KANSAS HISTORIC SITES BOARD OF REVIEW
June 26, 1980

The board convened at 2:30 p.m. in the conference room of the Memorial
Building. Members present were Nancy Trauer, Vice-Chairman, who presided in
the absence of the Chairman, A, Bower Sageser, Carlyle S. Smith, Joseph Snell,
and Richard Koerth, the designee of James Bibb. Historic Preservation
Department staff present were Richard Pankratz, Terry Marmet, Martin Stein,

dulie Wortman, and Mauddenna Woods.

Professor A. Bower Sageser moved that the minutes of the December 6, 1979,

meeting be approved; Joseph Snell seconded the motion, which carried.

Richard Pankratz then gave a background explanation of .the purposes

and procedures of the public hearing scheduled for 3:00 p.m.

The board adjourned at 2:45 p.m. to attend the public hearing.




AGENDA
Kansas Historic Sites Board of Review

June 26, 1980 2:30 PM,

Approval of the minutes of the previous meeting

Discussion of procedures for public hearing and distribution of
information

Adjournment for participation in public hearing




PUBLIC HEARING
Historic Preservation Grant Applications for Federal FY 1981
Memorial Building, Topeka, Kansas

June 26, 1980 3:00 p.m,

Procedures:

—t
.

Anyone wishing to offer comments on a project should indicate that on the
sign-up sheet,

Opportunity to comment on projects will be given in the order listed below.
Only written comments witl become part of the permanent files of the hearing,
Written comments should be given to the State Historic Preservation Officer's
designated staff person after the comments have been orally presented,
Comments should be made from the podium, which is equipped with a microphone.
The length of time allowed for comments on any one project or allowed any
one individual will be Timited by the State Historic Preservation Officer

if that becomes necessary.

-
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Applications received for survey and planning assistance:

Cawker City Hesperian Museum, Cawker City, engineering analysis of 01d Cawker City
Hesperian Library, $277

Cowley County Community College, Arkansas City, preparation of plans and
specifications for renovation of the 01d Arkansas City High School, $16,312

Kansas State Historical Society, Archeology Department, archeological survey
in seven west central Kansas counties, $5,928.00

Mo-Kan Regional Council, continuation of historic resources survey in Doniphan
and Atchison counties and the town of Horton, $10,500

City of Salina, historic resources survey and preparation of a historic preser-
vation plan, $6,000.00

University of Kansas, Museum of Anthropology, Phase II of the archeological
survey of Stranger Creek, $28,375.00

Wichita State University, continuation of city archeologist program, $4,000.00

Applications received for development assistance:
American Heritage, Inc., Ward-Meade House, Topeka, $9,601.00

Argonia and West Sumner County Historical Society, Susanna Salter House, $10,350,00
Cawker City Historical Society, 01d Cawker City Library, Cawker City, $692.00

Cowley County Community College, 01d Arkansas City High School, Arkansas City,
$ 189,613 & 16,312.00




Dodge City Area Arts Council, 01d Dodge City Library, Dodge City, $36,369.00
Douglas County Historical Society, Watkins National Bank, Lawrence, $13,207
Mitchell County Commission, Mitchell County Courthouse, Beloit, $11,050.00
Mount St. Scholastica Convent, Price Villa, Atchison, $51,932.00

Nicodemus Township, 01d First Baptist Church, Nicodemus, $7,184

City of Olathe, Mahaffie House, Olathe, $25,000,00

City of Parsons, 01d Carnegie Library, Parsons, $75,940

St. John the Baptist Church, Beloit, $24,935

University of Kansas, Spooner Hall, Lawrence, $79,500

Applications originally approved for federal FY 1980 which may not be funded
because of federal cuts in the preservation appropriation:

Butterfield Trail Association, 01d Logan County Courthouse, Russell Springs,
$5,000,00

Dodge City Area Arts Council, 01d Dodge City Library, Dodge City, $93,000,00
Douglas County Historical Society, 01d Watkins Bank, Lawrence, $19,292.00

Lecompton Historical Society, Lane University, Lecompton, $14,792.00




Project Information Sheet Rew‘seoq ¢ —-(7-80
T

Name of property C_a r‘ne\gl'e K!é ra r-/v Address _ Pa rsonNS

Applicant Ci 7L)/ o f arsms
Amount of federal funds requested —7 5! CI“’O Total project cost ’-5/ ", ??D

source of applicant's match Covavunity beuelop menT Block G rent Tunds on hggé

Work included in application:

/. Electrical 5. Concrete steps /walks
<. /?epw'r/rep/art enfrance 6. Reparr /parnt wells end cerlings
doore (W & S) 7 Reporr HVAC
3, Souvtw entrance ‘starrwe g HMJ('“F,G*’/ “CW”‘?‘“‘()/
'f. Q&Pm‘r‘/ r’*epl“t Lloor +."¢_ A ‘Insula'f'f‘n«,
Staff comments on proposed work: 10 fstrooma peliab, forr Mu&’r'cmped

(,Jorl( "J\"'o lo\*\‘nﬂ bu:‘ldal"\j U.P ”{'o t.odt me ’f“’o mal’v_ -‘n‘ll'ern'ow—
vsable

Condition of building:
'Phase, 1 wr'” 'f’al(c care o'p wa'ﬁr an/ ~S‘7Lr‘uc7cura/
‘{:T*o\o\e.w\s.

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet q‘ D"p [ O

General observations on the application:




SURVEY PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

Name of Survey Mo-Kan Historic Resources Survey Phase II

e

Applicant: Mo-Kan Regional Council

Survey Boundaries: Atchison and Doniphan Counties, City of Horton

Amount of federal funds requested $10,500 Total project cost

Source of applicant’'s match Mo-Kan Budget

PSS

Survey ObJectives: 1. Complete Phase I survey activities as necessary
2. assist surveyed cormunities to prepare nominations

*3, assist 01d Atchison Homeowners Association with

a planning study re: historic preservation goals for

Atchison.

staff comments on survey objectives: The 01d Atchison Homewoners Association
had intended to apply for a grant to assist them with the second phase of the
survey activities they have initiated this past spring (they have an HPD Mini-
grant for this), The timing was not good, so HPD called a meeting of the OAHA
and Mo-Kan to discuss coordination. OAHA will finish its survey activities

on its own during this coming year. Mo~Kan will then take the survey results
and use them as a basis for preparing an historic preservation planning
document. This coordinated project fs now the priority activity for Mo-Kan
under this grant application.

General observations on the application:

The enthusiasm of the OAHA and Mo<Kan is very great for this project. The
goal of the effort is to generate a good foundation for establishing a
formal mechanism in Atchison for dealing with historic preservation concerns
and objectives.




SURVEY PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

Name of Survey Survey & Planning Activities Related to Salina's Heritage Conservation

Plan,
Applicant: City of Salina
Survey Boundaries: City of Salina

Amount of federal funds requested  $6000 Total project cost $12,000

Source of applicant's match In-kind ($2000) and CDBG ($4000)*

Survey Objectives: 1. To create an inventory of potentially historic properties in
Salina.

2. To prepare criteria for historic property designation and
for determining preservation priorities.

3. To identify properties needing rehabilitation.

4, Public education through publication of survey results,

Staff comments on survey objectives: 1, The budget seems too small for the project.
2. Finding the right consultant will be difficult,

3. Objectives place no stress on public
involvement.

General observations on the app'l'lcation: The city has in the last year passed an
historic preservation ordinance., A Heritage Commission has been appointed. The
city planning staff is aware of the ambitiousness of the grant proposal, and is
willing to plan the project so0 as to assure achievement of pr101ities. The city
appears willing and eager to work closely with HPD,

% The planning director states that due to internal situations, if no grant is
received from HPD for the project, it will be harxd to use CDBG funds for it,
Should the grant from HPD come through, however, more CDGB funds than already
allotted as match might also be leveraged.




Project Information Sheet

Name of property @Ic() dr wriet (i "/;}/‘ /“/Cg?éfcddo/!\ddress ",/%w[/@,mj Co “/;[
Applicant Coou[ey County Co W\MWL{V Co (/ﬂ_?e.,

Amount of federal funds requested %/6 , %/.2.  Total project cost ¢ 3d, ¢y

Source of applicant's match Cﬁlpfiwl o‘J+f‘y Conds

Work included in application:
Bre /)Jm%f'm of /A’/U 0’*/ S’f‘fC/Y(’\'C“%éfﬂv.f fov renouation of
ifn?lffr:’ar Lo, wie ai 7;64»”'@/ Services éol'/c/:'nj’

Staff comments on proposed vork:

condition of building:

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet

General observations on the application:




Project Information Sheet

Name of property O/cﬂ (qealor (}7;;/ /%’{,p(’/,’w, (_z'érw(y}\ddress | -C(,’wae,ﬂ Ctl‘}/

Applicant Caw fer C,:"'I’}/ /“{ﬁryem'om mLLS({ch\M

Amount of federal funds requested <, R 7 Total project cost % 55/

Source of applicant's match cash on Laayuﬂ

Work included in application:
o l{)u'{cgf' o-f,r? “(“o o@e“é i A

= nq :‘neem'ni\ S”\’ﬁuﬂf{’uv"@[ I~ m[yu‘s

Cats [ 4 0‘? S&H"ia‘n(j ¢ ncf) VV\OUQ.W\\EV\,-'{““

Staff comments on proposed work:
/le.CQSSav‘\l/ ‘l”o erJW-\f‘Mfﬂ& Pnowems) oy wa"f'iter cad/sfy 70

1}(‘\0!0{&\-4\5

Condition of building:

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet

General observations on the application:




SURVEY PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

Name of Survey Wichita Metropolitan.Area Survey

Applicant: Department of Anthropology, Wichita State University

Survey Boundaries: A 25 mile radius of the city of Wichita

Amount of federal funds requested_$4000.00 Total project cost$8205,00

Source of applicant's match In kind- student assistantship

Survey Objectives: 1, provide archeological survey service for municipalities in
the survey area.

2. Record archeological sites and nominate selected sites to
the state or national registers or as local historic landmarks.,

3, Provide cultural resource information to officials and local
planning bodies.

Staff comments on survey objectives: By meeting these objectives the City Archeologist
can proyide assistance to the State Historic Preservation Officer when his duty

is to comment on federally financed, licensed or assisted projects or to comment

on actions of state or local officials under the state historic preservation act.

General observations on the application: The goals of the survey are good.
Administration of previous grants by the applicant has been lax.



e o TR R D I

Project Information Sheet

Name of property _GPOONER _HAL L address KU CAMPUS, LAWRENE
applicant___ UNMIVERGITY _OF KA’NSA’S
Amount of federal funds requested 7'1350Q_ Total project cost lEq:OOO

Source of applicant's match_WILL REQUEST STATE APPROPRIATION

Work included in application:

|, EXTERIOK STONEWORK : Rewac-(’me»'f of sapdsfone fﬁfﬂ/"’r‘“f;/
lumdou/ ‘51!/5, £ column bases,
2 LIGHINING PROTECTION

Staff comments on proposed work: -

<Hone has deterocaled and will coutinue  To cause froblms
Lor '(1\! l.owbdtv»ﬂ Xz net” tulean care ot at 14"5 time |

Condition of building: .
Ovorall aved stiuctiuve| condition . Phas? F (root awd wirdows)

witl  ¢oon  be wmrleﬁd. bu;‘,dl;&ﬁ s n Use 06 museum
Lor mﬁro?olbﬁ\/.

No. of federal objectives the proposed aroject will meet % o-F ¥0)

General observations on the application:

{. ?“0&&" haé Qa klﬁ'n Vts\lmll' [Oz(,auge o'f'.odMﬂf
2. Mumstective  problows (ar k) heve occurred with
Ve Phase T Tm.

i) achv’:'ﬁes.




Project Information Sheet

Name of property SALTER HolISE_- B nddress 220 W.@A’RFIfLD' A—%OU[P(
applicant__ARGONLA AND WesT . SUMNER. €O Wil SOCIETT

Amount of federal funds requested (0360, 00  Total project cost 20700.00
source of applicant's match LASH (UM PNTEE Y Lotk RANK ~

Work included in application:

(. Founpariold REPAIR 5. (ARPENTRY
2. RoOPING, FLASHING, LUTTERING 6. EXT. PAINTING
3. MAGONRY 7. GRADING

4. PokoH REPAIR

staff comments on proposed work:

| NEcESSARY  STABILIZATION WoR I

Condition of building:
| DETERIOEATION TVE TO WATER- RELATED PROPLEMS

2. 1PROPER GRAVE DRA INAGE
2, \MPROPER 4 (NGENSITIVE STUCCO AfPUCATION ON NORTH 4 EAST FACAPES,

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet o{; 16

General observations oOn the application:

pepLicATION N pueh BETTER. FORM T veAe THAN oV
PREVIIVS APOLICATIONS PUE 1o PRESENCE OF ARCHITECT,




Project Information Sheet

Name of property PRICE VILLA - - pddress g0f S, &th , ATC/‘I‘(SO/J
Applicant MOUNT ST GeHOLASTICH _CONVEMT

Amount of federal funds requested 5/93%2 00 Total project cost (0B ¥65. 00
Source of applicant's matchidsyTn BE  RUSER BY APPLICANT

Work included in application:

| REPMR / REPLACE ENTIRE ROOF (MEvDING DowwSPTS € GUTTEES
2 EXTERI0R MASONRY REPHRS

Staff comments on proposed work: _
woRk (s Neepgp T PRE VENT Ao0ITION AL DETERIORATI 0N

Condition of building:
L STOME TRIMWORK £ [FouNOAT(VMS ARE DETIERIORAT /NG .

2 W#TER*DA-M%EID INTERIOR_

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet ) o"P [0

General observations on the application:

, FHAE T whS UNDERESTIMATED ( ESTIMATE
NOT PREPARED BY ARCHITECT),

2. TLANS £ oPeco PR THIS WORK. RAve ALREADY
BEEN  MFROVED Y HIRS (SAME A& PHASE 1),




Project Information Sheet

Name of property _WITZHELL _COUNTY -COORTHOYSE Address __PELolT

Appl fcant MITL Ll CoUNTY COMInL3 6N

Amount of federal funds requested 110%0,00 Total project cost_Z2212%.00Q

Source of applicant's match T _FUNPS  TO BE I,El/néD

Work included in application:

\. GTRW) WINDOWS

Staff comments on proposed work:

| WoUkD HELP SAVE ENERGY

Condition of building: dLLJ
| Muck WATER OAMAGE At FRONT =NTRAJCE

No, of federal objectives the proposed project will meet B o-f'l lO

General observations on the application: ,

. No VisiBLE EVIDENCE THAT SOURLE OF
WATER OMMGE Hhi5 pEen REPMRED ( PAMAGE
Uhs OCCURRED  oUER. MANY YEARS ).




Project Information Sheet

vane of proverty _ 0L ARKANGAS UITY. Hiet ScHpnddress 301 W. CENTRA. , ARKMISAS (1TY
Applicant COWLEY. GO, COMMUNITY. COLLEGE

« MEFEES AJE FEES)
Amount of federal funds requested \M(pl";JoU{fmmwotM project cost 379234, 00 + 22624, 00
Source of applicant's match CAPITOL nuTLA  FUNDS

Work included in application:

|. PEMOLITION 5, PAMNTING 4, ELeCTRICAL
2 REPAR INT. WINDIWS 4 (ooRS ¢ FookiNg 1o AV ING
3" ReghR WAINSGTING FLR WAL - gy eyAoR

4. Wew PARTITIONS  CEIUNGS, DOORS ¢, HvAL
Staff comments on proposed work:

| RedABILITATION WorK TD AOAPT | BUILDING TO TECHNIM-
epRVICES  PNVILDING

Condition of building:

L ooop conDition) (ParsE T 19 MovT TO BE@N)

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet 44’ ,g{l l[)

General observations on the application:

HPD |5 CONCERNED AT THE APPARENT
LARGE AWOUNT BUDGETED FOR DEMOLITION
(N0 PLANG EXIST AT THis TIME).



Project Information Sheet

Name of property \WARD-MEADE _HOUWSE pddress 124 N, FilLMoRE, TOPEKA
Applicant AMERICAM)  BERITAZE  IN¢.
Amount of federal funds requested 4, 6O | Total project cost [4,202. 1|

Source of applicant's match 4'000—-4,[17 oF TOFLZF-A'} ':'7:600“'&#;9\*{ o HA—ND;
Work included in application: 2400 - 10 BE RAISED

. REONSTRUCT 2ND FlooR BEDOROOM PARTITIONS (INOWDING
PLATER | MLIWORK, WARDWARE, PLOORING, ETC. )

Staff comments on proposed work: .
|. cRovP FEBLS THIS WORK 1% NecBsSARY TO INTEPRET
THE HoUsE To WIsIToRS As A (dth CENWRY HoUsE.

2, 1T 1 Poso|pLe o DETERMINE THE RIGINAL LockTiop) OF THE
Condition of building: e PARTITIONS,

l. BRICK Phs Beed PANTED DUE To SANDRLASTING BY
OTY OF ToPEkA-  APPROXIMATELT {0 YEARS Ao,

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet Ar o‘P [O

General observations on the application:

| BUILDING (5 & Hous Musaumwn’ﬁ AODITIONS, AND
6 LookED W K CITY PARK, (THE ONLY Housediseul IN ToeKh),

2 Moo M THE STE 15 A RECONSTRCTED L0& chpiV




Project Information Sheet

Name of property _OkD DODGE CINY LIBAARY Address Jol 2nd Ave. , DoDGE (T
applicant__ Da06E  ¢|TY  Afes  ARTS couNclt

Amount of federal funds requested ﬁ@ﬁgﬁ no __ Total project cost 72742.00

Source of applicant's match CheH op  HAND 4 AEDGES

Work included in application:

. w T MMM FLOo0R - Flostm '\Noodworko
le U;J,;b\:/m HMT Sm&sj SToRM Wpos Frent Ew\'-' Ich‘f A'r\ov\ RQW\W&

3. IUQULA'TlOPJ Btn“’ In Ckbmf"'s

U, HASEMENT: Eledmal qum "jﬁaplosftr
Staff comments on prrﬁ)osed Brdreapped Restrooms

WORK 15 NECESSARY “To WAKE THE BUILDING USABLE AS
N FHNE ARTS CENTER
Condition of building:
I. PHASE T WL TAKE CARE OF WATER PROBLEMS.
2. FouNDaTion BLOCKS ARE VETERIOEATING DUE TO
SANDOVASTING By PREVIOUS OWNER,

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet % o'F' lO

General observations on the application:

| PROJECT 1AG AROUSED ORENT commuMT‘( (NTEREST
AND  SUPPORT.




Project Information Sheet

Name of property QWD PIRST PALTIST _cHuRcty Address é‘ﬁu‘._\ﬁ/mmébn_,ﬂjsﬂéms
Applicant Nicoogmus _ TowNsHIP
Amount of federal funds requested 7%09.00 Total project cost_ |4 !, 00

Source of applicant's match___\_N__,\Ll;EEg;MBUUlT‘{ DEVELIPMENT BLick GRAMT FUNDS

Work included in application:
I REPLACE EXTERWR TRIM /RefusH 5. REcoNSTRUCT ENTRANCE Dok

2. EXTERIR  FPAINTING . Remir/ REPLALE PLASTER WAWS
3. REPMR ROOF 7. RoueH-IN  ELECTRICAL
4. RePMR £ REANISH FLOORING 8. RoveH-IN RUMBING

Staff comments on proposed work: Q. HyvAC l¢&2, w[upow RE?AIK..

| PURPUSE  OF THE WORK 15 TO MAKE THE BuilbiNG SuTABLE FoR
W A5 A PINING BHALITY, |

Condition of building:
l. ORINAL STONE FACADES WERE COVERED wiTH STucco
2 CONCRETE PBUITRESSES WERE ADDEp T STOP MWEMENT

o BAST WALL
2 MISTURE 19 DeTeRIORATING sTucco COVERING,
No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet Co O.F O

General observations on the application:

[ DETERMINATION OF THE BUILDING 'S NEEPS wAS LEFT

1o  LOCAL LUMBER YARD RIEPRES ENTATIVE,

2. MODIFICATIONS o PRoPoSED IPROVECT MoRrle WERE
MADE AFTER  HPP's e 7o THE




Project Information Sheet

Name of property &, JOHN THE BAPTIST _(HuR¢Address _BELIT
Applicant THE.  CATHOLLC . DIOCESE  QF _ SALINA
Amount of federal funds requested 1"|q%6.0‘0 Total project cost "M 8%0,00

Source of applicant's match CASH o8/ Hane— 10,000 ;Kgmwoex T0 BE_RASED

Work included in application:
\. REPAIR OF STAIVED GLASS WINDWS,

Staff comments on proposed work:

L WoRK 1S NEBCESTARY (N pROER. T0 PRESERVE wiNDIWs.

condition of building:
1, APPLICANT BELIEVES THAT WEIGHT OF SLATE Roop HAS

oavseD  THE FooP STRUCTURAL  SYsTEm TO  MovE,

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet 6 o-F “‘7

General observations on the application:




Project Information Sheet

Name of property QLD AWKER CITY LIBRARY . Address “Jth 4 LAKE, CAWKEL crr)?
applicant _ CAWKER (ITY. HesPeriAN _MUSEUM

Amount of federal funds requested  969.00 Total project cost_ 1939, 3!
Source of applicant’'s match ehort oN_ HAND

Work included in application:
|, STRUCTURAL- ENGINEER IN ANALYSIS

2. WAtER LEAK REPAIR
2. PORCH LBVELING £ RECONSTRUCTI0M

Y. REPOINTING

Staff comments on proposed work:

| HE
|. OTHER WORK MAY BECOME NECESSARY AFTER. T __
RESULTS OF THE EMGINEERING ANALYSIS ARE REVIBWED,

Condition of building:
|, MASONRY MOVEMENT AND SETTLING
2 WATER DAMAGE FROM IMPROPEK oRADING AND
FAULTY GUTTERING.

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet E; CD{: [Cj

General observations on the application: .
|. ENGINEERING STupY WAS INCLUDED AFTER WE
ReCOMMENDED THAT THEY SEBEK PRoFESS(oNAL  HELE,

2 ENGINEERING STUDY  COULD BE FUNDED A5
OART  OF SURVEY AND PLANNING.




Project Information Sheet

Name of property MAHAFFIE HOVSE Address [log Kanshs ciTY RE. QLATHE

Applicant LUy 6F  QLATHE

Amount of federal funds requested 155000.00 Total project cost__ 1000 . OO

Source of applicant's match__COMMUMITY. DEVELOPMENT BLock GRANT S
- Ufo
Work included in application:

!
PEMA

REFLACES
|, HVAC 5. RESTORATION OF F1
9. SECVRITY SYSTEM 6. REFMisH I NTERIR ko OWIRK, FLOIRS

3 JWSyLATION , SHUTTERS . WITUHEN § Pﬂﬁ/ﬁ;"@?@‘f{f&
' enpren pecess O GRADING, DRA N
¥ coment 9 wooD Pee BARN STA@IL\ZA‘HI(‘)R’

S 1 H i
it Coments o0 OISk, gk T Bunpive FUVCTION

As A LWING JUSEVM.

Condition of building: | e
| PHASE T WORK HAS STABILZED/ RESTORED THE WOU=LE

2. woov PE BN 19 TD BE STABILWZED [N
THS PHMSE
No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet L’}‘ d“p lO

Genera} observations on the application:

| apfEAR To PE  PROBLEMS N EYECUTING PLANS AND
SPECIECATIONS A5 APPROVED BY ticgs por PRASE T RANT.

2. GRADING /ORMNAE  TTEM  WASG ADDED FOLLOWING
oITE VielT BY HWPD,

BLE
D.




SURVEY PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

Continued Archeological Survey of Stranger Creek Valley and
' Initial Reconnaissance of Buck Creek and Mud Creek Valleys,
Atchison, Jefferson, and Leavenworth Counties, Kansas,

Name of Survey

Applicant: _Museum of Anthropolegy, Iniversity of Kansas

Survey Boundaries: The drainages of Stranger, Buck and Mud creeks, all northern
tributaries of the Kansas river.

Amount of federal funds reguested__ $28,375.00 Total project cost $56,750,00

Source of appiicant's match In kind-salary of project director and indirect costs
{8alaries of project co-directors)

Survey Objectives:
1. Compile survey information for an arvea that 1s expected to see

continued economic development and consequent site destruction,

2, Perform systematic tests on selected sites located in the
Stranger Creek survey in order to provide an evaluation of
these sites, Prepare National Register forms for these sites.
3, Develop a predictive model for site location.
4, Initilate a survey of both Buck and Mud éreeks.
Staff comments on survey objectives: The initial survey of Stranger creek located
over 30 sites ranging in time from Late Archaic (2500 B.C.-A.D, 1) to Middle Ceramic
(A,D, 1000~1500), The survey also located sites from each of these periods suitable
for testing., Completion of this testing will allow for a refined analysis of the

prehistoric occupation of the creek, No systematic survey has been done on either
Buck or Mud creeks,

General observations on the application: The Stranger creek surwey.produced very: good
information. This proposed testing is a logical next step in the evaluation of these
resources. This information in conjunction with the survey information from Buck

and Mud creeks can be combined with the completed analysis of near-by Nine Mile

ereek to form a solid base for inferences concerning the prehistory of the area.

The administration of the Stranger creek grant was by the applicant was good.




SURVEY PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

Name of Survey Western Kansas Regional Survey

Applicant: Archeology Department of the Kansas State Historical Society

Survey Boundaries: Seven counties, Wallace, Logan, Gove, Greeley, Wichita, Scott
and Lane, in western Kansas.

Amount of federal funds requested $5,927.99 Total project cost$14,964,.87

Source of applicant's match Iz gipd—-salary of Archeologist. and Supervisory Archeolo-
gist,

Survey Objectives: 1, Locate and record archeological resources in the survey area,
2, Increase site inventory,
3, Develop a predictive model of site location for this region.

4, Develop an archeological research design for the region.

Staff comments on survey objectives: yittle survey has been done in the area. A
Kansas Anthropological Association member has recorded 60 sites in Greeley county,
while the site files for adjacent Wichita county contain only 6 sites. Site
location information collected by the survey will be extremely valuable.

General observations on the application: The Public Archeologist, Don Rowlison, will
conduct the sunyey using a combination of speaking engagements at county historical
gocieties and other public functions and by contacting local informants. Mr., Rowlison
has had extensive survey experience and has been successful in meeting and working
with the general public. He has produced consistently high quality reports

describing archeological projects he has worked on.




Project Information Sheet

Name of property OCD  WATKINS BANVE  Mdress _ LK l/REMNCE
Applicant DouelAs CoonTy H (STORICAL SocietTy

Amount of federal funds requested [ 3 Q(ﬁ?ﬁ%{ &Totﬂ project cost @Zé , e #
Source of applicant's match & ¢A/DS 170 B& RAIsED

Work included in application:
S ToRM wiwvbows

Staff comments on proposed work:

c od TIWVATION  OF PHAS & L.

Condition of building:

Goodd

Lg €5§: gi)

No. of federal objectives the proposed project will meet

General observations on the application:

"g'fﬁfﬂéy W vbow pROTEeT  Co8T d65 000,
JepLicAnT djetoca7ES BT, 272 ke§ Fy 19F0.

QEQUEST oF K/ 08 woue® PCRMIT COMmPLETIoN
o F "'?Héw PQQS’@Q’T




KANSAS HISTORIC SITES BOARD OF REVIEW
June 27, 1980

The board convened at 9:30 a.m. in the conference room of the Memorial
Building. Members present were Eric Engstrom, chairman, Nancy Trauer,
A. Bower Sageser, Richard Koerth, the designee of James Bibb, Joseph Snell,
Carlyle Smith, and Ralph Kiene. Historic Preservation staff present were
Richard Pankratz, Mauddenna Woods, Julie Wortman, Martin Stein, Terry Marmet,
Brian 0'Neill and Dale Nimz,

Professor A. Bower Sageser mnoved that the minutes of the previous meeting
be approved; Joseph Snell seconded the motion, which carried.

Richard Pankratz reviewed for the board the policy on conflict of interest
in consideration of funding for specific projects. Mrs, Trauer declared a conflict
of interest for the 01d Dodge City Public Library. Mr. Snell declared a conflict
of interest on the survey application of the archeology department of the State
Historic Society.

The next item of business was the evaluation and ranking of historic preser-
vation fund grant applications,

Seven applications were received for survey and planning grants. The HPD
staff presented a synopsis of each project and made recommendations for ranking
the projects and funding them, The recommendations were that the Cowley County
Comnunity College plans and specifications application be transferred to Acquisition
and Development Grant funding and that five projects the Cawker City Engineering
Analysis, Mo-Kan Regional Countil Survey, City of Salina Survey, KU Stranger
Creek Survey and the Kansas State Historical Society Western Kansas Survey be
partly funded from Survey and Planning money. If additional funds were received
each of the above projects would be fully funded, If additional funds heyond
the requirements of these projects were received the Wichita State University
project would be financed, The Board accepted these recommendations, Mr. Snell
was absent from the meeting during all discussion and action on the State Historical

Society's application for archeological survey assistance.

Richard Pankratz and Terry Marmet identified the applicants for development
grants for FY 1981. Mr. Marmet presented slides on each applicant's project,
explaining what had been or needed to be completed on each. Mrs. Trauer was
absent from the room during discussion and consideration of the 01d Dodge City
Library application. Mr. Pankratz explained how the staff had ranked each project
according to the federal minimum grantee requirements and other factors. He also
informed the board that since they had ranked the projects according to the
federal priorities, some of the guidelines and points given to specific projects
had changed.,

The projects were ranked in the following order:

. 01d Cawker City Library
. 01d Dodge City Library
. Salter House

. 01d Parsons Library

IS N -
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. St. John the Baptist Church

Mahaffie House

. Hatkins Bank

. Mitchell County Courthouse
9, Price Villa

10. 01d First Baptist Church
11.  Spooner Hall

12. Ward-Meade House

13.  01d Ark City High School

O~ O

Mr, Engstrom moved to accept the ranking except for Dodge City Library,
The motion was seconded by Professor Sageser, The motion carried unanimousty,

Professor Sageser made motion to accept Dodge City ranking. Motion was
seconded by Ralph Kiene. The board accepted the motion. Mrs. Trauer was absent
for this vote.

The board had recessed for lunch at 11:30 a.m. and reconvened at 1:00 p.m.

Brian 0'Neill, the survey archeologist, presented slides describing the
results of the statewide petroglyph survey. He stated that the majority of
petroglyph were located in Russell and Ellsworth counties; however, they were
to be found in southeast and southwest Kansas also. Mr. Pankratz mentioned
that a manuscript will be completed during the summer on the petroglyph survey.
This will be used as the basis for a publication about Kansas petroglyphs.

Mr. Pankratz asked 1f the board had any suggestions for changes to "Preser-
vation Update." The consensus of the board was that they appreciated being kept
informed on what is happening with projects or news relating to the Historic
Preservation Department and that no changes were necessary.

Julie Wortman had taken a postcard poll of newspapers throughout the state
to determine the number of papers interested in using the historic preservation
news release. The number of newspapers indicating they used the column and would
use more sufficient for her to decide to continue to write the monthly column.

Mr. Pankratz reported that the mailing 1ist for the Department's newsletter
Kansas Preservation would be expanded this year, Among the groups to be included
are university history professors, members of the state-wide amateur archeologist
oerganization, and members of the Kansas Preservation Alliance,

Terry Marmet reviewed the status of all current development projects. He
mentioned that several of the projects have been completed but completion reports
are still pending.

Julie Wortman gave an update on the courthouse project. She said that the
courthouse study is being assisted by Dave Johnson, who is an assistant professor
‘at the University of Kansas., She said that he is now in the process of photographing
all historic courthouses in the state. At Teast 86 properties would fall within
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this category, with 56 being eligible for the National Register and approximately
30 eligible for the state register. Ms, Wortman said that as of July 1,1980,
she will make the courthouse publication a number one priority.

Ms. Wortman informed the board that the three nominations submitted in the
last six months have been accepted for the National Register. They are Potwin
Historic District in Topeka, the 01d German-American State Bank in Topeka, and
the Stilwell Hotel in Pittsburg.

Dale Nimz was introduced. He is working on 24 backlogged National Register
nominations, Ms, Wortman said that these should be completed by the first of
September, Mr, Engstrom asked how she determined what properties to work on
first. She said that all the properties have been arranged in priority according
to the considerations for tax benefits, grants, etc, She said the backlog would
be minimized considerably if the sponsors would provide the HPD with adequate
documentation and photographs of their properties,

Martin Stein presented a nomination for consideration to the National Register,
Hic presentation included stides and a map of the Blackberry Site, 14LT7323, Chetopa
vicinity, Labette county. The motion was made by Mrs. Trauer to approve Blackberry
Sites for nomination to the National Register and seconded by Professor Smith;
it carried unanimously. .

Ms. Wortman presented two properties for nomination to the State Register
to the board., First considered was the Vermillion Depot, Marshall county.
Mrs. Trauer moved not to accept the nomination due to the fact the buiiding
had been moved. The motion was seconded by Richard Koerth and the board -disapproved
the nomination,

The Bethel A, M, E. Church in Leavenworth county was disapproved for State
Register 11sting due to the number of alterations made to the building., Motion
was made for disapproval by Professor Sageser and seconded by Professor Smith,

Consideration of the next meeting date was influenced by the fact that
the terms of the appointive members would expire September 12, 1980, Ms. Wortman
suggested that the board have a meeting by telephone conference call to consider
properties for National Register nomination that had been previously approved
by the board but not sent to Washington prior to the new notification procedures
required by the Department of the Interior,

Mr. Pankratz said during the week of September 8 thru 12th, a conference
call would be scheduled, A metion was made by Mr. Engstrom to accept these dates
for meeting by telephone and seconded by Professor Smith. A1l agreed. The
meeting adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

mav/




Kansas Historic Site Board of Review
June 27, 1980

Correction to minutes previously circulated. (Page 3, Sixth Paragraph)

The Bethel A. M.E. Church in Leavenworth was not approved for State
Register 1isting due to the number of alterations made to the building.
Professor Sageser moved to:approve the nomination and Professor Smith
geg?nged it. The vote was 3=3 with one abstention; therefore the motion

ailed.




SURVEY AND PLANNING GRANT APPLICATION INFORMATION SHEET

PROJECT AMOUNT AMOUNT
Cawker City ‘Hesperian Museum Engineering Analysis $ 277.00
Cowley County Community College Plans and Specifications 16,312.00
Kansas State Historical Society Western Kansas Survey 5,928,00
Mo-Kan Regional Council Survey 10,500.00
City of Salina Survey 6,000.00
University of Kansas Stranger Creek Survey 28,375.00
Wichita State University City Archeologist 4,000,00

Staff recommendations:
If funding is at the expected low level five projects should receive a portion:
Cawker City Engineering Analysis, Mo-Kan Regional Council Survey,
City of Salina Survey, University of Kansas Stranger Creek Survey and
Kansas State Historical Society Western Kansas Survey.

;f}{unding is at a higher level the projects listed above should be funded in
utl,

If additional funds are received the Wichita State University project should
be funded.

The Cowley County Community College Plans and Specifications application:
should be transferred to Acquisition and Development Grant Funding,
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’?“i.i: T Greater than 50 per cent match -
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9, Energy eff1c1ent i
10. National Historic Landmark

,

2. Type of work to be performed, Mayimum 20 pts.

b ol
i

' ;\ ' - A greater nunber of points will be ass1gned to projects where

the proposed work 1s necessary for the continued preservation

of the property. As @ rule, projects seeking to perform

- stabilization work, or to correct structural problems will

R o . are
copd e o be glven precedence over projects which & interior restorations, .

or reconstructions, A11 work nust be in conformance with the

Secratary of the Interiors "Standards for Historic Preservat1on

}__:Projects“ to even be considered
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" The applicant's abilities, based on staff interview and {nspection,

to perform the paperwork for the grant, to;see that project

o work 1s performéd‘phopag?y'and in a timely manner, and to

otherwise effectively administer the project are evaluated,
Past preservation work pefformed by the app]idant and
. special qualifications the applicant might bring to the

prdjact_through profassional or other relevant work are
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Sensitivity of the app11cant to historic preservation methods:
and standardso . ' i’fax,m." 10 pts.

. The app?icant 8 undarstanding of the federal standards for

historic preservation work, commitment to bring1ng the project
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 ~with the HPD and HCRS 1n developing the project documents are

revaluated‘ Attendance at an historiapreservation grants workshop
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Pub1ic benefit. o A4“¥fvhﬂh10‘pts.
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\




’
7.

8o

-
[

, \ : i
represents an 1mportant contribut1on of authent1city.
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10 pts° Cash fn hand L
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0 pts. Fund raising to be held ' !

\-. Need. ‘\ . : . lMaY."m"W‘ to ()-i's -
, Each project is evaluated whether it could. be done or whether
it wou1d be substant1a11y stalled or abandoned {f the grant

was not to be awarded.




AGENDA
Kansas Historic Sites Board of Review

June 27, 1980 9:30 AM,

Approval of the minutes of the previous meeting

Report on results of the petroglyph survey

Evaluation and ranking of historic preservation fund grant applications

Update on preservation activities

a.

b.

C.

d.

review of status of current grant projects

discussion and suggestions on"Preservation Update,” Kansas
Preservation, and monthly historic preservation columns

courthouse project

others

Consideration of National Register nomination:

a.

Blackberry Site, 14LT323, Chetopa vicinity, Labette county

Consideration of state register nominations:

a.

b.

Bethel A. M. E. Church, Leavenworth county

Vermilion Depot, Vermilion, Marshall county

Discussion of National Register nomination process/problems

Consideration of next meeting date

Adjournment
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Kansas Historic Sites Board of Review
September 12, 1980

The Kansas Historic Sites Board of Review met by means of a telephone hook-up
at 1:30 p.m, on Friday, September 12, 1980. The meeting was called to order by
chairman Eric Engstrom {Wichita). Other members participating were Ralph Kiene (Kansas
City), A. Bower Sageser (Manhattan), Carlyle S, Smith (Lawrence), Nancy Trauer {Dodge
City), Dick Koerth (Topeka)} as designee for the director of the budget, and Dick
Pankratz (Topeka) as the designee for Joe Snell, Historic Preservation Department
staff members present in the office at Topeka were Julie Wortman and Dale Nimz.

The minutes of the board meeting of June 27, 1980, were unanimously approved on
a roll call vote following the motion of Ralph Kiene which was seconded by A. Bower
Sageser.

O0f the 15 properties on the agenda for consideration for National Register nomination,
14 had been previously approved by the review board for both National Register and state
register Tisting. The remaining nomination was an amendment for the Farmers and
Drovers Bank in Council Grove. Julie Wortman announced that the sponsors of the
nomination of the Immaculate Conception Church at Leoville had asked that it be
withdrawn. The board agreed to withdraw consideration of the church for National
Register nomination; however, its listing on the state register stands.

Professor Sageser moved that the previously approved properties, exc¢luding the
Immaculate Conception Church, again be approved for National Register 1isting. Nancy
Trauer seconded the motion which carried without dissent. The properties included
in that motion were as follows:

Ottawa Library, Ottawa, Franklin county

Grainfield Opera House, Grainfield, Gove county

Anderson Hall, Kansas State University, Manhattan, Riley county
I.0. Pickering House, Olathe, Johnson county

Woman's Club House, Manhattan, Riley county

Bartell House/Lamer Hotel, Junction City, Geary county
Grand Theater, Topeka, Shawnee county

St. Mary's Church, St. Benedict, Nemaha county

Koester Block, Marysville, Marshall county

Orpheum Theater & Office Building, Wichita, Sedgwick county
Prospect Park Farm, Chapman vicinity, Dickinson county

Belle Springs Creamery & Produce Building, Abilene, Dickinson county
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Judge Gates House, Kansas City, Wyandotte county

Approval of the amendment to the Farmers and Drovers Bank was moved by Eric
Engstrom, seconded by Ralph Kiene, and passed unanimously.

That concluded the business of the meeting. MNancy Trauer moved the adjournment
which was seconded by Professor Smith. The meeting thus adjourned at 1:45 p.m,

RP/maw
9-15-80
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Kansas Historic Sites Board of Review

December 10, 1980

The Kansas Historic Sites Board of Review convened at 9:00 a.m. in the
conference room of the Memorial Building. Members present were Curtis Besinger,
J. Eric Engstrom, James L. Forsythe, Richard Koerth, the designee of Edmund
Ahrens, Bob Richmond, the designee of Joseph Snell, Carlyle S. Smith and
Ellen May Stanley. Historic Preservation staff present were Dick Pankratz,
Mauddenna Woods, Julie Woriman, Martin Stein and Terry Marmet,

Richard Pankratz informed the board that Richard Koerth was the designee
for Edmunds Ahrens and Bob Richmond was the designee for Joseph Snell, Mr. Richmond
stated that he would have to leave the meeting at 10:00 a.m. and Richard
Pankraté would serve as the designee for Joseph Snell in his place until he
returned.

The first item of business was the election of a chairman and vice-chafirman,
Prof, Smith nominated Eric Engstrom to remain as chairman, the motion was seconded
by Prof. Besinger. Eric Engstrom made the motion to elect Ellen May Stanley
as vice-chairman, and the motion was seconded by Bob Richmond. Prof. Smith
moved that the motions be closed; this was seconded by Richard Koerth, and the
motion was accepted unanimously. The motions to elect Engstrom and Stanley were
then unanimously approved,

Eric Engstrom moved that the minutes of the previous meeting be approved; Prof.
Carlyle S. Smith seconded the motion, which carried.

Mr, Pankratz briefly explained two laws recently passed by congress, The
first law 1s the Historic Preservation Amendments Act of 1980, which will,
among other things, require the owner's consent before 1isting a private property
on the National Register.

The second item is the Tax Treatment Extension Act of 1980, This will extend
the tax incentives of the Tax Reform Act of 1976 to December, 1983, Mr. Pankratz
stated that the approval of the amendment to the internal improvements clause of the
state constitution has given the Preservation Department the authority to pass
money to private property owners,

Mr. Pankratz stated that an amendment is being requested to the state preservation
law to increase the appointive members of the review board to nine and to require
five professional disciplines, Also, the terms would be staggered and provide
for three terms of tenure.

Julie Wortman introduced Dave Johnson to present slides on Kansas courthouses.
She mentioned that the Department will be issuing a publication on Kansas courthouses,
and that grants are being sought for other activities and projects utilizing the
results of the courthouse survey. Dave Johnson then showed the slide presentation
on Kansas' historic courthouses.

Martin Stein spoke about the petroglyph survey which had been made, He said
that an iljustrated publication on petroglyphs in Kansas is now in draft form
and should be ready for distribution next year,
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Terry Marmet showed slides of three grant-in-aid projects; Brown Grand
Opera House, Concordia, where all grant project work has been completed except
for the installation of stage lighting equipment; old Dodge City Public Library,
Dodge City, where a terne roof presented some special problems, and the Parsons
Public Library, Parsons, where all structural repairs of the roof have been
completed and they are now awaiting clay tiles for the dome. A 1ist of the
current status of all active grant projects was distributed,

Julie Wortman spoke about the new system of logging requests for National
Register nomination. She said that 18 nominations are awaiting review, 20
nominations are in a state of inadequate documentation, seven nominations
have been: declared eligible for the National Register by the State Historic
Preservation Officer but the draft forms have not yet been prepared, and six
nominations have been declared eligible for state register 1isting but not yet
prepared. Julie said that Dale Nimz, who was hired on a temporary basis to
work on eliminating the backlog, would be leaving because his appointment expired
December 10, 1980,

Eric Engstrom asked whether HPD had heard anything regarding recent ‘
nominations that had been sent to the Keeper of the National Register. Ms, Wortman
said that all nominations recently submitted to the Keeper of the National
Register were apparently all right since no word to the contrary had been received.

The next item of business was the consideration of National Register nominations.
Julie Wortman briefly reviewed the proposed properties by reading the statement
of significance and showing slides of each property. The nominations approved
by the board to meet the Mational Register criteria were as follows:

Benedictine College North Campus Historic Complex, Atchison,

Departmental School, Junction City, Geary County

Platt House, Manhattan, Riley County

Union Pacific Depot, Topeka, Shawnee County

Woman's Club Building, Topeka, Shawnee County

Jayhawk Hotel and Theater, Topeka, Shawnee County

Oxford Mi1l, Oxford, Sumner County

The Elks Club Building, Topeka, Shawnee County, was approved for state register
Tisting but not for Tisting on the National Register.

The Board indicated it was not disapproving the Elks Club Building from ever
being considered eligible for the National Register, but that at this time the
building only met state register criteria. If the building should at some later
date more closely convey its original appearance, the board would reconsider
the possibility of recommending it for National Register Iisting.

Eric Engstrom made & motion to adjourn the meeting; it was seconded by Prof,
Smith and carried, The meeting adjourned at 11:50 a.m.
maw

Enclosure (nomination packet
FYTI)
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If disapproved, reasons were:




" date: S A~/ 0-FG0

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

Property: ,4/:2i?/£éftnﬂ( ﬁfﬁ?&iﬁ(;. ,4ﬁ%%%f;<a4(; Sgéé;,b?zg;e/é/ (34L<4J1A§;g

Motion by %M &éfc;ﬂ)z,w/g) to APPROV DISAPPROVE TABLE
7 /

Seconded by VQJZ/F J/n,«,‘z%/

VOTE
NAME YES NO ABSTAIN
oAt/

E. Ahrens /// T§§i¢¢¢mii# e

J. E. Engstrom o

J. Forsythe v’//

J. Sne114//;8jii§zjj? L

C. Smith v

E. M. Stanley v

C. Besinger p//

Disposition: CAPPROVED DISAPPROVED TABLED

If disapproved, reasons were:




\date:

[H~/0 -850

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

Property: Elbs Clul @Za//r/; @wé&/

Motion b N pr e to(APPROVE)  DISAPPROVE TABLE
otion by LZQA—C}/ s\

Seconded by ~;;%E£V£s%;;if2£f,/

VOTE
NAME YES MO ABSTAIN
T/

E. Ahreni///28£:f21;1 v

J. E. Engstrom v

J. Forsythe v

3. Snell /gakrluatin v

C. Smith v

E. M, Stanley v

C. Besinger y//

Disposition: \ DISAPPROVED TABLED

IT disapproved, reasons werefjé/éﬁﬁdg%fg :?/;Q/;) \ Al /ff%32¢;@zzz;)
A _Afld Lo




" date: /=70 ~ 50

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

Property: %;z/xm% Aatel * QVZJAZLM) ’ &Z;o/&é@

Motion by & a%@ﬂjgm tofPPROVE™  DISAPPROVE TABLE

Seconded by %52%34 t&éﬁg4?%y@£/

VOTE

NAME YES NO ABSTAIN

E. Ahreni//ﬁﬁi;:jifi—

Jd. E. Engstrom

J. Forsythe

NENEAN

J. Sne11Z/f§i5132224/’§2t$ﬁkaqg_

C. Smith

C. Besinger

l/
E. M. Stanley v
v’

Disposition: APPROVED DISAPPROVED TABLED

If disapproved, reasons were:




date: Ll = /0 =80

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

\Tire oo

t

Property: %ﬂ/aﬁ Y K%{,ﬂ ﬁﬂé}é;

Motion by Jz,(?)/ %MJL@M,{) to(APPROVEY  DISAPPROVE TABLE
Seconded by 5 %‘7., ,JZZQ%%#
VOTE
NAME YES NO ABSTAIN
PRy I
E. Ahrens fg,u,_?w e
J. E. Engstrom v
J. Forsythe v
Ty s A2 ‘ il
J. Snen/ ﬁfﬁg‘.;ﬂ_,/féfiwﬁ v~
C. Smith v
E. M. Stanley /
C. Besinger v
Disposition: PPROVED. DISAPPROVED TABLED

If disapproved, reasons were:




date;

LR =0 80

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

Property: (Zidiﬁ§¢4;rz/ gfigiiéngAi/ _44(:%;a4¢4ﬁ; &;zgé;aezééa,,

Motion by ﬂ"}/ %&M'@ﬂu toCAPPROVE > DISAPPROVE TABLE

Seconded by & fra ngz%féw;q/

7
VOTE

NAME YES NO ABSTAIN
E. Ahreng// ﬁ%ﬁ:j;ﬂfag, v’

J. E. Engstrom v N
J. Forsythe v

J, Snei]z/’ﬁigzi::fzzi~ ?%ﬁféia%?ﬁ vl

A =

C. Smith v

E. M. Stanley v

C. Besinger V//

Disposition: APPROVED DISAPPROVED TABLED

If disapproved, reasons were:




date:_ /2 - /0-5D

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

Property: 7%,2%, %/AMJ/ ‘//:(7@/?/7&252‘&4(); 7!\%;};\ @twdg/

Motion by E?é;%,igf (?Z x{ﬂi%%g}fZQ/ to (APPROVE DISAPPROVE TABLE

Seconded by %75 Miontdors /. & &/&@w/
/ 4 /

VOTE

NAME

YES

NO

ABSTAIN

gt s
E. Ahrens///’fi§§j¢¢;kﬂaa~

J. E. Engstrom

J. Forsythe

2. snell/ TEpfippind

C. Smith

E. M. Stanley

NN NN NN

C. Besinger

~

Disposition: QEPPROVED >

If disapproved, reasons were:

DISAPPROVED

TABLED




date:

Lo/ =50

REVIEW BOARD TALLY SHEET

Property: /Qp/m/f ,2(/;15/27%,6 / /&/M/ dzﬂ(,ém) / /
6L4§/ wa#%A/lZE/\

Motion hy ﬁzé;;,ngﬂ EZELJaL(;fé?jVQJ to(APPROVE )  DISAPPROVE TABLE
Seconded by ‘_p/a—/ J/ /Q’AZ_/

VOTE
NAME YES NO ABSTAIN
£. Ahrens// ’gziiji;iig, v
J. E. Engstrom -
J. Forsythe v
J. SneTl// Ag£df;”ﬁﬁ v
C. Smith v
E. M. Stanley v
C. Besinger

/

Disposition: PROVE DISAPPROVED TABLED

If disapproved, reasons were:




