
CITY OF LA GRANDE 
Landmarks Commission Regular Session 

 
Thursday, August 10, 2023 

 6:00 p.m. 
The meeting is available for viewing on Facebook Live at the following link: 
 https://www.facebook.com/LaGrandeCityManager  
 

AGENDA 
 
a. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

 
2. AGENDA APPROVAL 

Chairperson asks if there are any additions or changes to the Agenda 
(NO MOTION NEEDED) 
 

3. CONSENT AGENDA 
a.  Consider:  Approving Minutes of the June 8, 2023 meeting. 
 

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
Individuals who wish to comment on any item printed on this Agenda may do so during the time that item is under discussion.  
Individuals who wish to speak about non-Agenda items may do so during this portion of the Agenda.  Please print your name and 
address on the Public Comments Sign-in Sheet, located on the podium.  When addressing the Commission, speak loudly and clearly and 
state your name.  Persons interested in providing virtual public comments shall contact City Staff at mboquist@cityoflagrande.org or by 
calling 541-962-1307 no later than 5:00pm the day prior to meeting to make arrangements. In the event the Chairperson does not 
announce a time limit for comments, each speaker is asked to confine their comments to three minutes in length, whether the comments 
are in-person or virtual.  

 
5. NEW BUSINESS 

 
6. PUBLIC HEARING 

a. Consideration of Historical Appropriateness 
File Number: 04-HLA-23 
Applicant:  Jay & Kristin Wilson 

 
7. OLD BUSINESS  

 
8. CITY PLANNER COMMENTS 

 
9. COMMISSION COMMENTS 
 
  

____________________________________ 
Kendra VanCleave 
Landmarks Secretary 
 

All meetings of the La Grande Landmarks Commission are accessible to persons with disabilities.  A request for an 
interpreter for the hearing impaired, or for other accommodations for persons with disabilities should be made five 

days before the scheduled meeting by calling (541) 962-1307. 

https://www.facebook.com/LaGrandeCityManager
mailto:mboquist@cityoflagrande.org




CITY OF LA GRANDE 
Landmarks Commission Meeting 

 
Regular Session 

Thursday, June 8, 2023 

La Grande City Hall 
1000 Adams Avenue 

 
MINUTES 

 
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: 
Cassie Hibbert 
Katie Boula 
Rod Muilenburg 
Tracey Hanshew 
 
STAFF PRESENT: 
Mike Boquist, City Planner 
Kendra VanCleave, Planning Tech I 
 
CITIZENS PRESENT 
Brian Hjelte, Waterleaf Architecture 
John Garlitz, EOU Director of Facilites 
Anna Wilcox, Waterleaf Architecture 
Peter Meijer, Peter Meijer Architects  
Skyla Levitt 
Jessica Schmitt 

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT EXCUSED: 
 
 
DISCUSSION/DISPOSITION 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
 
 

HIBBERT called this Regular Session of the 
Commission to order at 6:02 p.m., and asked for Roll 
Call; a quorum was determined to be present. 

AGENDA APPROVAL 
 

No changes. The Agenda was approved as presented. 

CONSENT AGENDA 
a. Consider Minutes from February 9, 

meeting. 
 
 
 
 
 

HANSHEW introduced the following Motion, with 
BOULA providing the Second.   
 
MOTION:  The Minutes of the February 9, 2023 meeting 
be approved as presented. 
 
USC:  Unanimous 
 

NEW BUSINESS 
  a. Consideration of Historical 
      Appropriateness 
     1 University Blvd, 03-HLA-23 
     Eastern Oregon University 
 
 

HIBBERT asked for Commissioner declarations or 
challenges.  There were no declarations or challenges. 
 
BOQUIST opened with the application requesting a 
determination of historic appropriateness for the Eastern 
Oregon University, Inlow Hall project.  
 
BOQUIST continued the project is proposing several 
renovations and/or improvements and turned it over to 
the applicant’s presentation. 
 
HIBBERT asked for the applicant’s presentation. 
 
HJELTE gave the presentation for the project. The 
scope of work will include a full roof replacement, 
chimney removal, inserting windows in the North 
elevation concrete archways, replacing all windows, 
updates to first floor entries and heating elements, 
reconfigure second floor, refinish the north and south 
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elevation primary entrance doors, repair Juliet balconies 
and limited below grade work for landscaping.  An 
Inadvertent Discovery Plan will be in place in the event 
archaeological items are uncovered.  
 

ROOF 
 
The clay terra cotta tile roof of Inlow Hall is past its useful 
life.  The roofing tile will be replaced in -kind with the 
same product produced by the same manufacturer and 
match the historic design, color, texture, and material.  
The flat, composite, sections of roof that are not visible 
from ground level will also be replaced in-kind.  
 

CHIMNEY 
 

The chimney has been modified since initial construction 
and is therefore not a character defining feature of Inlow 
Hall. It has not been used for a couple of decades and 
capped.  The chimney is to be removed and new roof 
tile will be added in its place.  
 

WINDOWS 
 

The proposed windows for the central pavilion’s north 
elevation will be located in the existing recesses on the 
second floor and will be similar to those on the second 
floor of the south elevation. The proposed windows at 
the north elevation will be larger in order to 
accommodate the offset floorplates from the auditorium 
infill.  The windows will be contemporary enough to not 
create a false sense of history while remaining 
compatible with the buildings existing features. 
 
A majority of the window sashes have been replaced 
with an inaccurate and smaller replacement that have 
been retrofitted to the existing wood frames, there are 
no longer counterweights in the double hung units, vinyl 
balances have been added since original construction, 
the addition of window air conditioning units with exterior 
support brackets are affected the energy efficiency of 
the windows and building and windows are either 
showing signs of deterioration or are not original.  
Original windows that have been replaced include on the 
second floor of the central pavilion and the now louvered 
windows on the basement level.  Resulting in at least 
sixteen replaced windows on the central pavilion section 
and basement level.  The current windows could be a 
source of water and air intrusion affecting the energy 
efficiency of the building.  These reasons have prompted 
a complete replacement of all windows with aluminum.  
The aluminum windows will match in design, color, style 
and profile with the historic windows.  On the west 
elevation, a non-historic entrance door and exterior 
access stair into the basement mechanical room will be 
removed to facilitate the install of new mechanical 
equipment. Windows that match the original 



CITY OF LA GRANDE 
Landmarks Commission Meeting 
Regular Session 
June 8, 2023 
Page 3 
 

configuration of the openings as well as the remaining 
east and west elevation basement level windows wells 
throughout the building will be constructed.  By removing 
the non-historic access door and stairwell, the west 
elevation of Inlow Hall will reflect how it was originally 
built.  Forensic esearch was completed to determine the 
original paint color of the historic windows.  The color of 
all updated windows will match the historic color.  
 

EXTERIOR COATINGS AND CAST STONE 
ELEMENTS 

 
Originally, Inlow Hall’s cast stone matched in color to 
that of the Grand Staircase.  Forensic esearch was 
completed to determine what kind and how many 
layers of coatings were applied to the cast stone and 
how to best remove them from the building.  Any cast 
stone repairs will match in color to that of the historic.  
Any concrete repairs will be painted to match the 
existing lighter coating.   Inlow Hall will first be cleaned 
using low pressure hot water.  Mock-up paint removal 
methods using chemical strippers will be performed to 
determine the most effective method with no damage 
to either the building or environment.   
 
 

JULIET BALCONIES 
Architectural details where the coatings may be 
removed to present Inlow Hall as it was historically will 
show the rosy pink hue of the cast stone.  The Juliet 
balconies oh the second floor of the north and south 
elevations will be repaired with the above 
determinations in mind.  
 

FIRST FLOOR AND SECOND FLOOR 
 

On the first floor, the wood doors at the south and north 
entries will be retained and refinished.  The heating 
elements in the lobby and stairwells will be replaced.  
Historic materials that will remain include the wood 
paneling, flooring and decorative plasterwork located in 
the lobby and stairwells.  The interior of the second 
floor of Inlow Hall lacks character defining features.  
The proposed scope of work for the second floor is 
limited to reconfiguring office spaces and updating 
finishes accordingly.  
 
HJELTE continued lastly there will be limited below 
grade work related to landscaping directly adjacent to 
the building.  
 
There was no testimony in favor, neutral or opposition. 
 
BOQUIST commented the Fire Chief called and asked 
as part of the construction how much of the parking lot 
and property will be closed off.  GARLITZ responded 
the upper parking lot is closed off and the whole 
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There being no further business to come before this Regular Session of the Commission, BOQUIST adjourned the 
meeting at 7:15p.m.  The Commission is scheduled to meet again in Regular Session, Thursday, July 13, 2023, at 
6:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 1000 Adams Avenue, La Grande, Oregon. 
ATTEST:     APPROVED: 

__________________________   ____________________________ 

Kendra VanCleave, Department Secretary Chairperson   

DATE APPROVED: ___________: 

building as of July 1st the contractor will have the 
building.  
 
HIBBERT asked about the windows on the East and 
West wings the original design had double hung and 
the window schedule proposed a fixed upper and 
awning lower.  MEIJER responded that it is the 
operation of it and the appearance to look like double 
hung.  The manufacturer doesn’t make a true operating 
double of that window size.  WILCOX added the double 
hung function isn’t manufactured anymore for this size.  
The top half is fixed and bottom is an awning and the 
bottom jets out a little bit.  The operation of the awning 
is much simpler.  MEIJER commented new windows 
for commercial properties are not made the way they 
used to make them. 
 
HANSHEW introduced the following Motion with BOULA 
providing a Second.  
 
MOTION:  I move that the Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions set forth in the Staff Report be amended 
and that the Project be deemed historically appropriate 
and approved. 
 
USC:  Unanimous 
 

STAFF COMMENTS: BOQUIST commented that the Call For Projects joint 
work session is July 10th.  Some of the projects, if 
awarded, may came before the Commission at some 
point. 
 

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS: 
 

BOULA commented rather than apply for the National 
Trust Grant since time constraints, maybe apply for the 
Wildhorse grant.   





Agenda Item _6.a___ 
Office Use Only 

CITY of LA GRANDE 
 

LANDMARKS COMMISSION ACTION FORM 
 

Commission Meeting Date:  August 10, 2023 
 
PRESENTER: Michael J. Boquist, Community Development Director 
 
COMMISSION ACTION: CONSIDERATION OF NE HI ENTERPRISES BUILDING IMPROVEMENT 

PROJECT 
 

1. CHAIR: Request Commissioner declarations and challenges. 
 
2. CHAIR: Request Staff Report 
 
3. CHAIR: Invite Public Testimony from the Applicant, then those in Favor, in 

Opposition, Neutral to the proposed Application, and then Rebuttal by Applicant  
 
4. CHAIR: Entertain Motion 
 

SUGGESTED MOTION:  I move that the Findings of Fact and Conclusions set 
forth in the Staff Report be amended and that the Project (be / not be) deemed 
historically appropriate and (approved / conditionally approved / denied). 
• (Identify Conditions of Approval required, if any.) 
 

5. CHAIR: Invite Further Commission Discussion 
 
6. CHAIR:  Ask for the Vote. 

 
********************************************************************************************************************************* 
EXPLANATION:  See attached Landmarks Commission Decision Order, which includes a description of the 
project and the applicable Land Development Code Standards.  The applicant is requesting a determination of 
Historic Appropriateness for removal and replacement of storefront windows, transoms, garage door and other 
supporting elements. 
 
 
If all applicable standards are met, the Commission should approve the request.  If any standards are not met, the 
Commission may impose conditions of approval to satisfy the requirement, then conditionally approve the 
application; or, deny the application if the standard cannot be satisfied with any reasonable conditions of approval. 
 
 
Upon issuing a decision, the Decision Order will be modified as needed to reflect and support the Commission’s 
decision. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
********************************************************************************************************************************* 
COMMISSION ACTION  (Office Use Only) 

 Motion Passed   Motion Failed 
 Action Tabled: __________________ 

Vote: _________________________ 
Recessed: ________________________ 
s:\community development\landmarks\landmarks commission\2023\8-10-23\04-hla-23 
nehi enterprises caf.docx 





 
 
 
 
 

BEFORE THE CITY OF LA GRANDE  
LANDMARKS COMMISSION 

       
 

 

 

LAND USE APPLICATION(S): Historic Landmarks Review, File Number 04-HLA-23 
  
APPLICANT(S): Ne Hi Enterprises, (Owner: Jay and Kristin Wilson. 
SITE LOCATION: 1426 Jefferson Avenue, T3S, R38E, Section 05CC, Tax Lot 3400 

 1 

ORDER OF __________ 2 

 3 

I.  NATURE OF APPLICATION 4 

The applicant is requesting a determination of Historic Appropriateness for a façade improvement project that 5 
includes the following: 6 

1. Jefferson Avenue frontage – Remove entire storefront section that includes an existing roll-up garage 7 
door, picture window and transoms; and, replace entire storefront with a larger garage door. 8 

2. Greenwood Street frontage – Remove and replace storefront picture windows;  9 
3. Greenwood Street frontage – Remove and replace storefront transom windows with awning windows; 10 
4. Greenwood Street frontage – Remove existing storefront door (non-recessed) and reconstruct 11 

storefront with bulkhead and windows to match other existing areas. 12 
 13 
 14 

 15 
 16 
 17 

II.  PUBLIC HEARING 18 

A public hearing will be held on the above application before the City of Landmarks Commission on 19 
August 10, 2023.  The application, staff report and all testimony submitted is part of the record. 20 

 21 
  22 
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III.  FINDINGS OF FACT 23 

A. GENERAL FACTS 24 

1. The subject building is identified as Site #20 in the National Register of Historic Places. 25 

2. The subject building is classified Historic Contributing. 26 

 27 
 28 

3. A Contributing Resource is defined as a building in the District which was constructed between 1891 29 
to 1948, which still has most of the essential qualities, materials, and features from this time period, 30 
and which was formally recognized by the National Register as a historic contributing resource to the 31 
District. 32 

4. When determining which Historic District standards are applicable to a project, the criteria used are 33 
reflected in table below.  The first step is to determine the buildings historic classification, followed by 34 
the location and visibility of the proposed work.  In this case, the building is “Historic Contributing” and 35 
the proposed work is “visible from the street.” 36 

5. Based on the building classification and location of work, this project is subject to Standards A and C 37 
of the La Grande Commercial Historic District Design Standards (City Council Resolution 4825, Series 38 
2022) 39 

 40 
 41 

  42 
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6. The following site description is provided in the National Register of Historic Places for this property: 43 

 44 
• Historic Name:  Bunting Tractor 45 
• Year Built:  1925 46 
• Style:  Vernacular 47 
• Alterations: Minor 48 
 49 
Site Description:  This vernacular, one-story concrete commercial building (110 ft. by 120 ft.) has 50 
brick veneer facades and a raised, stepped parapet fronting Greenwood Street and Jefferson 51 
Avenue.  A concrete stringcourse caps the multi-pane storefront transom windows that are 52 
separated by concrete and brick pilasters.  The bulkhead is covered with stucco.  Some of the 53 
storefronts have been altered by enclosing the openings with brick or wood siding.  The building 54 
was rehabilitated in 1991-1992. 55 

 56 
 57 

B. STANDARD ‘A’ – EXISTING BUILDINGS 58 

A.1 STOREFRONT REHABILITATION 59 
PRESERVE, RESTORE, OR RECONSTRUCT MISSING PRIMARY FEATURES OF A 60 
HISTORIC STOREFRONT.  STRENGTHEN THE HISTORIC PATTERN AND PROPORTION 61 
OF STOREFRONT BAYS. 62 
The following can help achieve this standard:  63 

a. Replace missing pilasters between storefronts, missing solid bulkhead areas beneath storefront 64 
display windows, and/or missing transom windows by using historic evidence such as drawings or 65 
photographs, where possible 66 

b. Keep the traditional storefront opening(s) intact, with clear glass display windows and entry doors. 67 
Do not fill storefront openings with solid wall areas (except below the display windows in the 68 
bulkhead area).  69 

c. Preserve and restore the primary features and materials of a historic storefront. If historic 70 
storefronts are missing, base the design and materials of the new storefront on the historic system 71 
as much as possible. Use materials such as painted (not anodized) metal or wood. 72 

d. A proposal to replace an existing historic storefront system must be accompanied by photographic 73 
evidence that the system cannot reasonably be repaired.  74 

e. Do not remove or block off transom windows, although insertion of translucent, opaque, or tinted 75 
glass or in some cases louver panels are appropriate if the original transom window divisions are 76 
maintained in the new materials. 77 

f. If the original transom glass is missing, use new glass. In some cases where original transoms are 78 
uncovered, but clear glazing is not yet feasible due to a dropped ceiling or other situation, solid 79 
transom panels within frames may be allowed if the solid panels can be replaced by glass in the 80 
frame at some future point.  81 

g. Retain or restore the operability of any original transoms as a natural climate control feature.  82 
h. Design new storefront entry doors, if new entries are proposed, to include large glass areas. Use 83 

wood and glass, or painted metal and glass doors, as appropriate to the building and the existing 84 
storefront system.  85 

i. If a building did not originally have ground floor storefronts or windows, new openings that fit the 86 
style and original use of the building may still be appropriate if it allows the building to have a new 87 
use. Retain and respect original features and align new features with original features. 88 

 89 
STAFF COMMENTS: 90 
The first part of this standard is to “Preserve” primary features of a historic storefront.  In this case, along the 91 
Greenwood Street frontage, the project includes the removal and replacement of the large historic storefront 92 
windows with a set of new divided windows; and replacing all historic transom windows with new transoms 93 
to match the proposed new storefront windows.  The project also includes removing one doorway which may 94 
or may not be historic and expanding the storefront windows and bulkhead to replace the doorway.  The 95 
Commission may want to consider how this replace is consistent with the standard to “Preserve” historic 96 
features. 97 
 98 
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Along the Jefferson Avenue frontage, the project includes the removal of an existing roll-up garage door 99 
which does not appear historic, and a small storefront (bulkhead, storefront window and transoms) that exists 100 
within the same bay.  It is not known whether this small storefront is historic.  The existing improvements with 101 
this bay will be replaced with a new and larger roll-up garage door.  The Commission may want to consider 102 
which elements within this bay may be historic features and whether they should be preserved vs. replaced. 103 
 104 
The application includes pictures of deteriorating façade elements (stucco, trim, paint, other). The application 105 
does not discuss repairing and restoring these elements.  The Commission may want to discuss this with the 106 
applicant, although these may be considered maintenance improvements that are not subject to landmarks 107 
approval, but guidance could be provided by the Commission if necessary. 108 
 109 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION FINDING:   110 
This section is a placeholder and will be filled in as part of the public hearing to support the 111 
Landmarks Commission’s final decision. 112 
 113 

A.3 BUILDING FAÇADE MAINTENANCE AND REHABILITATION 114 
WHEN DESIGNING ALTERATIONS, RESPECT THE ORIGINAL STYLE AND DESIGN OF THE 115 
BUILDING, AND RETAIN ORIGINAL FEATURES AND MATERIALS. 116 
The following can help achieve this standard:  117 

a. Preserve and maintain original historic architectural elements and materials. 118 
b. Especially at street-facing façades, ensure that new or added architectural elements or materials 119 

are highly similar to or “in kind” with related elements of the historic building and of contributing 120 
buildings in the immediate surrounding area.  121 

c. Design the materials and shifts in plane (as, for instance, the plane of window glazing relative to 122 
the plane of the exterior wall) of façade alterations to be visually matching the traditional or 123 
existing architectural detail of the historic building.  124 

d. Keep proposed contemporary or modern-looking new additions, such as a sign or a light fixture, at 125 
a scale that does not overwhelm the existing resource.  126 

e. For historic non-contributing buildings, modest alterations that match or are in keeping with the 127 
later changes to the building may be appropriate if the building does not lose any further historic 128 
features or materials. 129 

f. Make sure new architectural elements at the exterior of the building do not unintentionally 130 
introduce stylistic elements from other architectural styles. See “STYLES” and “Additional 131 
Resources” in the Appendix for more information.  132 

 133 
STAFF COMMENTS: 134 
Other than the removal and replacement of the historic windows and transom, there does not appear to be 135 
any proposed alterations that affect historic structural elements (e.g. brick).  If the Commission supports the 136 
proposed replacement elements, the new improvements should be “visually matching the traditional or 137 
existing architectural detail of the historic building.” (see guidance item c above). 138 
 139 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION FINDING:   140 
This section is a placeholder and will be filled in as part of the public hearing to support the 141 
Landmarks Commission’s final decision. 142 
 143 

A.2 NEW ADDITIONS 144 

A.4 ACCESSIBILITY 145 

A.5 DISASTER AND SAFETY PLANNING 146 

C.6 RELOCATION OR DEMOLITION 147 

 148 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION FINDING:   149 
Not Applicable. 150 
 151 
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 152 

C. STANDARD ‘C’ – WORK VISIBLE FROM THE STREET 153 

C.1 MATERIALS 154 
REFLECT EXISTING HISTORIC MATERIALS AND FINISHES IN THE DISTRICT WHEN SELECTING 155 
NEW OR REPLACEMENT MATERIALS, AND MAINTAIN EXISTING MATERIALS SUCH AS BRICK, 156 
WOOD, AND METAL. 157 

The following can help achieve this standard:    158 
a. Retain and preserve primary materials, features, and surfaces that contribute to the historic 159 

character of a building or the overall District, such as brick, stone, granite, limestone, slate, 160 
concrete, concrete block, terra cotta, clay tile, painted steel or aluminum, and concrete stucco. 161 
Where possible, retain historic secondary materials as well, for example in exposed 162 
foundations and at copings and other details. 163 

b. Clean masonry surfaces using the gentlest effective method when necessary to stop 164 
deterioration or to remove heavy soiling. 165 

c. Use low pressure washing with detergents and scrub with natural bristle brushes. The use of 166 
destructive stripping or cleaning methods, such as sandblasting, power washing, high‐167 
pressure water blasting, or any other abrasive method that causes deterioration (i.e. chipping, 168 
eroding, or wearing away) or changes the color of the masonry or the mortar is prohibited. 169 
Consult Technical Preservation Services Brief 1: Assessing Cleaning and Water-Repellent 170 
Treatments for Historic Masonry Buildings. 171 

d. Repair masonry features, surfaces, and details using appropriate repair methods including re-172 
pointing, consolidating, piecing in, and patching. Do not cover historic exterior materials with a 173 
new applied material, unless temporarily necessary to stabilize damaged areas or prevent 174 
further damage. New masonry surfaces in new construction may be painted or sealed. 175 

e. It is not appropriate to paint, seal, or coat historic masonry surfaces that were not previously 176 
painted, sealed, or coated as this can trap moisture and degrade the masonry. Repoint 177 
deteriorated mortar joints matching the original mortar in strength, composition, color, and 178 
texture; generally do not use Portland Cement as it does not allow for expansion and 179 
contraction. Consult Technical Preservation Services Brief 2: Repointing Mortar Joints in 180 
Historic Masonry Buildings. 181 

f. Replace missing features on contributing buildings with materials in keeping with the 182 
building’s original materials. Substitute contemporary, but visually matching materials for the 183 
original only if it is not feasible to replace in kind. 184 

g. In new additions or new construction, consider designs that include brick patterning, 185 
corbelling, insets and projections, or other traditional decorative brickwork details, especially 186 
those that provide a change in plane. Brick size and texture, joint width, and other small-scale 187 
design features can provide a sense of continuity with the craftsmanship and texture of 188 
contributing buildings. 189 

h. In new additions or new construction, use durable and repairable contemporary materials as 190 
secondary accents in combination with traditional primary wall materials such as masonry or 191 
concrete stucco. 192 

i. Finish new materials in a similar way to contributing buildings with the same material; wood is 193 
painted, metal is powder-coated or painted in a non-metallic finish, concrete stucco is finished 194 
smooth rather than a highly sanded or troweled finish, and glass is clear or translucent. 195 
 196 

Prohibited Materials or finishes: Many modern materials are reasonable substitutes for historic 197 
materials and may be good options within the La Grande Commercial Historic District. However, several 198 
materials are prohibited and are discussed below. 199 

1. EIFS (Exterior Insulation and Finish System) 200 
2. Elastomeric paints 201 
3. Vinyl windows (or siding) 202 
4. Unpainted “rustic” barn wood 203 

https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/2-repoint-mortar-joints.htm
https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/2-repoint-mortar-joints.htm
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5. Dark tinted or mirrored glass (Light low-e glass coatings as well as standard green or blue 204 

tinted glass are generally acceptable, but ground floor window glazing in particular must allow 205 
visibility through the glass). 206 

6. Fiber cement siding such as Hardie siding or Hardie board with “fake grain” 207 
7. Shiny metallic finishes such as anodized aluminum storefronts, chrome, polished 208 

stainless steel, or metallic-look paints. Aluminum storefront systems are allowed if they are 209 
painted. 210 

 211 
STAFF COMMENTS: 212 
No comments. 213 
 214 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION FINDING:   215 
This section is a placeholder and will be filled in as part of the public hearing to support the 216 
Landmarks Commission’s final decision. 217 

 218 

C.2 WINDOWS 219 

PRESERVE, REPAIR, AND RETROFIT EXISTING WOOD OR METAL WINDOWS TO 220 
IMPROVE ENERGY EFFICIENCY.  USE DURABLE MATERIALS AND VISUALLY MATCHING 221 
FINISHES, PROFILES, AND DEPTHS FOR ANY NEW WINDOWS. 222 
The following can help achieve this standard:  223 

a. Maintain original windows in their original openings. Regularly inspect, repair, re-caulk, and re-224 
paint historic windows to prevent deterioration.  225 

b. Weather-strip and caulk older windows and consider the installation of storm windows (preferably 226 
at interior) to improve thermal performance of older windows. 227 

c. A proposal to replace existing historic windows (windows constructed before 1948), whether on a 228 
historic contributing or historic non-contributing building, must be accompanied by photographic 229 
evidence that the windows cannot reasonably be repaired. 230 

d. If new or replacement windows are proposed, ensure that the new windows match the size of the 231 
existing (historic) opening, without infill panels. Specify new windows that match the historic 232 
windows in their configuration, operation, profiles, dimensions, and finish. 233 

e. Specify traditional, paintable, and repairable materials such as painted wood or metal for new 234 
windows. Use clear or very lightly tinted glass and avoid the use of simulated divided lights unless 235 
an exterior dimensional grid is applied to visually match historic multi-pane window divisions in the 236 
building. 237 

f. Prioritize solutions that match the original material of historic windows in a building, but new 238 
windows using alternative materials may be appropriate in some locations if they can convincingly 239 
replicate the appearance of the historic windows. 240 

 241 
STAFF COMMENTS: 242 
As discussed above, this project proposes to replace the storefront and transom windows vs. preserve and 243 
repair.  The Commission should discuss how this project conforms to this standard. 244 
 245 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION FINDING:   246 
This section is a placeholder and will be filled in as part of the public hearing to support the 247 
Landmarks Commission’s final decision. 248 

 249 

C.3 SIGNS 250 
C.4 FENCES/ACCESSOR STRUCTURES 251 

C.5 ROOF & ROOFTOP ELEMENTS 252 

 253 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION FINDING:   254 
Not Applicable. 255 
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 256 
 257 

IV.  CONCLUSIONS 258 

Based on the Findings of Fact above, the Landmarks Commission concludes that the project (meets/does not 259 
meet) the Historic District Standards as established by City Council Resolution 4825, Series 2022, as 260 
discussed in the Findings above. 261 

 262 

 263 

V.  ORDER AND CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 264 

Based on the Findings of Fact above, the Landmarks Commission concludes that the project (is/is not) 265 
historically appropriate and (approves, conditionally approves, denies) the project: 266 
 267 
 268 
 269 
 270 
 271 
 272 
 273 
 274 
s:\community development\landmarks\landmarks commission\2023\8-10-23\04-hla-23 nehi enterprises decision order.docx 275 
































































	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page



