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     DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

 
Planning Division 

 
m e m o r a n d u m 

 
 

TO:   The Urbana Historic Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:  Rebecca Bird, Historic Preservation Planner 
 
DATE:  May 29, 2008 
 
SUBJECT:  HP 2008-COA-07, Certificate of Appropriateness for the Addition of a Three-Season 

Porch and New Basement Entrance at the rear of 807 W. Main St., a Contributing 
Building in a Historic District 

 
 
Introduction and Background 
 
On April 14, 2008, Daniel Folk submitted an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for 
the addition of a sunroom on the rear (south) elevation of 807 West Main Street. On April 28, 2008, Mr. 
Folk notified City staff that he needed to revise his application and that he would re-submit. On May 12, 
2008, Mr. Folk re-submitted his application. The new application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness 
for the addition of a three-season porch and new basement entrance at the rear of 807 W. Main Street. 
(Copy of revised petition is attached.) 
 
The 800 block of West Main Street was designated a local historic district by the Urbana City Council 
on November 5, 2007 by Ordinance Number 2007-10-119 (for map of historic district see Exhibit A). 
The Ordinance lists the subject property as contributing to the historic district. Section XII-6.A of the 
Urbana Zoning Ordinance requires a COA for any alteration, relocation, construction, removal, or 
demolition that affects the exterior architectural appearance of any building within a historic district. 
The level of review for contributing buildings is outlined in Table XII-1. New construction requires 
review by the Historic Preservation Commission.  
 
The house located at 807 W. Main St. was built in 1894. It is a two-story “T Plan” house with elements 
of the Stick, Shingle, and Queen Anne architectural styles. The house is sided in both wood clapboards 
and patterned shingles. The roof is cross gabled. The first story is dominated by a front porch which 
wraps around the front gable to the east. The porch has a hipped roof, supported by columns and a 
pediment above the stairs. See Exhibit B for photos. 
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Description of Proposed Work 
 
The petitioner is proposing an addition on the rear façade of the house. According to the application, the 
work will be limited to the rear (south) façade of the house which is not visible from the public right-of-
way. The addition will be a one-story enclosed porch built on the western side of the south façade. The 
porch will be 8 feet deep and 12 feet 9 inches wide. The porch will not have access to the back garden, 
but will require installing a door on the south façade to act as an entry from the house to the porch. 
Additionally, the petitioner plans to install four windows on the existing rear wall. The porch will be 
sided with beveled cedar siding to match the exterior siding on the house. The porch will have two 
salvaged casement windows on the east elevation and one on the west (see Application for photograph 
of salvaged window). There will be four full-view 15 divided light doors on the rear elevation. These 
doors will closely match the existing doors on the east elevation. The outer two will be non-operable. 
The inner two will be operable, but will only act as windows and not as doors. There will be seasonal 
wood frame insect screens for the operable doors and windows. The porch will have a hipped roof, 
similar to the existing east porch roof.  
 
The addition of the porch will require re-location of the basement entrance. The proposed new basement 
entrance would be located on the eastern side of the rear façade, below the existing east porch. The 
entrance will be a traditional wood bulkhead door, hinged and opening up and out.  
 
The proposed work will require the removal of some of the existing cedar siding on the rear facade, the 
removal of one window and the removal of a non-original exterior entrance to the basement.  
 
 
Discussion 
 
Requirements for a Certificate of Appropriateness 
 
According to Section XII-6.B.1 of the Urbana Zoning Ordinance, 
 

In making a determination whether to issue or deny a Certificate of Appropriateness, if the proposed 
activities cannot be considered “minor works” as identified in Table XII-1 and Table XIII-2, the 
Preservation Commission shall consider, among other things, the effect of the proposed alteration, 
relocation, construction, removal or demolition upon the exterior architectural features and upon 
the historic value, characteristics and significance of the landmark or of the historic district. 

 
The proposed construction is limited to the rear (south) façade and will not be visible from the public 
right-of-way. Much of the south façade is not original. According to the 1923-1945 Sanborn Map, the 
southern most part of the house was only one story at that time and the southeast porch is not depicted. 
The upper part of the gable, including the French doors and the balcony, was added in 1992 and the 
basement entrance was added in the 1960s or 1970s. The only architectural features the proposed 
addition will affect are the existing kitchen window and the existing siding. The petitioner will side the 
new addition to match the rest of the house. Additionally, the porch will be constructed in such a manner 
that if it were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building would remain 
unimpaired.  
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As the addition will only affect the rear façade which is not visible from the public right-of-way, City 
staff conclude the proposed work will have no impact on the historic value, characteristics or 
significance of the 800 Block of West Main Street Historic District. 
 
According to Section XII-6.B.2 of the Urbana Zoning Ordinance, in making its determination for a 
Certificate of Appropriateness, the Preservation Commission shall use the following criteria:    
 

1) The maintenance of the significant original qualities or character of the buildings, structures, 
sites or objects including, if significant, its appurtenances.  The removal or alteration of any 
historic or distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible. 

 
There are no significant original qualities on the south façade. The kitchen window and some of the 
cedar siding will be removed, but the addition will use appropriate-age salvaged windows and full-view 
15 divided lite doors which will closely match the existing doors on the east elevation. The addition will 
be sided with like materials. 
 
City staff conclude that the significant original qualities and character of the building will not be 
negatively affected by the proposed addition.  
 

2) The compatibility of proposed new additions and new construction to the original architecture of 
the landmark shall be evaluated against general guidelines of height, proportions of the 
structure’s front façade, proportions of openings into the facility, the relationship of building 
masses and spaces, roof shapes, appurtenances, the scale of building or structure, and the 
directional expression of front elevation. 

 
The proposed new addition will be one story. The house originally had a one-story wing on the rear 
façade. The proposed new addition will not affect the front façade of the house. The proportions of 
openings into the house will change on the rear façade. Currently there is only one window on the first 
story rear façade. The addition, a three-season porch, will have four 15-lite doors on the rear façade. The 
relationship between the house and the garage will be affected, but it will not be visible from the public 
right-of-way. The addition will bring the house much closer to the garage. The roof over the sunroom 
will have a hipped roof, similar to that on the existing east porch. The compatibility of the existing 
house to the district in terms of scale and the directional expression of the front elevation will not be 
affected as the proposed addition will not be visible from the public right-of-way. 
 
City staff conclude that the proposed new addition will be compatible with the original architecture of 
the house. 
 

3) The Secretary of the Interior’s “Standards for Historic Preservation Projects,” as revised from 
time to time. 

 
The final criterion relates to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the treatment of historic 
properties, which have been revised since the Urbana Historic Preservation Ordinance was 
written and are now called the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties, 1995. The Secretary’s Standards for New Additions recommend considering exterior 
additions only if it has been determined that the new use cannot be successfully met by altering 
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non-character defining interior spaces. An additional recommendation is to locate attached 
exterior additions to the rear or on an inconspicuous side of a historic building and limit its size 
and scale in relationship to the historic building. The proposed addition meets the latter 
recommendation as it is to the rear of the existing house.   
 
 
Options 
 
The Historic Preservation Commission has the following options in this case: 
 

1.  Grant the requested Certificate of Appropriateness. 
 
2.  Grant the requested Certificate of Appropriateness, subject to certain conditions.  
 
3. Deny the requested Certificate of Appropriateness. If the Commission finds the application is 

inconsistent with the criteria and denies the application, the Commission should provide the 
reasons for denial and may recommend to the applicant ways to comply with the criteria.  

 
Should the Historic Preservation Commission choose to deny this application, the petitioner would have 
two options: (1) in case of a denial accompanied by a recommendation, he may amend his application 
for a Certificate of Appropriateness within 60 days, or (2) appeal to City Council within 30 days.  
 
 
Staff Recommendation 
 
Based on the findings outlined herein, and without the benefit of considering additional evidence that 
may be presented at the public hearing, City staff recommends that the Historic Preservation 
Commission GRANT the requested Certificate of Appropriateness as being consistent with the review 
criteria of Section XII-6.B of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
 
Attachments:   Exhibit A: Location Map 

  Exhibit B: Photographs of 807 W. Main St. 
  Exhibit C: Application 
   

cc:   Daniel Folk 
   Gordon Skinner, Building Safety Division Manager  
 



EXHIBIT "A"Location Map
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HP Case: HP 2008-COA-07
Subject: Certificate of Appropriateness
Location: 807 West Main Street
Petitioner:Daniel Folk 

Subject Property

Historic District



Exhibit B: Photographs of 807 W. Main St. 
 
North and East Facades  

 
 
 
North Façade  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



South (Rear) Façade  

 
 
South (Rear) Façade—view from southeast       South Façade—view from southwest 
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