PREPARED BY: B. CAGNEY

STAFF REPORT: JULY 8, 2020 MEETING

APPLICATION NUMBER: 19-6733

ADDRESS: 677 W. CANFIELD

HISTORIC DISTRICT: WEST CANFIELD

APPLICANT: CHRIS LAMPHEAR / LLC CUSTOM CONTRACTING

PROPERTY OWNER: MATT FLESZAR & KELLIE ROGGE

SCOPE OF WORK: REHAB BUILDING, REPLACE SIDING AND TRIM, REBUILD FRONT
PORCH

PROVISIONAL COMPLETE DATE: 6-22-2020

DATE OF STAFF SITE VISIT: 7-1-2020

Staff Photo, 7-1-2020

Existing Conditions

The 2-1/2 story home at 677 West Canfield was built in 1875. It is located on the south side of the
residential street, midblock. The home is primarily composed of red brick and features many character
defining features that were popular in the late 19" century, including a centrally located bay window
designed to give the appearance of a turret, true divided light windows with stone sills and headers,
stained glass windows, ornate trim and scalloped wood shingle siding. The front facade also features a
heavier stone application at the lower part of the facade that is not covered by the porch.



The applicant has indicated that the existing exterior wood material shows significant signs of rot and
damage, and is showing water infiltration. Exterior photos submitted indicate that some areas of the trim
and siding have experienced significant deterioration. Note that there are variations in style, dimension
and profile in the trim and siding from previous repairs. Additionally, the applicant is concerned that the
painted areas contain lead, as testing results indicate. The applicant is also concerned that the existing
paint application has been excessively applied and poorly maintained, “giving the shingles and trim a
less than desirable look and creates difficulty when matching repaired surfaces.” The applicant has also
submitted interior photos that shows deterioration of interior wood framing as a result of water damage.

According to HDC digital record archives, in 2003, the HDC issued a COA for the replacement of the
asphalt shingle roof, the installation of a skylight, and chimney repairs. In 2004, the HDC issued a COA
for the installation of a driveway from the alley, as well as walkway repairs and the installation of new
fencing. In 2017, the HDC issued a COA for the repair of the front and rear porches, new gutters and
downspouts, masonry tuckpointing and the replacement of the rear doors. Due to COVID restrictions,
staff is unable to access the physical archives of records to verify additional work.

Proposed Work Scope
With the current proposal, the applicant proposes to replace much of the wood siding and trim, paint the
home and rehabilitate the front and rear porches as detailed below:

Front Door Rehabilitation
e Apply refinishing clear coat to existing front door

Windows
e Wood window sashes to be painted D-18 dark reddish brown to match existing aluminum clad
windows

Dormers

e Remove and replace existing shingle molding / trim (3.25” x 1.5) with new pine smooth molding
(Home Depot WG 210 5/8” x 1-5/8” Primed Finger —Jointed pine shingle molding) and paint
B:19 Black

e Replace existing asphalt shingles with new Hardie scalloped siding

e Remove and replace flat stock window surround with new 5/4 thick flat stock smooth wood and
paint B:19 Black

e Remove and replace wood sill with new smooth cut cedar to match original profile and paint
B:19 Black

Front Porch Rehabilitation
e Rebuild trim at gutter line
0 Remove and replace Approx. 7LF of trim to match existing (smooth painted wood,
existing dimensions and profile not provided)
e Repair and rebuild columns
0 Remove and replace damaged wood at corner column with new smooth painted wood
products to match existing (existing dimensions not provided)
e Remove and replace railing and balusters with cedar to match existing profiles and dimensions
(not specified)
0 Update balusters to 4” minimum spacing to satisfy current building codes
o Paint B:18 Dark Reddish Brown




e Remove and rebuild stairs with 1x4 cedar to match existing to be painted B:16 — Light Greyish
Olive

e Rebuild porch surface with 1x4 cedar deck boards to be painted B:16 — Light Greyish Olive

e Rebuild base of porch and lattice work where damaged to match existing dimensions using 1x
materials (not specified) and paint B:16 — Light Greyish Olive

e Roof remove and replace existing bead board with matching bead board (smooth sheet material)
and paint B:16 — Light Greyish Olive

e Prep and paint existing porch ceiling

Siding and Trim replacement:

North / Front Elevation:

¢ Remove all existing scalloped and bevel cut siding on second floor and replace with James Hardie
scalloped siding product
o Applicant notes that siding will retain mitered corner and “flare out” details
¢ Remove siding in Front gable and replace with James Hardie scalloped siding product
e Remove and replace gable trim to match molding profile as proposed:
e Repair and replace window moldings (specific areas to be repaired and replaced not
distinguished)
e Remove and replace window trim at front gable and second floor as proposed, including the
removal and replacement of the existing % cap, crown, 5/4”x6” beaded edge
o Plinth blocks to be removed stripped, reinstalled and painted B:19 Black
o Sills to be repaired or replaced with new smooth cedar with profile to match existing, and
painted B:19 Black

e Repair wood surround and trim around first floor Stained glass windows, paint B:19 Black

South / Rear Elevation:

¢ Remove and replace deteriorated gable trim and fascia trim as proposed
¢ Remove and replace existing scalloped wood siding with Hardie scalloped siding
e Remove and replace existing window trim as proposed

West Side Elevation:

e Remove and replace deteriorated gable trim and fascia trim as proposed
¢ Remove and replace existing scalloped wood siding with Hardie scalloped siding
o0 Applicant notes that siding will retain mitered corner and “flare out” details

East Side Elevation:

e Remove and replace existing gable trim and fascia trim as proposed
e Remove and replace existing scalloped wood siding with Hardie scalloped siding

Door replacement (Rear Elevation):

e Remove and replace four (4) existing rear doors with new solid wood doors as proposed
o0 Material of existing doors not specified
0 Proposed doors to match color / stain of front door

Porch / deck replacement (Rear Elevation):

e Remove stairs and railings on both rear decks and rebuild to code
o0 Railing to match front porch and built from smooth cedar and painted



0 New deck surfaces to match front porch, using 1”x4” smooth cedar and painted
0 Deteriorated structural members shall be repaired or replaced to match existing
dimensions and materials

Staff Observations:

Documentation of Deterioration: The applicant has provided HDC staff with many high resolution
photos as documentation of deterioration. Certain wooden elements clearly exhibit deterioration beyond
repair: Front porch column(s), railing, deck, and trim; south and west side gable trim; north side dormer
sill, trim, and siding (asphalt shingle) north side window sills. It is not conclusive to staff
specifically what areas have deteriorated beyond repair and what areas may still be repaired. Note that
photos of south side gable were reused as detail images for trim replacement in the presentation for
north, east and west gables.

Issues:

Porch Column Replacement / Repair: The application does not indicate specifically what porch
columns are repairable and what columns will be replaced. Staff would request that the applicant
detail what columns and what elements of the columns will be repaired and what will be replaced.

Gable Trim Replacement: This application proposes to replace the molding on all four (4)
gable elevations. It is not clear to staff that all four elevations require full replacement. In areas such as
the rear elevation gable, deterioration is clear and therefore replacement may be warranted.
However, staff is concerned that a full replacement of all original trim on the home is excessive and
does not fully explore all options for repair. Staff recommends that only the gable trim that has
deteriorated beyond repair be replaced and all other trim be repaired in-kind.

Window Trim Replacement: As with the gable trim, is not clear to staff that all areas of window
trim require full replacement.

Siding Replacement: Staff has concerns about the replacement of all of the scalloped siding
with Hardie panel. One of the features that make wood shake siding a character defining
architectural feature is that deteriorated areas can be replaced as needed without requiring a full
replacement. Staff also has concerns that the size of the proposed Hardi siding does not come
close enough to replicating the existing dimensions in width (existing wood siding: 4” wide, 5”
reveal, .375” thick; proposed siding: 6.75” wide, 57 reveal, .25” thick). Additionally, staff has
concerns about how hardi-board siding can be installed while achieving mitered corners and
flared areas as it is a rigid product. The applicant has provided information that lists general
installation requirements, but the provided information does not addressed these concerns. Therefore,
it is staff’s opinion that areas of the shake siding should be repaired in-kind with new wood shingles.

Dormers: Both front and rear dormers are currently clad with asphalt shingles. The applicant
has proposed to replace the siding with Hardie scalloped siding as mentioned above, staff does not
feel as though this expression is appropriate for the style of the home. A basic lap siding would be
preferable, either with true wood or Hardie “Artisan” siding.

Lead Paint: Staff acknowledges the applicant’s concern about dealing with lead paint that was
previously applied to the siding and trim. However, staff is not an expert in lead remediation
and therefore refrains from any further observations or recommendations regarding this issue.

Potential Window Violation: It appears as though many windows on the rear elevation have
been recently replaced with what appears to be aluminum clad windows. Staff is unable to locate a
Certificate of Appropriateness for this work.




Recommendations:

Complete Siding and Trim Replacement as proposed:

It is staffs opinion that the complete removal and replacement of all siding with Hardi board and trim
with new pine will result in the loss of character defining features of the home. Staff recommends that
the Commission deny a Certificate of Appropriateness for these items because they does not meet the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation number 6) Deteriorated historic features shall be
repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive
feature, the new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and,
where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary,
physical, or pictorial evidence.

Front and Rear Porch Rehabilitation, Painting, Door Replacement: The documentation provided
illustrates that elements on the front and rear porches require repair, or have deteriorated and warrant
replacement. Further, the in-kind replacement of stairs, railings and deck will not result in the loss of
any character defining details of the home. Staff also finds that painting the home according to it’s
associated Color Chart B as proposed is appropriate for this home. Finally, the rehabilitation of the front
door and the replacement of the non-historic rear doors as proposed will not result in the loss of any
character defining features. Therefore, staff recommends that the Commission issue a Certificate of
Appropriateness for these propose work items because it meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
for Rehabilitation.




LL Custom Contracting, Inc.

1439 E. 11 Mile Rd « Madison Heights, Ml 48317
P: 248-632-1220 « F: 248-632-1221

E: office@llcustomcontracting.com

WEB: www.llcustomcontracting.com

June 18, 2020

City of Detroit

ATTN: Brendan Cagney

Planning and Development Department
2 Woodward Avenue, Room 808
Detroit, M1 48226

REF: 677 W. Canfield

Description of Existing Conditions

Existing wood materials (trim, fascia, siding, etc.) are in disrepair. The existing wood materi-
al show significant signs of rot and damage, letting water into the home. We have also had the ma-
terial tested for lead and results show that the paint contain lead. We have had it tested and the
exterior paint has been throughly tested for lead contaminates. The result was positive for all exte-
rior locations. In addition, the existing paint application has been excessively applied and poorly
maintained. Therefore, giving the shingles and trim a less than desirable look and creates difficult
when matching with repaired surfaces.

Scope of Work

Remove all damaged and rotten material, as well as materials with excessive paint ap-
plications. We are replacing these with appropriate new materials that are selected to replicate
and maintain the historic character of the building while returning the building to a properly func-
tioning and weather tight conditions. Windows and roof will remain as is.

We will also be updating the paint colors to the following that is in line with Color System B:
- B:8 Greyish Brown - Siding

- B:19 Black - Trim, Pillars/Baulsters, Soffits/Fascia/Gutters

- B:18 Dark Reddish Brown - Sash, Railings

- B:16 Light Greyish Olive - Porch/Deck/Stairs, Flooring

See PDF attached for detailed scope of work with description, photos and measurements of the
above scope of work.















677 W. Canfield

Historical District Committee Restoration Review



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

See pg. 4-11 Seepg.2 &3

Front Elevation (1 of 16):

1. Front Door — Keeping existing front door and
refinishing clear coat and keeping current stain
color.

2. Windows — Keeping all existing window units
and glass. Non-aluminum clad windows will be
painted with a color match to the existing
aluminum clad windows (D-18 Dark Reddish
Brown).

See pg. 12-16



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (2 of 16) — Roof Dormer:

Remove and replace shingle

\ molding (existing = 3.25” x 1.5”
thick) with new pine smooth
molding and paint trim color.
(see next page for profile)

Remove and replace flat stock

- » surround with new 5/4 thick flat
stock smooth wood and paint
trim color

Remove and replace wood sill
with new Cedar wood sill
smooth cut to match original
Profile and Paint Trim Color



Front Elevation (3 of 16) — Roof Dormer:

677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

The Home Depot
WG 2105/8 in. x 1-5/8 in. x
96 in. Primed Finger-Jointed

Pine Shingle Moulding

(

/

\

Replace asphalt
shingles with new
scallop siding


https://www.homedepot.com/b/Building-Materials-Moulding-Millwork/Shingle/N-5yc1vZaq4yZ1z133da
https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&url=https://www.homedepot.com/b/Building-Materials-Moulding-Millwork/Shingle/N-5yc1vZaq4yZ1z133da&psig=AOvVaw0x5Ba2jDXHDJEeBT8Ti3vu&ust=1592679745272000&source=images&cd=vfe&ved=0CA0QjhxqFwoTCPD-2MTIjuoCFQAAAAAdAAAAABAI

677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (4 of 16) — Siding & Trim:

Remove and re-built with matching profile (see next page) to
match rest of home repairs (approx. 20 If)

Remove and replace gable
siding with new scallop
siding

Remove and bay siding with
new scallop siding (to make
consistency with rest of
« house and remove mis-
matched bevel cut siding

Remove and replace
wall siding with new
scallop siding keep
mitered corner and
flare out details



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (5 of 16) — Siding & Trim:

3.25” molding
3.5” flat board
3.25” molding

3.5” flat board

1.25” cove and extra detail mldg

N



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (6 of 16):

/

Cove & bead molding

New molding profile




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (7 of 16) — Siding:

A mismatched repair made with wider scallops between corner
and downspout (this will be fixed with new siding) as well as
this mismatched trim ( about 3ft) to be repaired with salvaged
trim materials

Scallop siding at front bay is different then rest
of home. It is a straight bottom with angle cut
corners with the same exposure and dimensions
as the rest of the shingles. We are proposing to
us the same scallop siding on the front bay to
keep all the siding consistent.



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (8 of 16) — Window Surrounds:

Remove and replace top %” thick cap with

new %” thick smooth wood painted trim
/ color

Remove 5/4x6 flat stock sides and header
and replace with new 5/4x6 flat stock
smooth boards painted trim color.

a

Remove strip and reinstall crown piece
and paint trim color.

Front Bay



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (9 of 16) — Window Surrounds:

Front Gable Front Upper Left



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (10 of 16) — Window Surrounds:

Remove existing 3%” cap with new painted smooth

wood (same dimensions)

Remove, strip and replace crown Bolyard
Lbr —
Back and
Casing

with

“« beaded
edge

Replace with new molding
painted and smooth




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (11 of 16) — Window Surrounds:

Remove, strip and reinstall plinth blocks
and paint trim color

Repaired or new smooth cedar sill >
painted trim color with matching
profile to existing sill




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (12 of 16) — Window Surrounds:

Keep existing wood surround and
trim - Repair as necessary and
repaint with window HCD Approved
color B:18 — Dark Reddish Brown



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (13 of 16) — Front Porch:

Rebuild the trim at the gutter line
Repair and rebuild columns

Rebuild railings and balusters

Remove and rebuild stairs to meet
current code requirements
(salvage and reuse newels)
- Rebuild surface where damaged
/ Rebuild base and lattice work

where damaged (all matching
dimensions)




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (14 of 16) — Front Porch:

— Remove and replace existing bead board
— with matching bead board smooth sheet
materials and paint.

— Prep and Paint Ceiling




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

New cedar deck boards

Front Elevation (15 of 16) — Front Porch: painted for entire deck and

Remove and replace
damaged wood at corner
column with new smooth
painted wood products of
same dimensions

Remove and replace
damaged wood with new
smooth painted wood
product of same
dimensions, about 7LF

stair treads to match 1x4
existing profile

Remove and replace damaged
wood and rebuilt structure.
Rebuilt trim work with smooth 1x
materials painted and matching
lattice to front of porch



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Front Elevation (16 of 16) — Front Porch:

Remove and replace railing and balusters
with cedar painted wood matching existing
profiles and dimensions, but spacing
updated to current building code
requirements.

4” minimum spacing



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Rear Elevation




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Rear Elevation (1 of 7) :

1. Doors — Replacing four entry doors on rear
with new solid wood doors and stain/finished
to match Front Door color and sheen. (labeled
to right — see pg. 2 for door image)

2. Windows — Keeping all existing window units
and glass. Non-aluminum clad windows will be
painted with a color match to the existing
aluminum clad windows (D-18 Dark Reddish
Brown).



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Rear Elevation (2 of 7) :

Proposed Rear Door Replacements
< all four >
(Color to Match the Front Door)

Existing Front Door
(color to remain)




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Remove and rebuilt entire gable trim and
fascia that are split, rotten or damaged

Rear ElevatiOn (3 Of 7) . (about 45 If) see next page for replica

detail




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Rear Elevation (4 of 7) - Gable Trim:

Cove & bead molding

New molding profile




Rear Elevation (5 of 7) :

677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Existing 2” cove
crown to be replaced
with matching 2”
smooth wood cove
molding

Existing 5/4x4 casing
and header to be
replaced with new
5/4x4 flat stock
smooth wood painted
B:19 Black.

Rotten Fascia Boards

Rear Gable

Remove and replace siding
with new siding consistent
with rest of home
replacements

Existing 1.5” thick sill to be
replaced with new 1.5” thick
beveled washed cedar sill (cut
to same profile)



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Rear Elevation (6 of 7) :

Smooth texture to be used
(photo sample is textured for shape and size only)

Existing painted wood Dimensions of Existing Proposed: Hard shingle siding
(photo courtesy: Hardiplank website)



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Rear Elevation (7 of 7) :

Remove stairs and
railings on both
rear decks and
rebuilt to current
building code.
Railing to match
front porch railing
system out of
smooth cedar

(painted)
Repair any deteriorated
New deck surface to structural members or
match Front quCh - replace with exact
1x4 smooth painted dimensional match.

cedar



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Right Elevation




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Right Elevation (1 of 4):

1. Windows — Keeping all existing window units and
glass. Non-aluminum clad windows and wood
surround windows in brick will be painted with HCD
approved color B18 Dark Reddish.

2. Siding — On the Bay and the two roof end gables,
we propose removing the existing siding and
replacing with new scallop siding to match rest of See Pg 2
new siding on home for consistency throughout
home. There is evidence of splitting and missing
pieces throughout these areas. Will recreate the
mitred/wrapped corner and flare out details.

3. Trim - On the two gable ends, we are proposing to
replace the molding profile with the new trim
profile on page 2 (there is rotten and splitting
boards that need replacement)



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

" " . Remove and replace with new trim gable trim,
nght Elevat|0n (2 Of 4) - approx. 11ft long on each side of chimney and

siding (some rot and splitting)

Remove and replace with new trim
approx. 8ft long on each side of
chimney (rotten and deteriorated)



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Right Elevation (3 of 4) - Gable Trim:

Cove & bead molding

New molding profile




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Right Elevation (4 of 4) - Gable Trim:

Smooth texture to be used

(photo sample is textured for shape and size only)

Existing painted wood Dimensions of Existing Proposed: Hard shingle siding
(photo courtesy: Hardiplank website)



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Left Elevation




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Left Elevation (1 of 3):

1. Windows — Keeping all existing window units
and glass. Non-aluminum clad windows and
wood surround windows in brick will be painted
with HCD approved color B18 Dark Reddish.

2. Siding — Remove and Replace Siding with new
scallop siding to match rest of new siding for
consistency.

3. Trim — Remove and place gable trim with new
molding stack profile (see pg 2)



677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Left Elevation (2 of 3) - Gable Trim:

Cove & bead molding

New molding profile




677 W. Canfield — Historical Restoration

Left Elevation (3 of 3) - Siding:

Smooth texture to be used
(photo sample is textured for shape and size only)

Existing painted wood Dimensions of Existing Proposed: Hard shingle siding
(photo courtesy: Hardiplank website)













































































































































































































































LEAD BASED PAINT SURVEY

Property Location:

677 W Canfield St
Detroit, Ml 48201

Single Family Home
Construction Date: 1875

Prepared for:

LL Custom Contracting

1439 E Eleven Mile Rd

Madison Heights, M1 48071
313.909.0005
sdobbs@Ilcustomcontracting.com

Date of Inspection: 3/2/2020
Date of Report: 3/3/2020

Prepared by:
Hani Yaqo
Michigan Certification Number P-07331

Watson Environmental Services, LLC

PO Box 24018

Detroit M1 48224

586.946.0200
info@WatsonEnvironmentalServices.com

7

WATSON

Environmental Services


mailto:sdobbs@llcustomcontracting.com
mailto:info@WatsonEnvironmentalServices.com

3/2/2020

Lead Inspector and Risk Assessor Hani Yago (P-07331) conducted a Lead Inspection at:

677 W Canfield St, Detroit, Ml 48201 for LL Custom Contracting.

This is a 3 story single family home built in 1875. The home is of brick and frame construction

and has wood siding. The interior of the home has been totally gutted down to the studs on all 3
floors and the basement.

Section 1.1 shows a list of all of the painted surfaces that tested positive for lead-based paint.
The column “Wall / Side” designates the location of the component that was tested; A side
refers to the front of the home, B side is the left side of the home, C side is the rear, and D side
is the right side of the home.

Section 2.2 lists all the components and surfaces that were tested.



1. Purpose

The purpose of the lead inspection was to determine the existence of lead-based paint at the subject
property and to determine the location, type, and severity of existing or potential health hazards
associated with exposures to lead. This report can help Owners develop a plan for eliminating any lead-
based paint hazards that were found and aid in establishing an ongoing lead-based paint maintenance
and re-evaluation program, if needed.

The following report details the results of the investigation. Please consult section 2.1 for additional
information on how to interpret XRF results.

A copy of this report must be provided to each new lessee (tenant) or purchaser of this property under
Federal law (24 CFR part 35 and 40 CFR part 745) before they become obligated under a lease or sales
contract. The complete report must also be provided to purchasers and made available to tenants.
Landlords (lessors) and sellers are also required to distribute an educational pamphlet approved by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), entitled “Protect Your Family from Lead in Your Home”,
and include standard warning language in their leases or sales contracts to ensure that parents have the
information they need to protect their children from lead-based paint hazards. For more information
regarding your obligations under federal lead-based paint regulations, contact 800-424-LEAD (5323).



1.1 Summary of Lead-Based Paint

Lead-based paint is defined as any surface coating, which contains 1.0 milligrams of lead per
square centimeter of surface area (mg/cm?) or greater. This table identifies all of the painted
surfaces that tested positive for lead-based paint. The paint condition at the time of testing was
determined to be either “intact” or “deteriorated”. All deteriorated paint conditions represent
a lead-based paint exposure hazard and are listed in Table 2.1. All deteriorated lead based paint
conditions should be corrected immediately. Lead-based paint determined to be intact at the
time of testing may become lead-based paint exposure hazardous in the future and therefore
require routine monitoring as recommended in Section 6. Use lead safe work practices every
time a lead-based paint surface is disturbed.

Floor W.a I/ Room and # Component Substrate ViSl.ja.I Color mg/"’fz .+/-

Side Condition Precision

First A Exterior House 1 Door Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 13+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Door Casing Wood Deteriorated White 11.9+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Door Jamb Wood Deteriorated Brown 10.5+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Door Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 11 +/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Door Lintel Wood Deteriorated Brown 10 +/- 0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated White 9.9+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Win. Sill Wood Deteriorated Brown 9.8+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Win. Sash Wood Deteriorated Brown 3.2+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Win. Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 11.6+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Win. Jamb Wood Deteriorated Brown 8.7+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Win. Apron Stone Deteriorated White 6.5+/-0.4
First A Exterior House 1 Porch Beam Wood Deteriorated Brown 11.5+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Porch Ceiling Wood Deteriorated Brown 11.8+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Porch Support Wood Deteriorated Brown 6.2 +/-0.3

Column

First A Exterior House 1 Porch Trim Wood Deteriorated White 5.5+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Railing Wood Deteriorated Brown 4.8+/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Lattice Wood Deteriorated White 1.9 +/-0.3
First A Exterior House 1 Wall Stone Deteriorated Grey 7.7+/-0.4
First B Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 6.1+/-0.3
First B Exterior House 1 Win. Sill Wood Deteriorated Brown 6.6 +/-0.3

First B Exterior House 1 Win. Sash Wood Deteriorated Brown 4+/-0.3
First B Exterior House 1 Win. Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 6.2 +/-0.3
First B Exterior House 1 Win. Jamb Wood Deteriorated Brown 6.6 +/-0.3
Second A Exterior House 1 Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown 29.6 +/-0.3
Second A Exterior House 1 Ext. Fascia Wood Deteriorated Brown 28.2 +4/-0.3
Second A Exterior House 1 Ext. Soffit Wood Deteriorated Brown 29.7 +/-0.3
First D Exterior House 1 Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown 14.5 +/- 0.3
First C Exterior House 1 Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown 2.6 +/-0.3




First A Exterior House 1 Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown 19.8 +/-0.3
First D Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated White 5.8+4/-0.3
First D Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 5.3+/-0.3
First C Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated White 11.3+/-0.3
First C Exterior House 1 Door Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 12.5+/-0.3
First C Exterior House 1 Door Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 11.6+/-0.3
First C Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 11.5+/-0.3
First C Exterior House 1 Win. Sash Wood Deteriorated Brown 10 +/- 0.3

First C Exterior House 1 Win. Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 13 +/-0.3




2. Certification



2.1 Interpretation of XRF Readings

Column 1 - Sample No: This is the sample number assigned by the instrument of the test taken
during the inspection.

Column 2 - Floor: This simply corresponds to the floor of the building. Basements are identified
as “floor 0”.

Column 3 - Side: This column determines where the item being tested is located in the room.
Side A is always the address side of the building. Then, proceeding in a clockwise direction the
adjacent sides are labeled B, C and D. Sides A, B, C and D are identified on the Floor Plan in
Section 9.2. For example, if you were standing in a bedroom that had two windows on different
walls these windows would be identified by the side location such as Window Side A and
Window Side B.

Column 4 - Room: This column identifies the room where XRF testing occurred. Rooms are
always identified by a number. Numbers are used because room usage may changei.e. a
bedroom may become an office.

Column 5 - Component: This column identifies the surface that was tested. Some examples are
doors, door trim, walls, ceiling, exterior siding etc.

Column 6 - Substrate: This column defines what material the paint was applied to. Substrates
are most commonly plaster or wood but could be other material such as metal.

Column 7 - Condition: This column identifies the condition of the paint on the surface being
tested. Intact or deteriorated are used to describe the paint condition.

Column 8 - Color: This is the color of the coating on the surface of the component being tested.

Column 9 - Depth Index: The XRF has the capability to detect lead in many layers of paint, not
just surface layers. A depth index reading of less than 1.5 indicates that lead is near the surface
of the material tested. A depth index reading between 1.6 and 4 indicates that lead was found
at a moderate depth. A depth index reading of 4 or higher indicates that lead was found deeply
buried in the material tested.

Column 10 - Results: This column indicates whether or not the paint tested Positive or Negative
for the presence of lead.

III

Column 11 - Precision: This column indicates "Lead Detected in mg/cm?2 tota



2.2 XRF Results — All Testing Results

WATSON ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES LLC

APPENDIX 9.1-4 A
All Paint Samples Taken - In Order Sampled
Please note: Post 1978 Ci ion, factory finished and unpainted items were not sampled
Client LL Custom Contracting
Survey Location: 677 W Canfield St, Detroit, Ml 48201
Survey Date: 03/02/20
Inspectors: Hani Yaqo License # |P-07331 Job# 3220
. Visual Depth e -
Sample #| Floor Wall/ Side| Room and # Comp Condition Color Note index Result Precision
1 First |CALIBRATE|Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE |CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive 1+/-0.2
First _|CALIBRATE|Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE | CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive 1+-0.2
3 First |CALIBRATE|Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE |CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive 1+/-0.2
4 First |CALIBRATE Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE |CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive 1+-0.2
5 First A Exterior House 1 Door Wood Intact | Clear/Stain 0 0 Negative | 0.1 +/-0.3
6 First A Exterior House 1 Door Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 13+/-0.3
7 First A Exterior House 1 Door Casing Wood __ |Deteriorated White 0 0 Positive | 11.9 +/-0.3
8 First A ouse 1 Door Jamb Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 10.5 +/-0.3
9 First A ouse 1| Door Stop Wood __ |Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 114/-0.3
10 First A ouse 1 Door Lintel Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 10 +/-0.3
11 First A ouse 1 Door Threshold Stone Deteriorated | Brown 0 0 Negative 03+-04
12 First A | Exterior House 1 Door Threshold Stone Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative 03+-04
13 First A House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated White 0 0 Positive 9.9 +/-0.3
14 First A House Win. Sill Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 9.8 +/-0.3
15 First A House 1 Win. Sash Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 3.2+/-0.3
16 First A House 1 Win. Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 11.6 +/-0.3
17 First A Exterior House 1 Win. Jamb Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 8.7 #/-0.3
18 First A House Win. Apron Stone Deteriorated White 0 Positive 6.5 +/-0.4
19 First A House Porch Beam Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 Positive | 11.5 +/-0.3
20 First A House Porch Ceiling Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 Positive | 11.8 +/-0.3
21 First A Exterior House 1| Porch Support Column Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 6.2 +/-0.3
22 First A Exterior House 1 Porch Trim Wood Deteriorated  White 0 0 Positive | 5.5+/-0.3
23 First A Exterior House 1 Porch Floor Wood Deteriorated | Brown 0 0 Negative | 0.4 +/-0.3
24 First A ] Exterior House 1 Porch Floor Wood Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative 0.4 +/-0.3
25 First A |Exterior House 1 Railing Wood __ |Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 4.8 +/-0.3
26 First A Exterior House 1 Baluster Wood Deteriorated | Brown 0 0 Negative 0+/-03
27 First A Exterior House 1 Newell Post Wood Deteriorated | Brown 0 0 Negative | -0.1+/-0.3
28 First A Exterior House 1 Newell Post Wood Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative | -0.2 +/-0.3
29 First A Exterior House 1 Stair Riser Wood Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative | -0.1+/-0.3
30 First A Exterior House 1 Stair Tread Wood Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative | -0.1+/-0.3
31 First A |§x_terior House 1 Lattice Wood Deteriorated White 0 0 Positive 1.9+/-03
32 First A Exterior House 1 Ext. Downspout Metal Deteriorated | Brown 0 0 Negative 0.1+/-0.3
33 First A [Exterior House 1 Wall Stone Deteriorated  Grey 0 0 Positive 7.7+/-0.4
34 First B Exterior House 1| Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 6.1 +/-0.3
35 First B Exterior House 1 Win. Sill Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 6.6 +/-0.3
6 First B Win. Sash Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 4+/-03
7 First B Win. Stop Wood _ |Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 6.2 +/-0.3
8 First B Win. Jamb Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 6.6 +/-0.3
39 A House 1 Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 Positive | 29.6 +/-0.3
40 econd A House 1 Ext. Fascia Wood __|Deteriorated Brown 0 Positive | 28.2+/-0.3 |
a4 econd A House 1 Ext. Soffit Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 Positive
42 First D House 1 Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 14.5 +/-0.3
43 First Cc Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown Positive 2.6 +-0.3
44 First A Ext. Siding Wood Deteriorated Brown Positive | 19.8 +/-0.3
45 First D Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated White Positive 5.8 +/-0.3
46 First D Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 5.3 +/-0.3
47 First Cc Exterior House 1; Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated White 0 0 Positive | 11.3 +/-0.3
4 First C Exterior House 1 Door Wood Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative 0+-03
4 First Cc Exterior House 1 Door Casing Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 12.5 +/-0.3
5 First C Exterior House 1 Door Stop Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive | 11.6 +/-0.3
51 First Cc Exterior House 1 Door Threshold Stone Deteriorated| Brown 0 0 Negative 0.1+-04
52 First Cc | Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deteriorated | Brown 0 0 Negative | 0.1 +/-0.3
53 First c Exterior House 1 Win. Casing Wood Deterioratea Brown 0 0 Positive | 11.5 +/-0.3
54 First Cc Exterior House 1 Win. Sash Wood Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 10 +/-0.3
55 First C Exterior House 1 Win. Stop Wood __|Deteriorated Brown 0 0 Positive 13+/-0.3
56 First |CALIBRATE|Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE |CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive 1+/-0.2
57 First _|CALIBRATE|Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE |CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive | 1.1 +/-0.2
58 First CALIBRATE|Exterior House 1 CALIBRATE CALIBRATE |CALIBRATECALIBRATE 0 0 Positive 1.14/-0.2
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2.3 Performance Characteristic Sheet
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

EVALUATION DATA SOURCE AND DATE:

This sheet is supplemental information to be used in conjunction with Chapter 7 of the HUD Guidelines for the
Evaluation and Control of Lead-Based Paint Hazards in Housing ("HUD Guidelines"). Performance parameters
shown on this sheet are calculated using test results on building components in the HUD archive. Testing was
conducted on 146 test samples in November 2015, with two separate instruments running software version 2.1-2
in Action Level test mode. The actual source strength of each instrument on the day of testing was approximately
2.0 mCi; source ages were approximately one year.

OPERATING PARAMETERS

Performance parameters shown in this sheet are applicable only when properly operating the instrument using
the manufacturer's instructions and procedures described in Chapter 7 of the HUD Guidelines.

XRF CALIBRATION CHECK:

The calibration of the XRF instrument should be checked using the paint film nearest 1.0 mg/cm? in the NIST
Standard Reference Material (SRM) used (e.g., for NIST SRM 2579, use the 1.02 mg/cm? film).

If the average (rounded to 1 decimal place) of three readings is outside the acceptable calibration check range,
follow the manufacturer's instructions to bring the instrument into control before XRF testing proceeds.

SUBSTRATE CORRECTION VALUE COMPUTATION:

Chapter 7 of the HUD Guidelines provides guidance on correcting XRF results for substrate bias. Supplemental
guidance for using the paint film nearest 1.0 mg/cm? for substrate correction is provided:

XRF results are corrected for substrate bias by subtracting from each XRF result a correction value determined
separately in each house for single-family housing or in each development for multifamily housing, for each
substrate. The correction value is an average of XRF readings taken over the NIST SRM paint film nearest to 1.0
mg/cm? at test locations that have been scraped bare of their paint covering. Compute the correction values as
follows:

Using the same XRF instrument, take three readings on a bare substrate area covered with the NIST
SRM paint film nearest 1 mg/cm?. Repeat this procedure by taking three more readings on a second
bare substrate area of the same substrate covered with the NIST SRM.

Compute the correction value for each substrate type where XRF readings indicate substrate
correction is needed by computing the average of all six readings as shown below.

For each substrate type (the 1.02 mg/cm? NIST SRM is shown in this example; use the actual lead
loading of the NIST SRM used for substrate correction):

Correction value = (1st + 2nd + 3rd + 4th + 5th + 6th Reading)/6 - 1.02 mg/cm?

Repeat this procedure for each substrate requiring substrate correction in the house or housing
development.

EVALUATING THE QUALITY OF XRF TESTING:

Randomly select ten testing combinations for retesting from each house or from two randomly selected units in
multifamily housing.

Conduct XRF re-testing at the ten testing combinations selected for retesting.
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Determine if the XRF testing in the units or house passed or failed the test by applying the steps below.

Compute the Retest Tolerance Limit by the following steps:

Determine XRF results for the original and retest XRF readings. Do not correct the original
or retest results for substrate bias. In single-family and multi-family housing, a result is
defined as a single reading. Therefore, there will be ten original and ten retest XRF results

for each house or for the two selected units.

Calculate the average of the original XRF result and the retest XRF result for each testing
combination.

Square the average for each testing combination.
Add the ten squared averages together. Call this quantity C.
Multiply the number C by 0.0072. Call this quantity D.
Add the number 0.032 to D. Call this quantity E.
Take the square root of E. Call this quantity F.
Multiply F by 1.645. The result is the Retest Tolerance Limit.
Compute the average of all ten original XRF readings.
Compute the average of all ten re-test XRF readings.
Find the absolute difference of the two averages.

If the difference is less than the Retest Tolerance Limit, the inspection has passed the retest. If
the difference of the overall averages equals or exceeds the Retest Tolerance Limit, this
procedure should be repeated with ten new testing combinations. If the difference of the overall
averages is equal to or greater than the Retest Tolerance Limit a second time, then the

inspection should be considered deficient.

Use of this procedure is estimated to produce a spurious result approximately 1% of the time. That is,
results of this procedure will call for further examination when no examination is warranted in
approximately 1 out of 100 dwelling units tested.

TESTING TIMES:

In the Action Level paint test mode, the instrument takes the longest time to complete readings close to
the Federal standard of 1.0 mg/cm?. The table below shows the mean and standard deviation of actual
reading times by reading level for paint samples during the November 2015 archive testing. The tested

instruments reported readings to one decimal place. No significant differences in reading times by

substrate were observed. These times apply only to instruments with the same source strength as those

tested (2.0 mCi). Instruments with stronger sources will have shorter reading times and those with

weaker sources, longer reading times, than those in the table.

Mean and Standard Deviation of Reading Times in Action Level Mode by Reading Level
Reading (mg/cm?) Mean Reading Time (seconds) Standard Deviation (seconds)

<07 3.48 0.47
0.7 7.29 1.92
0.8 13.95 1.78
09-12 15.25 0.66
1.3-14 6.08 2.50
>1.5 3.32 0.05
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2.4 Housing Component Identification
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NOT ALL FIBER CEMENT
IS THE SAME

James Hardie® fiber cement siding
advancements are five generations beyond
generic fiber cement siding. We use only the
highest quality raw materials, while others
typically add fly ash as filler. Our unique
formulation, combined with innovative product
design and manufacturing processes, create
superior siding and trim.

ENGINEERED FOR CLIMATE®

Only James Hardie designs siding specifically
for the climate in which it will be used. Our
HZ5° products resist damage caused by wet
or freezing conditions. HZ10® products help
protect homes from heat, humidity, blistering
sun and more.

Topographical
factors

Extreme
temperature

Ultraviolet
exposure

Hurricane
winds

CHOOSE JAMES HARDIE® SIDING
for good looks that last

THE ULTIMATE IN
AESTHETICS

e Curated collection of profiles, textures
and widths to authentically capture any
home design

e James Hardie primers are climate-tested
and engineered to provide consistent,
longer lasting paint adhesion, even in the
most demanding conditions

e Advanced ColorPlus® Technology
finishes feature multiple coats of color
baked onto the board to perform better,
last longer and look brighter

e James Hardie color specialists designed
the ColorPlus finish collection to help
create inspiring combinations

THE ULTIMATE IN

PERFORMANCE

James Hardie products are

up to 2x more stable to
UPTO x help reduce paint peeling
and caulk deterioration in

the joints

Our siding absorbs less
water than generic fiber
cement for superior
protection against mold,
swelling and cracking

UPTO James Hardie siding

0 is up to 50% less brittle
50 A) than other fiber cement for
increased workability and
less risk of water intrusion














































THIS IS A 3-PAGE FORM - ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED FOR PROJECT REVIEW

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
PROJECT REVIEW REQUEST

City of Detroit - Planning & Development Department
2 Woodward Avenue, Suite 808
Detroit, Michigan 48226 Date: JUNe 2, 2020

PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS: 677 W. Canfield AKA: West Canfield

HISTORIC DISTRICT:_VVest Canfield

w . Windows/ Roof/Gutters/ Porch/ Landscape/Fence/ General
SCOPE OF WORK: Doors Chimney Deck Tree/Park Rehab
(Check ALL that apply)

New .-
Construction |:| Demolition |:| Addition Other: Siding

APPLICANT IDENTIFICATION

El?rﬁgg}\llr%\:mer/ v/ | Contractor -Igig?rr:;s%rOccupant égc;lhsiatlegr{tEngineer/
NAME: Matt Fleszar and Kellie Rogge COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS: 677 W. Canfield ciTy: Madison Hgts  gpate. MI 7zip: 48071
PHONE: 248-632-1220 MOBILE: /34-497-7869 EMAJL: Sford@!icustomeontracting.com

PROJECT REVIEW REQUEST CHECKLIST

Please attach the following documentation to your request:
*PLEASE KEEP FILE SIZE OF ENTIRE SUBMISSION UNDER 30MB* P == === m - ——--—- 1

o . | 'NOTE: !

Completed Building Permit Application (highlighted portions only) 1 Based on the scope of work, "
dditional d tati

ePLANS Permit Number (only applicable if you've already applied : Ee rleélour;?ed'ocumen ationmay :

for permits through ePLANS - I 1

P g ) BLD2019-04662 1 See www.detroitmi.gov/hdc for |

Photographs of ALL sides of existing building or site lSCOPe'SPeCifiC requirements. :

Detailed photographs of location of proposed work
(photographs to show existing condition(s), design, color, & material)

Description of existing conditions (including materials and design)

Description of project (if replacing any existing material(s), include an explanation as to why
replacement--rather than repair--of existing and/or construction of new is required)

Detailed scope of work (formatted as bulleted list)

Brochure/cut sheets for proposed replacement material(s) and/or product(s), as applicable

Upon receipt of this documentation, staff will review and inform you of the next steps toward obtaining your building permit from the
Buildings, Safety Engineering and Environmental Department (BSEED) to perform the work.

SUBMIT COMPLETED REQUESTS TO H DC@ D ET RO I T M I .G OV



Permit #:

P2 - BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION

Date: June 2, 2020
PROPERTY INFORMATION
Address: 677 W. Canfield Floor: Suite#: Stories:
AKA: West Canfield Lot(s): Subdivision:
Parcel ID#(s): Total Acres: Lot Width: Lot Depth:
Current Legal Use of Property: Residential Proposed Use: Residential
Are there any existing buildings or structures on this parcel? |:| Yes |:| No

PROJECT INFORMATION

Permit Type: I:' New Ii' Alteration |:| Addition |:| Demolition I:' Correct Violations
|:| Foundation Only |:| Change of Use |:| Temporary Use |:| Other:
I:' Revision to Original Permit #: (Original permit has been issued and is active)

Description of Work (Describe in detail proposed work and use of property, attach work list)
See cover letter attached.

|:| MBC use change |:| No MBC use change

Included Improvements (Check all applicable; these trade areas require separate permit applications)

|:| HVAC/Mechanical |:| Electrical |:| Plumbing |:| Fire Sprinkler System |:| Fire Alarm
Structure Type

|:| New Building |:| Existing Structure |:| Tenant Space |:| Garage/Accessory Building

|:| Other: Size of Structure to be Demolished (LxWxH) cubic ft.
Construction involves changes to the floor plan? |:| Yes |:| No
(e.g. interior demolition or construction to new walls)
Use Group: Type of Construction (per current M Bldg Code Table 601)
Estimated Cost of Construction $ $

By Contractor By Department
Structure Use
I:' Residential-Number of Units: I:' Office-Gross Floor Area I:' Industrial-Gross Floor Area
I:I Commercial-Gross Floor Area: I:I Institutional-Gross Floor Area I:I Other-Gross Floor Area
Proposed No. of Employees: List materials to be stored in the building:

PLOT PLAN SHALL BE submitted on separate sheets and shall show all easements and measurements
(must be correct and in detail). SHOW ALL streets abutting lot, indicate front of lot, show all buildings,
existing and proposed distances to lot lines. (Building Permit Application Continues on Next Page)

For Building Department Use Only
Intake By: Date: Fees Due: DngBId? |:| No

Permit Description:

Current Legal Land Use: Proposed Use:
Permit#: Date Permit Issued: Permit Cost: $
Zoning District: Zoning Grant(s):
Lots Combined? |:| Yes |:| No (attach zoning clearance)
Revised Cost (revised permit applications only) Old $ New $
Structural: Date: Notes:
Zoning: Date: Notes:
=~ Other: Date: Notes:

P2 - BUILDING PERMIT Page 1 of 2




IDENTIFICATION (All Fields Required)

Property Owner/Homeowner |:| Property Owner/Homeowner is Permit Applicant
Matt Fleszar and Kellie Rogge

Name: Company Name:

Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: Mobile:

Driver's License #: Email:

Contractor |§| Contractor is Permit Applicant

Chris Lamphear LL Custom Contracting
ST Ml Zip: 48071

Email: cford@llcustomcontracting.com

Representative Name: Company Name:
Address: 1439 E. 11 Mile Rd. City: Madison Heights

248-632-1220

Phone: Mobile:

City of Detroit License #:

TENANT OR BUSINESS OCCUPANT [ ] Tenantis Permit Applicant

Name: Phone: Email:

ARCHITECT/ENGINEER/CONSULTANT |:| Architect/Engineer/Consultant is Permit Applicant

Name: State Registration#: Expiration Date:
Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: Mobile: Email:

HOMEOWNER AFFIDAVIT (Only required for residential permits obtained by homeowner.)

| hereby certify that | am the legal owner and occupant of the subject property and the work described
on this permit application shall be completed by me. | am familiar with the applicable codes and
requirements of the City of Detroit and take full responsibility for all code compliance, fees and
inspections related to the installation/work herein described. | shall neither hire nor sub-contract to any
other person, firm or corporation any portion of the work covered by this building permit.

Print Name: Signature: Date:
(Homeowner)
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of 20 A.D. County, Michigan
Signature: My Commission Expires:
(Notary Public)

PERMIT APPLICANT SIGNATURE

| hereby certify that the information on this application is true and correct. | have reviewed all deed
restrictions that may apply to this construction and am aware of my responsibility thereunder. |
certify that the proposed work is authorized by the owner of the record and | have been authorized
to make this application as the property owner(s) authorized agent. Further | agree to conform to

all applicable laws and ordinances of jurisdiction. | am aware that a permit will expire when no
inspections are requested and conducted within 180 days of the date of issuance or the date of

the previous inspection and that expired permits cannot be
Print Name: Courtney Ford Signature: MW Date: June 17, 2020
U

(Permit Applicant)

Driver's License #: Expiration:
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of 20 A.D. County, Michigan
Signature: My Commission Expires:

(Notary Public)

Section 23a of the state construction code act of 1972, 1972PA230, MCL 125.1523A,
prohibits a person from conspiring to circumvent the licensing requirements of this
state relating to persons who are to perform work on a residential building or a
residential structure. Visitors of Section 23a are subject to civil fines.

This application can also be completed online. Visit detroitmi.gov/bseed/elaps for more information.

P2 - BUILDING PERMIT Page 2 of 2



OLOR SYSTEM B

ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTURAL STYLES: (2) ITALIANATE, (3) SECOND EMPIRE, (4) GOTHIC
REVIVAL, (5) STICK, (6) SHINGLE, (7) EASTLAKE, (8) QUEEN ANNE, (9) ROMANESQUE REVIVAL,
(10) QUEEN ANNE/ROMANESQUE, (11) FRENCH RENAISSANCE, (12) COMPOSITE VICTORIAN

The explosion of styles in the High and Late Victorian periods required a deeper palette of colors to unify the
diverse elements of these designs and to highlight the variety of materials and textures used by Detroit's
architects and builders. At the same time, paint manufacturers such as the Acme White Lead Works in Detroit
and other national firms with a strong market in the region, such as the Sherwin Williams Company, developed
ready-mixed paints in resealable cans in every-richer and darker colors. Deep olives, browns, and greens in
a wide variety of shades became readily available for the first time. While the light colors of the mid-century
were manufactured throughout the High and Late Victorian periods (and consequently could, historically,
be used on the later styles), the lighter colors were generally used on simple frame buildings. The more
imposing High and Late Victorian structures, especially when erected of brick or stone, require the darker
colors to bring out their best features, particularly the window frames and sash which almost universally
were painted darker than the main body color to make the windows appear to recede into the facade.

The trim color for masonry buildings of this period should always be selected with the color of the brick or
stone in mind. Because the natural materials have already determined the overall body color of the house -
red, brown, or yellow brick, green or gray stone, for example - the trim color should tend towards the earth
tones: browns, yellows, greens, olives, and grays. Modern pastels, especially pale yellows, blues, and pinks,
simply are historically incorrect. Occasionally black was suggested as a sash color to provide contrast to one
of the browns or greens used for the window frames. This was a logical consequence of trimming a brick or
stone building in a color darker than the masonry and then seeking an even darker color for the sash.

If the structure has stone detailing (above windows and doors, for example) it would be appropriate to paint
the cornice or porch a color that matches the stone, selecting a darker color for the window frames and sash.
If the structure has iron crestings, railings, or brackets they should be painted black, dark brown, or green.
Often such details were painted to look like weathered bronze.

Shingle Style houses orthose with shinglesinthe gables pose aspecial problem.Normally it was recommended
that these surfaces be stained, although most surviving examples have long since been painted. The colors
of this stain (or, if repainting, the paint) should follow the colors given, with the darker greens, olives, browns
and yellows (in that order) being the most popular.




OLOR SYSTEM B

ACCEPTABLE COLOR COMBINATIONS *Ms = MUNSELL STANDARD
CORNICE/ IRON

BODY TRIM SASH PORCH CRESTING
Any System B Color Any System B Color Match trim color or | Match trim color or | A:8, B:8, B:11or
EXCEPT A:7,A:8,A:9,B:19 A:9,B:12, B:18, B:19 | stone detailing B:19
Shingles: Any System B Color Match trim color or | Match trim color or | A:8, B:8,B:11or
Stained or painted any System B A:9, B:12, B:18, B:19 | stone detailing B:19

Color ESPECIALLY Dark Greens,
Olives, Browns and Yellows
EXCEPT A:7 A:8,B:19

Existing brick or stone Any System B Color darker Match trim color or | Match trim color or | A:8,B:8, B:11or

than the brick or stone body, A:9, B:12, B:18, B:19 | stone detailing B:19
ESPECIALLY B:6,B:8,B:11,B:18

A:7 Bluish Gray A:8 Blackish Green A:9 Moderate B:1 Light B:2 Dark Yellow B:3 Light Yellow
MS:10B5/1 MS:2.5BG 2/2 Reddish Brown Yellowish Brown MS:5Y6/6 MS:2.5Y 8/6
MS: 75R 3/6 MS: 10YR6/4

B:4 Moderate Yellow B:5 Light Brown B:6 Moderate Brown B:7 Moderate B:8 Grayish Brown B:9 Moderate
MS: 2.5Y7/6 MS: 75YR 5/4 MS: 75YR 4/4 Yellowish Brown MS:5YR3/2 Yellow Green
MS:10YR 5/4 MS: 2.5GY 6/4

B:10 Grayish Green B:11 Grayish Olive B:12 Grayish Green B:13 Moderate Olive  B:14 Dark Grayish B:15 Dark Grayish
MS:10G 5/2 Green MS:10G 4/2 Brown Olive Yellow
MS:5GY 4/2 MS: 2.5Y 4/4 MS: 10Y 2/2 MS:5Y 6/4

FIND OUT
. MORE!

www.detroitmi.gov/hdc

B:16 Light Grayish B:17 Light Olive B:18 Dark Reddish B:19 Black
Olive MS:10Y5/4 Brown MS:N 0.5/
MS:75Y6/2 MS: 2.5YRG 2/4



Sec. 25-2-104. - West Canfield Historic District.

The defined elements of design for the West Canfield Historic District (see section 25-2-3(1) and
1970 J.C.C. 1672-73) shall be as follows:

1)

(@)

©)

4

®)

(6)

@)

®)

Height. Most buildings are two and one-half (2Y%) stories in height, meaning they have two (2)
full stories with an attic or a finished third floor within the roof. The exceptions are the multiunit
apartment buildings, which are three (3) to four (4) stories tall, and the nonresidential structures
on corner lots which are one story tall. Garages range in height from one to two (2) stories.

Proportion of buildings' front facades. Most residential buildings appear taller than wide to the
peaks of their roofs, but may be wide as tall or slightly wider than tall to their roof eaves. The
Sheridan Court Apartments on Second Avenue at West Canfield is wider than tall when viewed
as a whole, but each of its four (4) individual projecting facades is taller than wide.

Proportion of openings within the facades. Window and door openings amount to between
twenty (20) per cent and thirty-five (35) per cent of the front facade areas, excepting the roof.
Apartment buildings are at the higher end of this range, whereas single-family residences
average in the middle of this range. Most buildings have window openings in the roof area,
either in dormers or gables. Most window openings are taller than wide, although when grouped
in pairs or trios they may achieve a horizontal effect. Basement openings are frequently wider
than tall, square and/or arched. A great variety of sizes, shapes, and groupings of openings
exist in the district, in conformity with the historic design and proportion of individual buildings.

Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades. Freedom in the placement of openings within the
majority of front facades is displayed, depending on the style of the structures. The Second
Empire and Italianate style buildings tend to have a more regular arrangement of window
openings with one placed above the other than or the Queen Anne style buildings, which are
more random. Bowed windows are recessed entrances on the first stories are characteristics of
several of the structures. The arrangement of openings above the roof eaves is sometimes
regular and sometimes unbalanced, contributing to the diversity of the rhythm of solids to voids
from building to building. The two (2) apartment buildings in the district display a regular
arrangement of window openings which repeat on each floor.

Rhythm of spacing of buildings on streets. The space between most buildings located on
adjacent lots ranges from a twenty-five-foot maximum to an eight-foot minimum. This rhythm is
broken due to housing demolition, particularly on corner lots. Buildings are often placed closer
to one lot line to create a more spacious side yard, which is sometimes occupied by a driveway.

Rhythm of entrance and/or porch projections. All of the residential buildings along West
Canfield in the district have front porches and steps, which lead to the consistency of the
streetscape. Positions and placement of porches contributes significantly to the design of the
Victorian houses. Entrances are either centered, off to one side of the front facade, or at the
side of the house; porches are frequently off to one side and in some instances wrap around to
the side of the building. Rear and secondary side porches are also common. The apartment
building on West Canfield has a three-story porch, centered on the front facade. The Sheridan
Court on Second Avenue has balconies on its fourth floor.

Relationship of materials. The district contains a variety of building materials characteristics of
Victorian architecture. Common brick is the main building material, although the facade of one
house is entirely stone and one is clapboard on the first story and shingled on the second story.
Sandstone and wooden trim are common; fieldstone or brick are foundation materials. Wooden
shingles and tin pressed to look like stone are also found in the district. Slate was once he
prevalent original roofing material; asphalt shingles have since replaced most of the original
slate roofs. Most carriage houses or garages are brick.

Relationship of textures. The most common textural relationship is that of common brick with
mortar joints juxtaposed with other materials, such as wood or stone, which is either rock faced
or smooth. Foundations are frequently rough-faced rectangular stone blocks. Smooth stone



lintels and sills are sometimes carved. Ornamental brickwork and fishscale wood and slate
shingles create textural interest. Slate roofs contribute to textural interest, whereas asphalt
shingles generally do not. In general the buildings in the district have a great variety of textural
interest.

(9) Relationship of colors. Orange-red natural brick contrasts with gray or brick-colored mortar.
The brick is painted dark red on a few buildings. Wooden trim is painted white, stone gray, gray-
blue, brown, green, olive, or black. On the two (2) buildings with shingled second stories, the
shingles are stained green or brown. The Sheridan Court Apartment Building is buff-colored
brick, and 659 West Canfield has a dark red-brown tapestry brick. All roofs are dark in color,
and asphalt roofs are derived from colors of natural slate. Colors known to have been in use on
buildings of similar type in the nineteenth century may be considered for suitability on similar
buildings. Original color schemes for any given building may be determined by a professional
paint analysis and when so determined are always appropriate for that building.

(10) Relationship of architectural details. Architectural details generally related to style. Nineteenth
century buildings display details in the Italianate, Queen Anne, Second Empire, shingle style,
carpenter Gothic and Richardsonian Romanesque styles. Porches, window surrounds, cornices,
verge boards, dormers and gales are areas frequently treated with wood detailing, and porches,
window sills and lintels are sometimes treated with imitation stone or stone detailing. Sheridan
Court on Second Avenue has classical detail, while the apartment building at 659 West Canfield
derives its influence from the arts and crafts movement of the early twentieth century. All of the
buildings that contribute to the historic district are rich in architectural detail.

(11) Relationship of roof shapes. A multiplicity of roof shapes exists, and frequently within the
same building. The predominant forms of roofs are either the hipped, mansard, or gabled
variety, sometimes interrupted with intersecting gables, dormers, and/or bell-shaped or conical
roofs where towers exist. Porches also bear a variety of roof shapes. Some flat roofs do exist on
additions, porches and garages. The two (2) multiunit apartment buildings' roofs cannot be seen
from the street. Considerable architectural interest is created by the diverse roof shapes.

(12) Walls of continuity. The major wall of continuity on West Canfield is created byu the building
facades, with their uniform setbacks. Two (2) rows of trees planted in the tree lawn and public
right-of-way between the sidewalk and the buildings creates a secondary wall of continuity, and
the historic ornamental Detroit Public Lighting Department street light poles on the tree lawns
create a minor wall of continuity.

(13) Relationship of significant landscape features and surface treatments. The street scape as
constructed in 1980 is composed of one-hundred-foot right-of-way beginning seventeen (17)
feet back from the inner side of the public sidewalk. The six-foot-wide public sidewalk is flanked
by locust trees alternating on each side. The tree lawn between the curb and public sidewalk is
thirteen and one-half (13.5) feet wide. The street is twenty-seven (27) feet wide but narrows to
eighteen (18) feet at the ends where it splits to go around the fourteen-foot-wide island at each
end. Curbs are brownish-red sandstone and the street is paved with granite Belgian block.
Characteristic treatment of individual properties is a flat front lawn area in grass turf subdivided
usually by a straight walk leading to the front entrance, paved in concrete and, less frequently,
brick or slate. Occasional foundation plantings are of a deciduous and evergreen nature. Six (6)
houses on West Canfield have side drives, either paved in concrete, brick or gravel.
Replacement trees should be characteristic of the area and period of the district, such as
horsechestnut, maple, poplar or spruce trees. Plantings of new trees shall be directed.

(14) Relationship of open space to structures. The one vacant lot between the second and third
houses from Third Avenue on the north side of West Canfield creates a gap in an otherwise
intact row of buildings. Vacant space exists on the northwest and southeast corners of West
Canfield where housing demolition has occurred. Ample front yards exist in the district; brick
yards are deep but become less spacious when occupied by a garage. Side yards are spacious
when the structure is situated nearer to one of the side lot lines. Side drives, where they exist,
tend to break the continuity of the succession of front yards. Stockade, board, and picket fences
are common enclosures of rear yards; there is a chain-link fence across the rear lot line of one



yard. A fence of brick piers supporting wrought iron and vertical elements encloses one rear
yard, as well as running between two (2) houses.

(15) Scale of facades and facade elements. The residential facades on West Canfield are of
moderate scale. The apartment building on West Canfield is small for a multiunit building.
Elements within the Victorian buildings are sometimes large in scale, dividing the facades into
relatively large segments, such as towers, verandas, steep roof slopes, and large gables.
Details within those elements may be small to large in scale. The Victorian building generally
contain many elements of diverse scale. Sheridan Court is moderate to large in scale for an
apartment building when taken as a whole due to its length along Second Avenue. The detail
within is small in scale, but is larger at the central entrance arch.

(16) Directional expression of front elevations. The directional expression of most structures
appears vertical, often due to projections above the roof eaves, such as gables, dormers,
turrets, and chimney stacks. The Sheridan Court apartments are horizontal in directional
expression when taken as a whole.

(17) Rhythm of building setbacks. Within the block of West Canfield, all residential buildings have
uniform setbacks. On corner lots where noncontributing buildings exist at the west end of the
district, buildings are set at the front and west side lot lines. Sheridan Court occupies its entire
lot.

(18) Relationship of lot coverages. Lot coverages range from twenty (20) to ninety-five (95) per
cent. Most single-family residential buildings average about thirty (30) per cent of their lots; the
Sheridan Court occupies about ninety-five (95) per cent of its site.

(19) Degree of complexity within the facades. The Victorian buildings exhibit a complex massing, a
multiplicity of forms, colors, materials, and textures, and a variety of architectural details within
their facades. They generally contain a high degree of complexity, whereas the twentieth
century buildings are less complex.

(20) Orientation, vistas, overviews. Buildings are oriented frontally towards West Canfield Street.
The most notable exception is Sheridan Court, which is oriented towards Second Avenue.
Garages, where they exist, are oriented to the alleys, but where driveways exist, may also be
accessed by vehicles from West Canfield and Third. The continuous streetscape, uniform
paving and wide tree lawns and uniform setbacks create a cohesive sweeping vista along West
Canfield, while the islands at the ends of the block and the unusual street paving sets the
district apart from its immediate surroundings.

(21) Symmetric or asymmetric appearance. The Victorian buildings generally exhibit an
asymmetrical appearance. The two (2) twentieth century apartment buildings are symmetrical in
appearance.

(22) General environmental character. The West Canfield Historic District is a fairly intact restored
block of houses in the midst of urban decline and pockets of redevelopment. It is located
between Second and Third Avenues in the North Cass corridor, south of Wayne State
University and east of the Lodge Freeway and the Calumet Apartment complex. A
distinctiveness is achieved by the narrow width, Belgian block pavers, the one-way direction of
the street, and the islands at either end.

(Ord. No. 20-85, § 1, 5-29-85)
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