend Commission bylaws and district guidelines and inventories. This 
year there are no proposed changes. 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM 6B:  Events & Activities Update
Staff 
 
2020 Events 

1. Virtual Heritage Café: Broadening Horizons in Historic Preservation  
a) Amber Hayword: Twulshootseed Language Revitalization in the Puyallup Tribal Community (6pm, 

October 15th) 
b) Tamiko Nimura, Falling into Public History (6pm, November 19th) 
c) Jackie Peterson, Preserving What Matters: Building A More Inclusive Practice (6pm, December 17th)  
d) Second Use & Earthwise: Salvage Stories (6pm, January 21st) 
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2. Virtual Tour Tacoma: Then & now (8pm, on Pretty Gritty Tours Facebook/YouTube, November 21st)
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Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Tacoma Community and Economic Development Department 

7 4 7  M a r k e t  S t r e e t R o o m  3 4 5 T a c o m a  W A  9 8 4 0 2 - 3 7 9 3 2 5 3 . 5 9 1 . 5 2 5 4

Nominations to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places are processed according to the procedures and standards described in TMC 1.42 and 13.07.  Submittal of a 
nomination form does not obligate the City to place a property on the Register or to extend financial incentives to a property owner.  Documents submitted become public 
record.  Additional requirements may be imposed by other City, state or federal regulations. 

TACOMA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
NOMINATION FORM 

This form is required to nominate properties to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places per Tacoma Municipal Code 13.07.050.  Type all entries and 
complete all applicable sections. Contact the Historic Preservation Office with any questions at 253-591-5254.

PART 1:  PROPERTY INFORMATION (for ‘HELP’ press the F1 key) 

04/2017

Property Name

Historic 
Name

Wahlgren’s Florist shop & Wahlgren 
house

Common 
Name

201 & 205 N. Yakima Avenue 

Location

Street Address 201 & 205 North Yakima Avenue Zip 98403

Parcel No. 2032150040 Legal Description and Plat or Addition: Lots 10,11 and 12, Block 3216, Map of New 
Tacoma, W.T., which was filed for record in the office of the Pierce 
County Auditor February 3, 1876, records of Pierce County, Washington; 
Together with that portion of vacated alley which attaches by operation of 
law. Situated in the County of Pierce, State of Washington.
Section 32 Township 21 Range 03 Quarter 42 : NEW TACOMA

Nominated Elements
Please indicate below significant elements of the property that are included in the nomination by checking the 
appropriate box(es) below. These elements should be described specifically in the narrative section of this form. 

Principal Structure Site

Historic Additions Historic Landscaping, Fencing, Walkways, etc. 

Accessory Buildings/Outbuildings Interior Spaces/Other (inventory in narrative) 

Owner of Property

Name A&A PROPERTY HOLDINGS LLC 

Address 1020 S 344TH ST STE 201 City Federal Way State WA Zip 98003

Is the owner the sponsor of this nomination? If not, 
please provide evidence that the owner has been 
contacted.

Yes No

Owner Signature, if possible:

Form Preparer

Name/Title Kathleen Brooker Company/Organization Historic Tacoma 

Address P.O. Box 7664 City Tacoma State WA Zip 98417

Phone (206) 619-9115 Email kbrooker1@gmail.com

Nomination Checklist—Attachments
$100 Filing Fee (payable to City Treasurer) Continuation Sheets 

Site Map (REQUIRED) Historical Plans 
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Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Tacoma Community and Economic Development Department 

7 4 7  M a r k e t  S t r e e t R o o m  3 4 5 T a c o m a  W A  9 8 4 0 2 - 3 7 9 3 2 5 3 . 5 9 1 . 5 2 5 4

Nominations to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places are processed according to the procedures and standards described in TMC 1.42 and 13.07.  Submittal of a 
nomination form does not obligate the City to place a property on the Register or to extend financial incentives to a property owner.  Documents submitted become public 
record.  Additional requirements may be imposed by other City, state or federal regulations. 

Photographs (REQUIRED): please label or caption 
photographs and include a photography index

Other (please indicate): FOR OFFICE USE 

Last Deed of Title (REQUIRED): this document can 
usually be obtained for little or no cost from a titling 
company

Date Received _____________

Fee Paid _____________
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Landmarks Preservation Commission
Nomination to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places Page __ of __ 

Narrative (continued) 

PART 2:  PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

Extent of Changes
Please summarize the changes that have been made to the original plan, exterior, materials, cladding, windows, interior, and other
significant elements by selecting the choices below. If the property has been previously documented, these may be indicated on the
Washington State Historic Property Inventory Form. These changes should be described specifically in the narrative section of this
form.

 Original Materials Intact Original Materials Intact 

Plan (i.e.: no additions to footprint , relocation of walls, or 
roof plan) Yes No

Interior (woodwork, finishes, flooring, 
fixtures) Yes No

Original cladding/exterior materials Yes No Other elements Yes No

Windows (no replacement windows or replacement sashes) Yes No    

Physical Description Narrative
Describe in detail the original (if known) and present physical appearance, condition and architectural characteristics of the site
(context, location), exterior (all four walls), and interior. Please include a list of known alterations and their dates (use additional
sheets if necessary).

See Appendix I 
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Landmarks Preservation Commission
Nomination to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places Page __ of __ 

Narrative Continuation 

PART 3:  HISTORICAL OR CULTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

Criteria for Designation

Tacoma Municipal Code recognizes six criteria of eligibility for inclusion on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places.  Please select 
any that apply to this property, for which there is documented evidence included in this nomination form. 

A Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history; or 

B Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

C Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or represents the work of a 
master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may 
lack individual distinction; or 

D Has yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history; or 

E Abuts a property that is already listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places and was constructed within the period 
of significance of the adjacent structure; or 

F Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an established and familiar visual feature of 
the neighborhood or City. 

Historical Data (if known) 

Date(s) of Construction 1902, 1949 Other Date(s) of Significance 1928, 1934, 1949, 1950 

Architect(s) N/A Builder

J.E. Darling, 
Ray R. Kelly Engineer N/A

Architectural 
Style(s) Queen Anne, Modernist Material(s) wood, masonry 

Statement of Significance 
Describe in detail the chronological history of the property and how it meets the criteria for the Register of Historic Places. Please 
provide a summary in the first paragraph that lists the relevant criteria (use additional sheets if necessary). This section should
include a thorough narrative of the property’s history, context, occupants, and uses.  If using a Multiple Property Nomination that
is already on record, or another historical context narrative, please reference it by name and source. 
See Appendix II and Appendix III 
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May 26, 2020 

A & A Property Holdings LLC 
1020 S. 344th Street, Suite 201 
Federal Way, 98003-8711 

RE:  201-205 North Yakima Ace.  Tacoma WA 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Historic Tacoma is a non-profit preservation advocacy organization.  We are 
submitting a nomination to the Tacoma Register of Historic Places for your 
property at 201-205 North Yakima Avenue, parcel #2032150040.  We believe 
that both the house and floral shop are eligible for landmark designation. 

If you have concerns about this application, please rely to 
info@historictacoma.org or to my attention at Historic Tacoma, PO Bpx 7664, 
Tacoma WA 98417. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Brooker 
President 
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From: McKnight, Reuben
To: Landmarks
Subject: FW: 201 and 205 Yakima Ave
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2020 11:27:33 AM

From: Melinda Gordon <melinda.m.gordon@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September 3, 2020 11:25 AM
To: McKnight, Reuben <Reuben.McKnight@cityoftacoma.org>
Subject: 201 and 205 Yakima Ave

Hi Reuben,

I'm writing to say that I support adding 201 and 205 Yakima Ave. to the city's
Landmarks Register.

Thank you, 

Melinda Gordon
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From: McKnight, Reuben
To: Landmarks
Subject: FW: Put 201-205 N. Yakima on Tacoma Register
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2020 11:43:10 AM

From: Julie and Jay TURNER . . . . <juliejayturner@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September 3, 2020 11:35 AM
To: McKnight, Reuben <Reuben.McKnight@cityoftacoma.org>
Subject: Put 201-205 N. Yakima on Tacoma Register

Dear Reuben,

Jay and I support adding the two properties at
201 and 205 North Yakima on the Tacoma
Register. It would be a shame to tear them down
for a 6 story modern apartment building.  Both
buildings are historic in their own right, and
together speak of families who added to the
commerce of Tacoma.

Julie S. Turner
Jay R. Turner
817 North J St.
Tacoma, 98403 
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National Park Service Part 3 Application Images 

Newton Apartments (now Red Maple Apartments), Tacoma, Washington 
1122 North 6th Street, Tacoma, Pierce County, Washington 98403 

North Slope Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
NPS Project No. 41711 

September 3, 2020 

Owner: Manta Holdings, LLC (Nathan Rosenbaum, sole member) 

Historic Preservation Architect and NPS Part 3 Application Contact:  
Stephen Day, AIA    Stephen Day Architecture PLLC  1326 5 th Avenue, Suite 650, Seattle WA 98101 
Tel (206) 625-1511   stephen@stephendayarchitecture.com 

Image: Newton Apartments, 1924. Developer: W.E. Newton, contractor W.H. Gerlach. 
Image Source: Tacoma Public Library. 
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Fig. 1. Map of Tacoma with Newton Apartments (1122 North 6 th Street) indicated. Source: Google Maps. 
 

 

              

Fig. 2. Map of North Slope Historic District, with location of Newton Apartments indicated. Source: City of Tacoma. 
 

Newton Apartments 
(now Red Maple Apartments) 
1122 North 6th Street 
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Fig. 3A. Parcel map indicating Newton Apartments property. Source: City of Tacoma. 
 
 
 

 

Fig. 3B. Building footprints in vicinity, with location of Newton Apartments indicated. Source: City of Tacoma. 
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Fig. 4A. Newton Apartments, Basement Plan  Pre-Rehabilitation, Photograph Key Plan. 
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Fig. 4B. Newton Apartments, Level 1 Plan  Pre-Rehabilitation, Photograph Key Plan. 
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Fig. 4C. Newton Apartments, Level 2 Plan  Pre-Rehabilitation, Photograph Key Plan. 
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Fig. 5. Aerial view, with location of Newton Apartments indicated. Source: Google Earth. 
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. 

Fig. 6. Newton Apartments, entry at west facade, with south façade at right. December 2019. 
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 

Fig. 6 (After). Newton Apartments, entry at west facade, with south façade at right. August 2020. 
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 7. Newton Apartments, entry at west façade (N. 6th St.), looking east. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 
 

 
 

Fig. 7 (After). Newton Apartments, entry at west façade looking east. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 8. Newton Apartments, south façade (N. L St.), looking north. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 

 
 

Fig. 8 (After). Newton Apartments, south façade (N. L St.), looking north. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 9. Newton Apartments, porch at east façade, looking northwest. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 

Fig. 9 (After). Newton Apartments, porch at east façade, looking NW. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 10. Newton Apartments, porch at east façade, looking south. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 
 

 
 

Fig. 10 (After). Newton Apartments, porch at east façade, looking south. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 11. Newton Apartments, porch at east façade, looking northwest. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 

 
 

Fig. 11 (After). Newton Apartments, porch at east façade, looking NW. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 12. Newton Apartments, north façade, looking south. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 

 
 

Fig. 12 (After). Newton Apartments, north façade, looking south. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 13. Newton Apartments, north façade and N. 6th St., looking south. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 

 
 

Fig. 13 (After). Newton Apartments, north façade and N. 6th St., looking south. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 14. Newton Apartments, east facade, looking southeast. December 2019. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
 

 
 

Fig. 14 (After). Newton Apartments, east facade, looking southeast. August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 15. Newton Apartments, north façade, egress from Basement (below front porch), looking south. December 2019.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 

 

 
 

Fig. 15 (After). Newton Apartments, north façade, egress from Basement (below front porch), looking south. August 2020.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 16. Newton Apartments, north façade, egress from Basement (below front porch), looking south. December 2019.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 

 

 
 

Fig. 16 (After). Newton Apartments, north façade, egress from Basement (below front porch), looking south. August 2020.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 21. Newton Apartments front porch, looking north, 2018, prior to removal of damaged awning and support.  
Source: Owner. 

 

 
 

Fig. 21 (After). Newton Apartments front porch, looking north, with new awning and support. August 2020. 
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 22. Newton Apartments front porch, looking northeast, 2018, prior to removal of damaged awning and support.  
Source: Owner. 
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Fig. 22 (After). Newton Apartments front porch, looking northeast, with new awning and support. August 2020. 
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 23. Newton Apartments, west façade and street view from N. 6 th Street, looking east. December 2019.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 

 

 
Fig. 23 (After). Newton Apartments, west façade and street view from N. 6 th Street, looking east. August 2020.  

Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 24. Newton Apartments roof at southeast corner, looking southeast, 2018. Source: Owner. 
 

(No change to this feature) 
 
 
 
 

Page 111 of 186



 
 

Fig. 25A. Rear egress porch, at Second Floor landing, looking southeast, 2018. Source: Owner. 
 

 
 

Fig. 25A (After). Rear egress porch, at Second Floor landing, looking southeast, August 2020.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 25B. Rear egress porch, stair down from Second Floor landing, looking north, 2018. Source: Owner. 
 

 
 

Fig. 25B (After). Rear egress porch, stair down from Second Floor landing, looking north, August 2020. 
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 26. Newton Apartments, entry foyer and stair from First Floor to Second Floor, looking east.  
Note carpet at stair and corridor removed, ceiling plaster at corridor removed as electrical rewiring started.   

November 2019. Source: Owner. 
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Fig. 26 (After). Newton Apartments, entry foyer and stair from First Floor to Second Floor, looking east.  
Carpet at stair and corridor replaced, balustrade, top rail and newel post repaired. August 2020. 

Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 27. Newton Apartments, Basement corridor, looking west toward enclosed stair, 2018.  Source: Owner. 
 

 
 

Fig. 27 (After). Newton Apartments, Basement corridor, looking west toward enclosed stair, August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 28. Newton Apartments, First Floor corridor, looking west to entry, door to Basement stair, 2018.  Source: Owner. 

Fig. 28 (After). Newton Apartments, First Floor corridor, looking west to entry, door to Basement stair. August 2020.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 29. Newton Apartments, Second Floor corridor, looking west toward door to stair, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 29 (After). Newton Apartments, Second Floor corridor, looking west toward door to stair. August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 30. Newton Apartments, Basement storage and shop area, looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner. 
 

  
 

Fig. 30 (After). Newton Apartments, Basement apartment, looking southeast. August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 31. Newton Apartments, boiler room and utilities space. Looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner. 
 

 
 

Fig. 31 (After). Newton Apartments, Basement apartment (former boiler room and utilities area).  
Looking southeast. August 2020.  Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 32. Newton Apartments, boiler room and utilities space. Looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 
 

 
 

Fig. 32 (After). Newton Apartments, Basement apartment (former boiler room and utilities area).  
Looking southeast. August 2020.  Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 33. Newton Apartments, Basement storage/laundry area, looking south, 2018.  Source: Owner. 
 
 

  
 

Fig. 33 (After). Newton Apartments, Basement storage/laundry area, looking south. August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 34A. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 18, looking northwest, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 34A (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 18, looking northwest. August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 34B. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 18, looking west, 2018.  Source: Owner. 
 

  
 

Fig. 34B (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 18, looking west. August 2020   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 34C. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 18, looking south, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 34C (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 18, looking south in area of former kitchen.  
August 2020.  Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 34D. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 18, looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 
 

 
 

Fig. 34D (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 18, looking southeast in bathroom. August 2020.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 35A. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 20, looking west to middle room, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 35A (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 20, looking west in reconfigured apartment. 
August 2020. Source: Owner.  
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Fig. 35B. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 20, middle room looking west, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 35B (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 20, looking west. August 2020. Source: Owner.  
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Fig. 35C. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 20, west room looking NW, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 35C (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 20, looking NW, August 2020.   
Source: Owner.  
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Fig. 35D. Newton Apartments, Basement Unit 20, middle room looking NE, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 35D (After). Newton Apartments, former Basement Unit 20, looking NE. August 2020. Source: Owner.  
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Fig. 36. Newton Apartments, Typical First Floor apartment, Unit 7, looking north, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 
 

 
 

Fig. 36 (After). Newton Apartments, Typical First Floor apartment, former Unit 7, looking north, August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 37. Newton Apartments, Typical First Floor unit, Unit 8, original oak/fir flooring, looking southeast, 2018.   
Source: Owner.  
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Fig. 37 (After). Newton Apartments, Typical First Floor unit, former Unit 8, original oak/fir flooring, looking southeast. 
August 2020.  Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 38. Newton Apartments, kitchen prior to rehabilitation, Unit 7, looking west, 2018.  Source: Owner. 

Fig. 38 (After). Newton Apartments, kitchen after rehabilitation, former Unit 7, looking west. August 2020. 
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 

Page 134 of 186



 

Fig. 39. Newton Apartments, typical bathroom prior to rehabilitation, Unit 7, looking west, 2018.  Source: Owner. 

 

Fig. 39 (After). Newton Apartments, typical bathroom after rehabilitation, former Unit 7, looking west. August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 40. Newton Apartments, typical bathroom prior to rehabilitation, Unit 6, looking northeast, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 40 (After). Newton Apartments, typical bathroom after rehabilitation, former Unit 6, looking northeast. August 2020.  
Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 41. Newton Apartments, original oak/fir floors, Unit 7, looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner. 

 

Fig. 41 (After). Newton Apartments, original oak/fir floors under furnishings, former Unit 7, looking southeast.  
August 2020.  Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig.42. Newton Apartments, Typical Second Floor unit, Unit 12, original oak/fir floor, looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig.42 (After). Newton Apartments, Typical Second Floor unit, former Unit 12, original oak/fir floor, looking southeast.   
August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 43. Newton Apartments, kitchen prior to rehabilitation, Unit 12, looking west, 2018.  Source: Owner.  
 

 
 

Fig. 43 (After). Newton Apartments, typical kitchen after rehabilitation, former Unit 12, looking west.   
August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture.  
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Fig. 44. Newton Apartments, original oak/fir floors, Unit 16, looking southeast, 2018.  Source: Owner. 

Fig. 44 (After). Newton Apartments, original oak/fir floors in place under furnishings, former Unit 16, 
looking southeast. August 2020.  Source: Owner. 
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Fig. 45. Newton Apartments, detail of original oak/fir floors, Unit 17, looking northwest, 2018.  Source: Owner. 

 

 

Fig. 45 (After). Newton Apartments, detail of original oak/fir floors, former Unit 17, looking northwest. 
August 2020. Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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Fig. 46. Newton Apartments, original oak/fir floors, Unit 17, looking northeast 2018.  Source: Owner. 

 

 

Fig. 46 (After). Newton Apartments, original oak/fir floors, former Unit 17, looking northeast. August 2020.   
Source: Stephen Day Architecture. 
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522 N J St – Before and After Photos

Basement Before 
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Basement After
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Main Level Before
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Main Level After
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2nd Floor Before
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2nd Floor After
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Attic Before
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Attic After
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522 N J ST – BUILT IN KITCHEN APPLIANCES
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