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SUMMARY: 
The applicant is requesting the following:  

• Landmark designation.   
• Alteration Certificate to rehabilitate the exterior chimney. 
• A Preservation and Restoration Grant of up to $4,250.00. 

 
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND: 
Information from Bridget Bacon, Louisville Historical Museum 
 
For several decades, this was the home of Joseph (“Joe”) and Bertha Malcolm and  
was the location of Joe’s insurance business. Today, it is the residence of their grandson  
and his wife. 600 Pine is located in the Pleasant Hill Subdivision, which was platted in 1894. 
John A. Williams owned the property from 1904 until 1919 and was believed to have had the 
house constructed. There is evidence that Williams rented out the house to Royal Thompson, 
who was employed at the Louisville Milling & Elevator Co. (now known as the Louisville Grain 
Elevator), and his wife, Lulu Belle Thompson. 
 
In 1919, Joe Malcolm purchased the property. It is still owned by members of the Malcolm 
family, ninety-four years later. Joe grew up in Nebraska and served in the Spanish-American 
War around 1899-1900. At the time of his death in 1975, he was the last surviving Spanish-
American War veteran in Boulder County. Joe and his wife, Bertha, moved to Louisville in 1903, 
where Joe had a barber shop on Main Street.  
 
From about 1920 until 1955, Joe had an insurance business, which he ran out of his home at 
600 Pine. Joe was president of the Louisville School Board for twenty-one years and was active 
in other organizations as well, including the Louisville Lions Club and the Order of  
the Easter Star. Bertha is also remembered for all that she did for the Louisville community. She 
became very active in the Saturday Study Club, a women’s organization that  
brought culture to Louisville and managed the small library. Records indicate that she  
was also involved in the Pioneer Club, which overlapped in membership with the  
Saturday Study Club. Bertha died in 1966 at the age of 84, and Joe died in 1975 at the age of 
97.  
  
Joseph W. Malcolm, Jr., born in 1918, served in the Marine Corps for over thirty years. His 
obituary stated that he was a veteran of World War II, the Korean War, and the Vietnam War, 
specializing in tanks and amphibious tractors. He received the Legion of Merit and Bronze Star. 
Records indicate that he and his wife, Claire, made their home in Boulder.  
  
In 1978, following the deaths of his parents, the then-owner of 600 Pine, Joseph  
Malcolm, Jr., conveyed 600 Pine to his son, Joseph W. Malcolm III, and his wife, Victoria  
Malcolm. They are the current owners. 
 
ARCHITECTURAL INTEGRITY: 
The PaleoWest Historic Context, Stories in Places, lists 600 Pine as a Queen Anne-style 
structure, likely due to the gable facing Pine Street, which has scalloped-shaped shingles, Folk 
Victorian ornamentation, and bargeboard. The gable also creates a sense of asymmetrical 
massing from the Pine Street view. Its Queen Anne stylings are less ornate or apparent than 
other examples of Queen Anne in Louisville, such as 741 Lincoln Avenue or 1045 La Farge 

https://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/22206/636831728336330000


Avenue. The Historic Structure Assessment (HSA), which was completed on the property in 
2024, contains the following description: 
 

The property is cross-gabled with one gable-front facing Pine Street and the 
second gable-front facing the east yard. The home has been heavily modified 
over the years, with a one-story hip roof addition on the northeastern corner 
between the two gable ends, a pop-top half-story hip roof addition above the 
center of the home offset to the southwest, and an enclosed porch on the south 
elevation. 
 

The one-story addition was constructed prior to 1948, and the porch is believed to be enclosed 
between 1948 and 1958. There is also a second-story addition which was constructed in 1985. 
First-story windows appear to be original, and consist of double-hung, one-over-one wood 
windows with rope and pully counterbalances. Windows on the enclosed porch and second 
story are not original. 
 

 
Photo and floor plan of 600 Pine Street from the 1948 Assessor’s Card.  



 
 

 
Present-day images of the house at 600 Pine Street. 
 
HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE ANALYIS AND CRITERIA FOR LISTING AS LOCAL 
LANDMARK: 
In order to receive a City Landmark designation, landmarks must be at least 50 years old and 
meet one or more of the criteria for architectural, social or geographic/environmental 
significance as described in Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) Section 15.36.050(A).  



Staff analysis of the criteria is as follows: 

Sec. 15.36.050. - Criteria for Designation 

Criteria Meets 
Criteria? 

Evaluation 

A. Landmarks must be at least 50 years 
old and meet one or more of the 
criteria for architectural, social or 
geographic/environmental 
significance as described in this 
chapter.  

Yes 600 Pine St was constructed around 
1905, making it approximately 120 
years old.  
 

1. a. Architectural. 
1) Exemplifies specific elements 

of an architectural style or 
period. 

2) Example of the work of an 
architect or builder who is 
recognized for expertise 
nationally, statewide, regionally, 
or locally. 

3) Demonstrates superior 
craftsmanship or high artistic 
value. 

4) Represents an innovation in 
construction, materials or design. 

5) Style particularly associated with 
the Louisville area. 

6) Represents a built environment of 
a group of people in an era of 
history that is culturally significant 
to Louisville. 

7) Pattern or grouping of elements 
representing at least one of the 
above criteria. 

8) Significant historic remodel. 

Yes Architectural Significance - 
Exemplifies specific elements of an 
architectural style or period. 

• Queen Anne style is relatively 
rare in Louisville. 

• Style largely maintained in 
front/Pine Street portion of 
structure. 

• 1980s addition altered 
massing of original home. 

 

   



Criteria Meets 
Criteria? 

Evaluation 

1. b. Social. 
1) Site of historic event that had an 

effect upon society. 
2) Exemplifies cultural, political, 

economic or social heritage of 
the community. 

3) Association with a notable 
person or the work of a notable 
person. 

Yes Social Significance - Exemplifies 
cultural, political, economic or social 
heritage of the community. 

• Single-family ownership since 
1919, over 100 years. 

• Military service (Spanish-
American War, WWII, Korean 
War, Vietnam War). 

• Service economy/downtown 
businesses (barbershop, 
insurance). 

• Joe Malcolm advertisement 
shown on Rex Theatre 
curtain, on display at 
Louisville Historical Museum. 

• Women’s social clubs and 
community services. 

1. c. Geographic/environmental. 
1) Enhances sense of identity of 

the community. 
2) An established and familiar 

natural setting or visual feature 
that is culturally significant to the 
history of Louisville.  

Yes The historic location of the house 
helps to create a sense of 
neighborhood identity.   

3. All properties will be evaluated for 
physical integrity and shall meet one 
or more of the following criteria: 
a. Shows character, interest or 

value as part of the development, 
heritage or cultural characteristics 
of the community, region, state, 
or nation. 

b. Retains original design 
features, materials and/or 
character. 

c. Remains in its original location, 
has the same historic context 
after having been moved, or 
was moved more than 50 years 
ago. 

d. Has been accurately 
reconstructed or restored based 
on historic documentation.  

Yes 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Retains original design features, 
materials and/or character. 

• The first-story windows are 
original to the house. 

 
Remains in its original location, has 
the same historic context after having 
been moved, or was moved more than 
50 years ago. 

• The structure has not been 
moved. 

 
 



ALTERATION CERTIFICATE REQUEST: 
The applicant is also applying for an Alteration Certificate. Alteration Certificate requests are tied 
to Landmark and Grant requests to ensure the work proposed for grant funding would not affect 
a property’s historical integrity for landmarking. Alteration Certificates are not required for 
routine maintenance, such as painting, but are required for work that requires a building permit. 
The proposed work falls under this review purview, which should focus on how the proposed 
changes may or may not impact the property and its historic integrity. 
 
The proposed Alteration Certificate is to repair the existing chimney on the property. The 
proposal includes breaking down the chimney to the ground level and rebuilding the chimney to 
the same height using the same brick material as the original. 
 

 
Photo of the chimney’s location on the subject building. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
     Photos of the chimney in disrepair from the 2024 HSA. 
 
 
ALTERATION CERTIFICATE CRITERIA AND STANDARDS ANALYSIS: 
Sec. 15.36.120. - Criteria to review an Alteration Certificate. 
A.  The commission shall issue an Alteration Certificate for any proposed work on a 
designated historical site or district only if the proposed work would not detrimentally alter, 
destroy or adversely affect any architectural or landscape feature which contributes to its 
original historical designation. 
 
B.  The commission must find the proposed alteration to be visually compatible with 
designated historic structures located on the property in terms of design, finish, material, scale, 
mass and height. When the subject site is in an historic district, the commission must also find 
that the proposed alteration is visually compatible with characteristics that define the district. For 
the purposes of this chapter, the term "compatible" shall mean consistent with, harmonious with, 
or enhancing to the mixture of complementary architectural styles, either of the architecture of 
an individual structure or the character of the surrounding structures. 
 
C.  The commission will use the following criteria to determine compatibility: 

 

 

 



Criteria and Standards Met? Evaluation 

1.  The effect upon the general historical and 
architectural character of the structure and 
property. 

Yes 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The chimney has minimal impact on 
the architectural character of the 
overall structure and property given 
its size and location on the building.  
 

2.  The architectural style, arrangement, 
texture, and material used on the existing and 
proposed structures and their relation and 
compatibility with other structures. 

Yes 
  
 
 
 
 
 

The proposed chimney rebuild will 
be in the same style and use the 
same brick material as the original. 
 

3.  The size of the structure, its setbacks, its 
site, location, and the appropriateness thereof, 
when compared to existing structures and the 
site. 

Yes The rebuilt chimney will be the same 
height as the existing. 

4.  The compatibility of accessory structures 
and fences with the main structure on the site, 
and with other structures. 

N/A There are no new accessory 
structures or fences in this proposal. 

5.  The effects of the proposed work in 
creating, changing, destroying, or otherwise 
impacting the exterior architectural features of 
the structure upon which such work is done. 

Yes There is no anticipated impact on 
exterior features surrounding the 
chimney. 

6.  The condition of existing improvements 
and whether they are a hazard to public health 
and safety. 

Yes The existing conditions of the 
chimney could provide a hazard 
because it is currently not 
structurally sound.  

7.  The effects of the proposed work upon the 
protection, enhancement, perpetuation and use 
of the property. 

Yes The proposal will not impact the use 
of the property. 

8. a.  A property shall be used for its historic 
purpose or be placed in a new use that requires 
minimal change to the defining characteristics 
of the building and its site and environment. 

Yes 
 
 

The proposal does not affect the 
continued and historic residential 
use of the structure. 

8. b.  The historic character of a property shall 
be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic materials or alteration of features and 
spaces that characterize a property shall be 

Yes The chimney may be considered a 
element important to the character 
of the building and is proposed to be 
rehabilitated.  



Criteria and Standards Met? Evaluation 

avoided. 

8. c.  Each property shall be recognized as a 
physical record of its time, place and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of historical 
development, such as adding conjectural 
features or architectural elements from other 
buildings, shall not be undertaken. 

Yes 
 

 
 
 
 

 

The requests do not include 
conjectural features or other 
features that create a false sense of 
history. 
 

8. d.  Most properties change over time; those 
changes that have acquired historic 
significance in their own right shall be retained 
and preserved. 

N/A 
 
 

 

There are no architectural features 
on this property that have acquired 
historic significance in their own 
right. 

8. e.  Distinctive features, finishes and 
construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall 
be preserved. 

Yes 
 

No existing distinctive features are 
proposed to be removed.  

8. f.  Deteriorated historic features shall be 
repaired rather than replaced. When 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. 
In the replacement of missing features, every 
effort shall be made to substantiate the 
structure's historical features by documentary, 
physical, or pictorial evidence. 

Yes 
 
 
 
 
 

 

The chimney cannot be reasonably 
repaired in its current state. 
Materials used to rebuild the 
chimney will be the same as 
existing. 
 

8. g.  Chemical or physical treatments, such 
as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
materials shall not be used. The surface 
cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be 
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 

N/A Damaging techniques are not 
proposed for use on this project.  

8. h.  Significant archaeological resources 
affected by a project shall be protected and 
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, 
mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 

N/A Significant archeological resources 
have not been identified on this 
property.  

8. i.  New additions, exterior alterations or 
related new construction shall not destroy 
historic materials that characterize the property. 
The new work shall be differentiated from the 
old and shall be compatible with the massing, 
size, scale, and architectural features to protect 
the historic integrity of the property and its 

N/A 
 
 
 
 

 

There are no proposed additions or 
new construction on the property. 



Criteria and Standards Met? Evaluation 

environment.1 

8. j.  New additions and adjacent or related 
new construction shall be undertaken in such a 
manner that if removed in the future, the 
essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be 
unimpaired. 

N/A There are no proposed additions or 
new construction on the property. 

 
Staff find that the changes made will not result in a loss of the character of the historic building. 
Section 15.36.120 of the LMC gives the criteria for evaluating Alteration Certificates and based 
on the proposed design, staff finds that the proposed work does meet the standards.   
 
GRANT REQUEST: 
The applicant is requesting approval of a Preservation and Restoration Grant for rehabilitation 
work to reconstruct the existing chimney. The total estimated cost of the project is $8,500.00 
and the total requested grant amount is $4,250.00. This grant would be in addition to the $5,000 
signing bonus for landmarking the structure and the $4,000 grant for the Historic Structure 
Assessment previously approved for the property. 
 
A Historic Structure Assessment was previously done for the property, completed by Stewart 
Architecture and Planning in 2024 and paid for by the Historic Preservation Fund. The 
Assessment (Attachment 6) lists chimney repairs as a high priority item in the Preservation 
Plan.  
 

COST ESTIMATE OF PROPOSED WORK: $8,500.00 
REQUESTED PRES. & REST. GRANT AMOUNT: $4,250.00 
MATCHING PRES. & REST. GRANT MAXIMUM UNDER SECTION 8: $40,000.00 

 
Preservation and Restoration Grant: 
Under Resolution No. 17, Series 2019, residential applicants are eligible for a $5,000 
unmatched incentive grant as a Landmark bonus. Owners of a landmarked property will be 
eligible for this grant following the signing of the Landmark and grant agreements. The 
remaining $40,000 grant shall be conditioned based on the applicant matching one hundred 
percent of the amount for approved work. Approved work must fall under the categories of 
preservation, rehabilitation, and restoration. 
 

Preservation is the act or process of applying measures necessary to sustain the 
existing form, integrity, and materials of an historic property as they now exist. Approved 
work focuses upon the repair of exterior historic materials and features rather than 
extensive replacement and new construction. 
 
Rehabilitation is the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property 
through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features 
which convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values. Rehabilitation acknowledges 
the need to alter or add to a historic property to meet continuing or changing uses while 

 
 



retaining the property's historic character. The limited and sensitive upgrading of 
mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems and other code-required work to make 
properties functional is appropriate. 

 
Restoration is the act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and 
character of a property as it appeared at a particular period of time.  Approved work 
focuses on exterior work and includes the removal of features from other periods in its 
history and reconstruction of missing features from the restoration period.   

 
Staff reviewed the Preservation and Restoration Grant request by evaluating whether each 
request line item qualified for grant funding as either preservation, rehabilitation, or restoration. 
Findings are summarized in the following tables. 
 

Table 1. Summary of staff analysis of qualification of Preservation Grant requests 
under Reso. 17, Series 2019. 

Requests Analysis Requested 
under 

extraordinary 
circumstances? Description Amount 

Preservation, 
Restoration, or 
Rehabilitation? 

In HSA? 

Chimney repairs –  
Remove existing 

chimney and rebuild 
using similar bricks 

 

$8,500 Rehab. ✔  No 

Total Project Cost $8,500  
Total 

Recommended $4,250  

 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Approval of the grant request allows for matched grants of up to $4,250.00 plus a $5,000 
landmark incentive grant (unmatched). The unencumbered fund balance is estimated at over 
$3M and the average income of the Fund over the past two years is approximately $885,000, 
thus, staff finds there are adequate funds to support the request.    
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

• Approval of Resolution No. 4, Series 2025, recommending approval to City Council of a 
landmark at 600 Pine Street, to be named the Malcolm House. 

• Approval of Resolution No. 5, Series 2025, approving the Alteration Certificate. 
• Approval of Resolution No. 6, Series 2025, recommending approval to City Council of a 

Preservation and Restoration Grant of up to $4,250.00. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Resolution No. 4, Series 2025 (Landmark) 
2. Resolution No. 5, Series 2025 (Alteration Certificate) 
3. Resolution No. 6, Series 2025 (Grants) 
4. Application 
5. Social History Report 
6. Historic Structure Assessment  
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RESOLUTION NO. 4 
SERIES 2025 

 
A RESOLUTION MAKING FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE 

LANDMARK DESIGNATION FOR A HISTORICAL RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY 
LOCATED AT 600 PINE STREET. 

 
WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Louisville Historic Preservation 

Commission (HPC) an application requesting a landmark eligibility determination for a 
historical property located at 600 Pine Street, legally described as Lots 1-3, Block 12, 
Pleasant Hill, City of Louisville, State of Colorado; and 

 
WHEREAS, the HPC have reviewed the application and found it to be in compliance 

with Chapter 15.36 of the Louisville Municipal Code, including Section 15.36.050.A, 
establishing criteria for landmark designation; and 
 

WHEREAS, the HPC has held a properly noticed public hearing on the proposed 
landmark application; and 

 
WHEREAS, 600 Pine Street (the Malcolm House) has social significance because it 

exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, or social heritage of the community considering 
its association with various Louisville families and Louisville’s cultural heritage; and  

 
WHEREAS, the property has architectural significance because it has architectural 

integrity that is representative of the built environment in 1900s Louisville; and 
 
WHEREAS, the HPC finds that these and other characteristics specific to the Malcolm 

House have social and architectural significance as described in Section 15.36.050.A of the 
Louisville Municipal Code; and 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 
1. The application to landmark the property at 600 Pine Street be approved for 

the following reasons: 
a. Architectural integrity has been largely maintained over time. 
b. Association with Louisville’s heritage.  

2. The Historic Preservation Commission recommends the City Council 
approve the landmark incentive grant in the amount of $5,000. 

3. With the amendment that the structure be named the Malcolm House. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 17th day of March, 2025. 
 
 
 
 

_____________________ 
Lynda Haley, Chairperson 
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RESOLUTION NO. 5         
SERIES 2025 

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING OF AN ALTERATION CERTIFICATE FOR THE 

MALCOLM HOUSE LOCATED AT 600 PINE STREET FOR EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS.  
 

WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Louisville Historic Preservation 
Commission (HPC) an application requesting an alteration certificate for a historic residential 
structure located at 600 Pine Street, on property legally described as Lots 1-3, Block 12, 
Pleasant Hill, City of Louisville, State of Colorado; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Staff and the HPC have reviewed the application and found it to 

be in compliance with Chapter 15.36 of the Louisville Municipal Code, including Section 
15.36.120, establishing criteria for alteration certificates; and 
 

WHEREAS, the HPC held a properly noticed public hearing on the proposed alteration 
certificate on March 17, 2025, where evidence and testimony were entered into the record, 
including findings in the Louisville Historic Preservation Commission Staff Report. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 
 
Does hereby recommend approval of the application for an alteration certificate for the 

Malcolm House as described in the Staff Report: 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 17th day of March, 2025. 
 
 
 
 

_______________________ 
Lynda Haley, Chairperson 

 

 
 



 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 6 
SERIES 2025 

 
A RESOLUTION MAKING FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING A 

PRESERVATION AND RESTORATION GRANT FOR THE MALCOLM HOUSE 
LOCATED AT 600 PINE STREET. 

 
WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Louisville Historic Preservation 

Commission (HPC) an application requesting a preservation and restoration grant for the 
Malcolm House, a historic residential structure located at 600 Pine Street on property legally 
described as Lots 1-3, Block 12, Pleasant Hill, City of Louisville, State of Colorado; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Staff and the HPC have reviewed the application and found it to 

be in compliance with Section 3.20.605.D and Section 15.36.120 of the Louisville Municipal 
Code; and 
 

WHEREAS, the HPC has held a properly noticed public hearing on the preservation 
and restoration grant; and 

 
WHEREAS, the preservation and restoration work being requested includes making 

repairs to the existing structure; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission finds these proposed 

improvements will assist in the preservation of the Malcolm House, which is to be landmarked 
by the City; 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 
 
1. The Historic Preservation Commission recommends the City Council 

approve the proposed preservation and restoration grant application for the 
Malcolm House, in the amount of $4,250.00 for work as described in the 
attached Exhibit A. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 17th day of March, 2025. 

 
 
 
 

______________________ 
Lynda Haley, Chairperson 
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600 Pine St. 
 
Legal Description: Lots 1, 2, and 3, Block 12, Pleasant Hill Addition.  
  
Year of Construction: circa 1905 
  
Summary:  For several decades, this was the home of Joseph and Bertha Malcolm and 
was the location of Joe’s insurance business. Today, it is the residence of their grandson 
and his wife. 
 
Orrin T. Welch and the Establishment of the Pleasant Hill Addition 
 

The subdivision in which 600 Pine is located is the Pleasant Hill Addition. This addition 
was platted and recorded with Boulder County in 1894 by Orrin T. Welch. Orrin Welch 
was the half brother of Charles C. Welch, the prominent Colorado businessman who 
played the major role in the founding of Louisville and the opening of its first coal mine, 
the Welch Mine, back in the 1870s. In the 1890s, Charles Welch was still involved in the 
development of the town, in this case through the transfer of property to his half 
brother, Orrin, in 1893.  
 

Early History; Date of Construction 
 

In 1902, Orrin T. Welch sold the lots that comprise 600 Pine to the Cathedral of St John 
the Evangelist. By 1904, however, the Cathedral sold the property to John A. Williams. 
 
The exact details may never be known, but it appears from these property transactions 
that the lots were either an investment or being eyed for the construction of a church, 
possibly an Episcopal Church. The fact that the lots at Grant and Pine were located 
catty-corner from the Baptist Church, which had already been constructed, may have 
been seen as an advantage. (A church structure was apparently never built, but from 
1905 to 1910, the Episcopal St. Peter’s Mission existed in Louisville under the leadership 
of an Episcopal pastor from Boulder, according to the book The Episcopal Church in 
Colorado 1860-1963 by Allen Du Pont Breck.) 



 
The owner of the property from 1904 until 1919, John A. Williams, is believed to have 
had the house constructed. Boulder County gives 1905 as the year of construction for 
600 Pine. Although Boulder County has been found to be in error with respect to the 
dates of construction of some Louisville historic buildings, the date of 1905 does make 
sense in that it was so soon after the purchase of the lots by John A. Williams. 
 
No record of a John A. Williams in Louisville could be located. However, there is 
evidence that Williams rented out the house. The 1918 directory shows that Royal and 
Lulu Belle Thompson resided at 530 Pine, which was an early address for 600 Pine 
(before addresses changed in the late 1930s). Royal Thompson was employed at the 
Louisville Milling & Elevator Co., now known as the Louisville Grain Elevator, at that 
time.  
 

Malcolm Family Ownership, 1919 - present 
 

In 1919, Joseph Malcolm purchased the property at 600 Pine. It is still owned by 
members of the Malcolm family, ninety-four years later. 
 
Joseph Wallace Malcolm was born in Illinois in 1877 and, according to his obituary, came 
to Nebraska by covered wagon with his parents while he was an infant. He grew up in 
Nebraska. He joined up to serve in the Spanish-American War and was stationed in the 
Philippines in about 1899-1900. He was one of just a few Louisville residents to have 
served in the Spanish-American War. At the time of his death in 1975, he was the last 
surviving Spanish-American War veteran in Boulder County. The following image, from a 
Malcolm family tree publicly viewable at Ancestry.com, shows Malcolm during his 
service: 
 

 



 
In 1903, Joe Malcolm and Bertha Osler married in Fort Morgan, Colorado. Bertha had 
been born in Iowa in 1881 and grew up in Nebraska.  
 
Also in 1903, Joe and Bertha moved to Louisville. At first, Joe worked as a barber and 
had a barber shop at Front and Walnut, and their residence was on Lincoln. By 1916, his 
shop was on Main Street. The Louisville directories for the following years, 1917 and 
1918, are the first directories that list him as having an insurance business. He worked 
out of his house on Lincoln. In 1918, their son, Joseph W. Malcolm, Jr., was born. 
 
In an interview for the May 31, 1957 Louisville Times, Joe Malcolm looked back at his 
early years in Louisville. He stated that he would hunt ducks in the area where Louisville 
Middle School now stands. He also said, “I can remember when the Baptist church [at 
701 Grant] set out in the prairie.” He remembered when Front Street had seven saloons, 
a skating rink, a blacksmith shop, a butcher shop, and two boarding houses. 
 
In 1919, Joe Malcolm purchased the house at 600 Pine. Directories indicate that from 
about 1920 until about 1955, his insurance business was located in his home. Louisville 
residents still recall going to the house at 600 Pine for their insurance needs, at a time 
when not many people in Louisville sold insurance. In the 1950s, the Malcolm Insurance 
Agency expanded and became located at 831 Main, then 608 Main. The Malcolm 
Insurance Agency continued, under the direction of others, into the 1980s. 
 
The following image is an advertisement for Joe Malcolm’s insurance business as it 
appears on the Rex Theatre stage curtain from circa 1927-28 that is currently on exhibit 
at the Louisville Historical Museum: 
 

 
 
Joe Malcolm was president of the Louisville School Board for twenty-one years and was 
active in other organizations as well, including the Louisville Lions Club and the Order of 
the Easter Star. 



 
The following undated image from what is believed to have been a Memorial Day 
parade or other patriotic parade on Pine Street shows Joe Malcolm, who was a tall man, 
in the center holding the flag: 
 

 
 

Bertha Malcolm is also remembered for all that she did for the Louisville community. 
She became very active in the Saturday Study Club, a women’s organization that 
brought culture to Louisville and managed the small library. Records indicate that she 
was also involved in the Pioneer Club, which overlapped in membership with the 
Saturday Study Club. 
 
The following photo from circa 1920 shows Bertha Malcolm, sitting at the lower left, 
with some of the other women of the Pioneer Club, many of whom were the wives of 
prominent Louisville men: 
 



 
 

This photo shows Bertha Malcolm, fourth from right, with the Saturday Study Club in 
1940: 
 

 
 
The 1946 Louisville directory listed not just Joe and Bertha Malcolm as residents of 600 
Pine, but also Joe Malcolm, Jr. and his wife, Claire, and an Alice Malcolm who sold 
insurance. 
 
The following images show the house and the ground layout of the house as they 
appear on the 1948 County Assessor card for this address: 
 



 
 

 
 

 
 

Bertha Malcolm died in 1966 at the age of 84, and Joe Malcolm died in 1975 at the age 
of 97. 
 
Joseph W. Malcolm, Jr. served in the Marine Corps for over thirty years. His obituary 
stated that he was a veteran of World War II, the Korean War, and the Vietnam War, 



specializing in tanks and amphibious tractors. He received the Legion of Merit and 
Bronze Star. Records indicate that he and his wife, Claire, made their home in Boulder. 
 
In 1978, following the deaths of his parents, the then-owner of 600 Pine, Joseph 
Malcolm, Jr., conveyed 600 Pine to his son, Joseph W. Malcolm III, and his wife, Victoria 
Malcolm. They are the current owners. An upstairs addition to the house is believed to 
have been completed in 1985. 
 
 
 
 
The preceding research is based on a review of relevant and available online County property records, 
census records, oral history interviews, Louisville directories, and Louisville Historical Museum maps, files, 
and obituary records. 
 

 






















































































































































	05.a. 600 Pine Staff Report
	F
	Information from Bridget Bacon, Louisville Historical Museum
	The PaleoWest Historic Context, Stories in Places, lists 600 Pine as a Queen Anne-style structure, likely due to the gable facing Pine Street, which has scalloped-shaped shingles, Folk Victorian ornamentation, and bargeboard. The gable also creates a ...
	The property is cross-gabled with one gable-front facing Pine Street and the second gable-front facing the east yard. The home has been heavily modified over the years, with a one-story hip roof addition on the northeastern corner between the two gabl...
	The one-story addition was constructed prior to 1948, and the porch is believed to be enclosed between 1948 and 1958. There is also a second-story addition which was constructed in 1985. First-story windows appear to be original, and consist of double...
	Photo and floor plan of 600 Pine Street from the 1948 Assessor’s Card.
	Present-day images of the house at 600 Pine Street.
	HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE ANALYIS AND CRITERIA FOR LISTING AS LOCAL LANDMARK:
	In order to receive a City Landmark designation, landmarks must be at least 50 years old and meet one or more of the criteria for architectural, social or geographic/environmental significance as described in Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) Section 15...
	Staff analysis of the criteria is as follows:
	ALTERATION CERTIFICATE REQUEST:
	The applicant is also applying for an Alteration Certificate. Alteration Certificate requests are tied to Landmark and Grant requests to ensure the work proposed for grant funding would not affect a property’s historical integrity for landmarking. Alt...
	The proposed Alteration Certificate is to repair the existing chimney on the property. The proposal includes breaking down the chimney to the ground level and rebuilding the chimney to the same height using the same brick material as the original.
	Photo of the chimney’s location on the subject building.
	Staff find that the changes made will not result in a loss of the character of the historic building. Section 15.36.120 of the LMC gives the criteria for evaluating Alteration Certificates and based on the proposed design, staff finds that the propose...
	GRANT REQUEST:
	The applicant is requesting approval of a Preservation and Restoration Grant for rehabilitation work to reconstruct the existing chimney. The total estimated cost of the project is $8,500.00 and the total requested grant amount is $4,250.00. This gran...
	A Historic Structure Assessment was previously done for the property, completed by Stewart Architecture and Planning in 2024 and paid for by the Historic Preservation Fund. The Assessment (Attachment 6) lists chimney repairs as a high priority item in...
	COST ESTIMATE OF PROPOSED WORK: $8,500.00
	REQUESTED PRES. & REST. GRANT AMOUNT: $4,250.00
	MATCHING PRES. & REST. GRANT MAXIMUM UNDER SECTION 8: $40,000.00
	Preservation and Restoration Grant:
	Under Resolution No. 17, Series 2019, residential applicants are eligible for a $5,000 unmatched incentive grant as a Landmark bonus. Owners of a landmarked property will be eligible for this grant following the signing of the Landmark and grant agree...
	Preservation is the act or process of applying measures necessary to sustain the existing form, integrity, and materials of an historic property as they now exist. Approved work focuses upon the repair of exterior historic materials and features rathe...
	Rehabilitation is the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values. Rehabilitati...
	Restoration is the act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and character of a property as it appeared at a particular period of time.  Approved work focuses on exterior work and includes the removal of features from other periods in...
	Staff reviewed the Preservation and Restoration Grant request by evaluating whether each request line item qualified for grant funding as either preservation, rehabilitation, or restoration. Findings are summarized in the following tables.
	Approval of the grant request allows for matched grants of up to $4,250.00 plus a $5,000 landmark incentive grant (unmatched). The unencumbered fund balance is estimated at over $3M and the average income of the Fund over the past two years is approxi...
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
	 Approval of Resolution No. 4, Series 2025, recommending approval to City Council of a landmark at 600 Pine Street, to be named the Malcolm House.
	 Approval of Resolution No. 5, Series 2025, approving the Alteration Certificate.
	 Approval of Resolution No. 6, Series 2025, recommending approval to City Council of a Preservation and Restoration Grant of up to $4,250.00.
	ATTACHMENTS:
	1. Resolution No. 4, Series 2025 (Landmark)
	2. Resolution No. 5, Series 2025 (Alteration Certificate)
	3. Resolution No. 6, Series 2025 (Grants)
	4. Application
	5. Social History Report
	6. Historic Structure Assessment

	05.a.1. Attachment 1 (Landmark Resolution)
	A RESOLUTION making findings and recommendations regarding the landmark DESIGNATIon for a historical RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY located AT 600 Pine street.
	WHEREAS, the HPC has held a properly noticed public hearing on the proposed landmark application; and
	WHEREAS, 600 Pine Street (the Malcolm House) has social significance because it exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, or social heritage of the community considering its association with various Louisville families and Louisville’s cultural h...
	WHEREAS, the property has architectural significance because it has architectural integrity that is representative of the built environment in 1900s Louisville; and
	WHEREAS, the HPC finds that these and other characteristics specific to the Malcolm House have social and architectural significance as described in Section 15.36.050.A of the Louisville Municipal Code; and
	a. Architectural integrity has been largely maintained over time.
	b. Association with Louisville’s heritage.

	05.a.2. Attachment 2 (Alt Cert resolution_600 Pine)
	A RESOLUTION APPROVING of an alteration certificate for the malcolm HOUSE LOCATED at 600 Pine Street For EXTERIOR Alterations.
	WHEREAS, the HPC held a properly noticed public hearing on the proposed alteration certificate on March 17, 2025, where evidence and testimony were entered into the record, including findings in the Louisville Historic Preservation Commission Staff Re...

	05.a.3. Attachment 3 (Grant resolution_600 Pine)
	A RESOLUTION making findings and recommendations regarding a preservation and restoration grant for the malcolm HOUSE located at 600 pine street.
	WHEREAS, the HPC has held a properly noticed public hearing on the preservation and restoration grant; and
	WHEREAS, the preservation and restoration work being requested includes making repairs to the existing structure; and
	WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission finds these proposed improvements will assist in the preservation of the Malcolm House, which is to be landmarked by the City;

	05.a.4. Attachment 4 (App Materials)
	05.a.5. Attachment 5 (600 Pine History)
	05.a.6. Attachment 6 (HSA report) - PRINT

