
 

 
Persons planning to attend the meeting who need sign language interpretation, translation services, assisted listening 
systems, Braille, taped material, or special transportation, should contact the City Clerk’s Office at 303 335-4536 or 
MeredythM@LouisvilleCO.gov. A forty-eight-hour notice is requested. 
 
Si requiere una copia en español de esta publicación o necesita un intérprete durante la reunión, por favor llame a la 
Ciudad al 303.335.4536 o 303.335.4574. 

 
 

City of Louisville 
Community Development     749 Main Street        Louisville CO 80027 

303.335.4594 (phone)          www.LouisvilleCO.gov 

  
Historic Preservation Commission 

Agenda 
Monday, March 17, 2025 

City Hall, 2nd Floor Council Chambers 
749 Main Street 

6:30 PM 
 
Members of the public are welcome to attend and give comments remotely; however, 
the in-person meeting may continue even if technology issues prevent remote 
participation. 

• You can call in to +1 253 215 8782, Webinar ID # 827 0375 4963 
Webinar ID #575287 

• You can log in via your computer. Please visit the City’s website here to link to 
the meeting: www.louisvilleco.gov/hpc. 

The Commission will accommodate public comments during the meeting. Anyone may 
also email comments to the Commission prior to the meeting at 
Planning@LouisvilleCO.gov. 
 

1. Call to Order 
2. Roll Call 
3. Approval of Agenda 
4. Public Comments on Items Not on the Agenda 
5. Public Hearing: 

a. 600 Pine Street – Landmark, Alteration Certificate, Grant 
b. 945 Caledonia Street – Demolition Review 

6. Discussion/Direction: Comprehensive Plan 
7. Discussion/ Direction: 2025 Work Plan 
8. Updates from staff 
9. Updates from Commission Members 
10. Adjourn 

http://www.louisvilleco.gov/hpc
mailto:Planning@LouisvilleCO.gov
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ITEM: 600 Pine Street Landmark, Alteration Certificate, & Grant 

Request 
 
APPLICANT & OWNER: Victoria Malcolm 
 600 Pine Street 
 Louisville, Colorado 80027 
PROJECT INFORMATION: 
ADDRESS: 600 Pine Street 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lots 1-3, Block 12, Pleasant Hill 
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: Ca. 1905 
 
REQUEST: A request to Landmark 600 Pine Street, and requests for 

an Alteration Certificate and Preservation and Restoration 
Grant  

 
VICINITY MAP: 

 

 

 

Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report 

March 17, 2025 
 

 

 



 

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 
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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. 
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ITEM: 945 Caledonia Street  
 
APPLICANT: Katherine Willis 
 198 2nd Ave, Ste 1A 
 Niwot, CO 80544 
 
OWNER: Byron & Nina Williams 
 945 Caledonia Street 
 Louisville, CO 80027  
 
PROJECT INFORMATION:  
ADDRESS: 945 Caldonia St. 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lots 1-6, Block 15, Caledonia Place 
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: C. 1894-1909 
 
REQUEST: Demolition review to remodel the existing house 
 
VICINITY MAP:  

 

Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report 

March 17, 2025 
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REQUEST:  
The applicant requests that the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) approve the demolition 
review application at 945 Caledonia Street. A subcommittee referred the request to the full 
Historic Preservation Commission.   
 
SUMMARY:  
The applicant is requesting approval of demolition work associated with a remodel of the 
existing principal structure.  Building elevations showing the areas and extent of the demolition 
are included in the attached application materials.   According to Louisville Municipal Code 
(LMC) Section 15.36.020, a demolition is an act that removes fifty percent or more of the roof 
area as measured from directly above, fifty percent or more of the exterior walls of a building as 
measured contiguously around the building, or alteration on any exterior wall facing a street.  
 
Under section 15.36.200 of the LMC, if the commission finds that the building may have 
historical significance under the criteria, the commission may place a stay on the demolition as 
long as “no permit for demolition, moving or removal shall be issued for a period not to exceed 
180 days from the date the permit application was accepted.” In addition, LMC 15.36.200 states, 
“The commission will make all reasonable efforts to expedite resolution of the application or 
request.” 
 
The purpose of demolition reviews, according to LMC 15.36.200, is as follows:  
 

The purpose of the review of permit applications for demolition, moving, and 
removal of buildings constructed in or before 1955 is to prevent the loss of 
buildings that may have historical or architectural significance. The purpose of 
this chapter is also to provide the time necessary to initiate designation as an 
individual landmark or to consider alternatives for the building. 

 
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND: 
Information from Gigi Yang, Louisville Historical Museum 
 
The history of 945 Caledonia is notable for the multiple generations of ownership between two  
families that also inform the close-knit and interconnected family relationships present during 
Louisville’s early decades. The story of the Latronico and Rice families exemplify the speed with 
which immigrant laborers built new lives and opportunities for their children and future 
generations. 
 
Boulder County’s online records give 1910 as the house’s date of construction. However, the 
County has sometimes been found to be in error with respect to the date of construction of 
houses in the area, so other evidence is looked to. In this case, the County Assessor card of 
1948 lists the age of the house at 945 Caledonia as 38+, indicating that the date of construction 
could be earlier than 1910. The earliest listing of Philip and Mary Latronico living in Louisville 
comes from the 1900 Census. 
 
Philip was working as a coal miner in Marshall after having arrived in the US from Italy in 1881. 
Philip and Mary lived at 945 Caledonia from the early 1900s until Philip’s death in 1942. Mary, 
who was also an Italian immigrant, continued to live there through WWII and eventually moved 
to Denver to live with her daughters. Before her death in 1956, Mary transferred the property to 
her daughters Anne and Elaine Latronico. From 1953-1961, Dave and Dorothy LaSalle 
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Ferguson lived at the house, and some renovations were made to the house around 1956-57 
while the Fergusons were living there. In 1963, Lot 6 was sold to Dorothy’s niece, Amelia 
LaSalle. 
 
In 1964, Andrew J. and Marie Evon Rice purchased Lot 6 from the LaSalle family and Lots 1-5 
from the Rocky Mountain Fuel Company, who had previously retained ownership of the five lots 
since 1892. These purchases resulted in all six lots being brought together as one property. The 
Rices lived at 945 Caledonia until Marie’s death in 2018 and Andrew’s death in 2021. 
 
ARCHITECTURAL INTEGRITY: 
According to Stories in Places, a residential historic context for Louisville from 2018, the style of 
the structure located at 945 Caledonia Street is classified as National. The National (Folk) 
housing form represents the era from 1870-1930 and was associated with railroad and worker 
housing. This form was the most common housing type found in Louisville at the time. National 
houses are known for being simple and are commonly characterized as having gable-front or 
side-gabled forms. The property at 945 Caledonia has maintained its gabled roof structure, but 
other modifications have been made to the property. Building permit records indicate the rear 
shed structure was constructed in 1979 and the front porch was enclosed in 1985. There are no 
building permit records for any other modifications to the home, however based on photo 
comparisons, the windows appear to have changed, and various additions have been 
constructed on the house.  
 
The primary structure appears to maintain integrity in the form of the gabled roof structure, 
though the changes to the window sizes and openings, siding, and additions compromise the 
integrity of the original form. 
 

  
Photo and floor plan of 945 Caledonia from the 1948 Assessor’s Card. 

https://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/22206/636831728336330000
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   Photos of 945 Caledonia from April 2023. 
 
CRITERIA FOR DEMOLITION REVIEW: 
The Historic Preservation Commission “shall consider and base its decision upon any of the 
[criteria]” described in Section 15.36.200(H) of the Louisville Municipal Code (LMC), which are 
as follows: 

 
Criteria Meets 

Criteria? 
Evaluation 

1. The eligibility of the building for 
designation as an individual 
landmark consistent with the 
purposes and standards in this 
chapter; 

a. Age 
b. Significance 
c. Physical Integrity 

Age and 
significance 
meet criteria 

Age 
The principal structure was 
constructed around 1894-1909, 
making it approximately 116-131 
years old. 
 
 
 

https://library.municode.com/co/louisville/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT15BUCO_CH15.36HIPR_S15.36.200CRDERENNDBU
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Significance 
• Ties to Louisville’s Italian 

immigration history. 
• Coal mining connection 

through residents. 
• The full history is attached. 

 
Integrity 

• Gabled roof form appears to 
remain intact. 

• Front porch enclosed in 1985. 
• Windows size and placement 

changed. 
• Siding changed. 
• Additions to the house. 

2. The relationship of the building as 
a potential contributing structure 
to a potential historical district per 
the criteria set forth in this 
chapter; 

No The house is not located in a historic 
district.  
 

3. The reasonable condition of the 
building*; and 

Unknown There is no documentation regarding 
the condition of the property.  
 

Criteria Meets 
Criteria? 

Evaluation 

4. The reasonable projected cost of 
restoration or repair.* 

Unknown A specific projected cost was not 
included as part of the application. 

* In considering the condition of the building and the projected cost of restoration or repair as set 
forth in subsections H.3 and H.4, above, the commission may not consider deterioration caused 
by unreasonable neglect. 

 
HISTORIC CONTEXT REPORT: 
The City completed a residential historic context report (Stories in Places: Putting Louisville’s 
Residential Development in Context) in 2018 that includes a list of recommended and priority 
properties for preservation. 945 Caledonia Street is not listed as one of the properties to 
prioritize for landmarking. The property was also not surveyed in the 2023 “100 Architectural 
Inventories from the City of Louisville.” Staff does not have a record of the remaining National 
forms in Louisville. At the time of the 2018 report, the National form made up approximately 
35% of the buildings surveyed.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
LMC 15.36.200 notes that the purpose of demolition review is to: 

1. Prevent loss of buildings that may have historic and architectural significance; and  
 

https://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/22206/636831728336330000
https://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/22206/636831728336330000
https://www.louisvilleco.gov/local-government/government/departments/planning/historic-preservation/historic-context-reports
https://www.louisvilleco.gov/local-government/government/departments/planning/historic-preservation/historic-context-reports


6 
 

2. Provide the time necessary to initiate designation as an individual landmark or to 
consider alternatives for the building.   

 
Staff find that the property could meet the social significance criteria and therefore could qualify 
for landmarking. However, staff finds minimal architectural or geographic significance since 
most remaining aspects of the building are not original and the house is not surrounded by 
landmarked structures which may have created geographic significance. Based on evaluation of 
the criteria in LMC 15.36.200, the HPC may release the permit, or place a stay on the 
application for up to 180 days from the date of application, which was February 6, 2025. A full 
180-day stay would expire on August 5, 2025. 
 
Staff recommend the Historic Preservation Commission approve the demolition request. 
This structure could be a potential candidate for a restoration project focused on restoring the 
original window sizes and locations, re-opening the front porch and residing the house, given 
the historic age of the property. However, staff believes releasing the demolition request is 
appropriate because the existing structure differs significantly from the original form. The 
applicant has also been informed about preservation options and is proposing to pursue a 
house remodel plan that does not include restoration. As such, the applicant does not need 
additional time to consider the possibilities for landmarking and staff does not need additional 
time to document or salvage materials on the property. In addition, staff does not find that the 
social significance alone merit a stay of demolition when weighed against these other 
considerations. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. 945 Caledonia Social History Report 
2. Application Materials  
 

 



Gigi Yang 
 Louisville Historical Museum 

Department of Cultural Services 
City of Louisville, Colorado 

March 2025 

 

 

 

945 Caledonia St. History 

 

Legal Description: Caledonia Place Addition Lot: 1,2,3,4,5,6 Block 15 

Year of Construction: c.1894-1909 

Summary: The history of 945 Caledonia is notable for the multiple generations of ownership between two 
families that also inform the close-knit and interconnected family relationships present during Louisville’s early 
decades. The story of the Latronico and Rice families exemplify the speed with which immigrant laborers built 
new lives and opportunities for their children and future generations. 

Development of the Caledonia Place Subdivision  

This property is located in the Caledonia Place Subdivision which was platted and recorded with Boulder County 
in 1890 by James Cannon, Howard Morris, and Henry Brooks. It was the fourth addition to original Louisville, 
which had been platted in 1878.  

Early Ownership 

The developers of the Caledonia Place subdivision sold a large piece of the property to the United Coal Company 
in the early 1890s. The United Coal Company was the company of Caledonia Place founder James Cannon, Jr.  
In 1892, the United Coal Company purchased PT Sec 8 T1S R69W for $35,000. The property included Lots 1-6 
Block 15 where 945 Caledonia is today.  

 

Latronico Family Ownership, 1893-1964 [also Latronico, Latonico, Latronica, Latronic, La Tronico] 

In 1893, Philip Latronico (1869-1942) purchased Lot 6, Block 15 from the United Coal Company. He was 25 years 
old and had already been working as a coal miner for at least nine years. The 1885 Colorado State census lists 
Philip Latronico as a 16-year-old boy working as a coal miner in Marshall, alongside his father. He and his father 
had arrived in the US from Italy in 1881 when Philip was 12 years old. A year after purchasing the property, Philip 
married Mary LaSalle (1878-1955).  

Mary LaSalle’s father, Joseph Giuseppe LaSalle had emigrated from Italy prior to 1885 and was also employed as 
a coal miner in Marshall. Mary came to the US from Italy with her mother, Anna Mazzea LaSalle and four siblings 



in 1888, to join their father. The family lived in Marshall until Joseph’s death in 1893. In 1894, Mary was 16 years 
old when she married Philip Latronico who was 26.  

While Joseph LaSalle’s early death was tragic, there were already numerous LaSalle relatives living in nearby 
Louisville which may have influenced the purchase of the land and Philip and Mary Latronico’s move to Louisville.  

Boulder County’s online records give 1910 as the house’s date of construction. However, the County has 
sometimes been found to be in error with respect to the date of construction of houses in the area, so other 
evidence is looked to. In this case, the County Assessor card of 1948 lists the age of the house at 945 Caledonia 
as 38+ indicating that the date of construction could be earlier than 1910. The earliest listing of Philip and Mary 
Latronico living in Louisville comes from the 1900 Census. At that time, they were living in Louisville with their 
three daughters. The neighboring families included William and Kathy LaSalle, Frank LaSalle, William and 
Constance Scrano, and Michael and Rose LaSalle.  

It is not known exactly when a house was first built on Lot 6 Block 15, however the Drumm’s Map of Louisville 
shows several buildings already on the property in 1909. A survey of neighboring houses including the William 
and Kathy LaSalle home and Frank LaSalle home located across Caledonia show their dates of construction as 
1890 and 1896. These earlier dates suggest that the Latronicos may have also built their home sometime 
between 1894 and 1900 to accommodate their growing family. Their oldest daughter, Mary was born in 1895 
and Philip and Mary eventually had eight more children: Philoman (Mamie) (1897-1929), Annie b. 1899, Joseph 
(1902-1976), Louis (1904-1973), Anna Helene (1906-1997), Rose (1909-1993), Albert (1911-1980), and Elaine 
(1913-1992). 

The history of this property focuses 
on Lot 6 where the house still stands 
today. However, in 1900, Jerry 
Scarano (also an Italian immigrant) 
purchased Lot 5 Block 15 from John 
Jordinelli. Scarano then sold Lot 5 to 
Mariarosa LaSalle [LaSalla] in 1903, 
and it is assumed that either Scarano 
or LaSalle built a house on Lot 5 that 
is shown on the Drumm’s Map of 
1909. Family connections can be 
made between the Scarano, LaSalle, 
and Latronico families, which thread 
through the ownership and 
occupation of the property for the 
next 70 years. 

 

Drumm’s Wall Map of 1909 showing 
structures on Lot 6 Block 15 owned by 
Philip and Mary Latronico and on Lot 
5 Block 15 owned by Jerry Scarano 
and Mariarosa LaSalla. 

 



 

This photo taken by Frank Jacoe shows four of the Latronico daughters.  
Elaine Latronico is identified in the middle. 

 

The Latronico children grew up in the house at 945 Caledonia with cousins, aunts, uncles, and grandparents 
living in close proximity. Through marriage, the Latronicos were also related to the Jacoe and Jordinelli families. 
Frank Jacoe was an amateur photographer and photographed members of the Latronico family throughout the 
1910s-1920s. 

 

This photo from Frank Jacoe’s album is titled 
“Mrs. Latronico and Girls.” 

 

In 1920, Mariarosa LaSalle [La Salla] sold Lot 5 
to Philip Latronico. Most of the children were 
grown and found careers outside of coal 
mining. At least four daughters (Mary, Mamie, 
Anne, Elaine) attended college and went on to 
successful careers in teaching. Of the sons, it is 
known that Joseph worked at a bank and Louis 
(Gene) became a professor in chemical 
engineering.  

 

 

 



 

 

While working at the Broomfield Bank in 1929 and 1930, Joseph Latronico was twice held up in a bank robbery 
and locked in the bank vault. 

 

 

News articles from the Rocky Mountain Daily, September 3, 1930. Joseph LaTronico is shown top left. 

 

 

Mary and Philip lived at 945 Caledonia until Philip’s death in 1942. Mary continued to live there through WWII 
and eventually moved to Denver to live with her daughters. Before her death in 1956, Mary transferred the 
property to her daughters Anne and Elaine Latronico. From 1953-1961, Dave and Dorothy LaSalle Ferguson lived 
at the house. Some renovations were made to the house around 1956-57 while the Fergusons were living there. 
In 1963 Anne Latronico sold the property to Amelia LaSalle who was Dorothy LaSalle’s aunt by marriage. Dorothy 



LaSalle was also related to the Scarano [Scrano] family who owned Lot 5 in the early 1900s. At some point, Lot 5 
was sold to the Rocky Mountain Fuel Company. 

 

Photo of house and floorplan of Lot 6 Block 15 from the Boulder County Assessor Card, 1948. 

 

 



Rice Family Ownership: 1964-2024 

In 1964 Amelia LaSalle sold Lot 6 Block 15 to Andrew J. and Marie Evon Rice. The same year, the Rices purchased 
Lots 1,2,3,4, &5 from the Rocky Mountain Fuel Company, bringing all six lots together as one property. 

Andrew Rice studied fabrication and welding and worked at Coors for 30 years. Marie Evon Rice was a 
homemaker raising their two children and advertised in the Louisville Times in the 1970s offering babysitting 
services. The Rices lived at 945 Caledonia until Marie’s death in 2018 and Andrew’s death in 2021. The property 
was transferred to their daughter Florence M. Rice in 2015 and then to her daughter Michelle Remijio in 2022.  

 

Current Ownership 

In 2024, Byron and Nina Willams purchased Lots 1,2,3,4,5, &6 Block 15 from Michelle Remijio and are the 
current owners. 

 

 

Current Assessor Photo of 945 Caledonia. 

 

 

 

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. 

 

  

















 
 
 
 
 

HPC COMMUNICATION 

 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
COMMUNICATION ITEM 

SUBJECT: COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DISCUSSION    
 
DATE: MARCH 17, 2025  
 
PRESENTED BY: JEFF HIRT, AICP, PLANNING MANAGER 

ROB ZUCCARO, AICP, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
   
PURPOSE  
The purpose of this agenda item is to update the HPC on the status of the Comprehensive 
Plan (“Plan”) and request targeted feedback on the Plan’s goals and strategies to inform the 
Plan’s drafting.   
 
BACKGROUND  
The City is updating its Comprehensive Plan that will be 
adopted by City Council and required by state law. The 
Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) Section 17.64.050 also 
requires a Plan update at least every ten years. The last 
Plan update was in 2013. The Plan update is an opportunity 
for the community to refresh the City’s overall vision, values, and policies on a range of 
topics including but not limited to land use, development, and infrastructure. The time 
horizon the Louisville Comprehensive Plan will address is about 20 years. The Plan is not 
the City’s official zoning map and is not regulatory, but it does articulate official City policy 
that guides a range of decisions.  
 
The Community Development Department is managing the Plan update in close 
coordination with City Council, Planning Commission and numerous other City boards, 
commissions, and departments with a consultant team led by Design Workshop with 
subconsultants Fehr and Peers (transportation), Economic and Planning Systems 
(economics analysis), and Spirit Environmental (sustainability, resilience, etc.).    
 
The project is approaching its final stages with a target adoption date of late Summer 2025. 
To date, several thousand residents have provided input on the Plan. This input guided 
development of the Plan’s Vision Statement and Core Values and is guiding the Plan’s 
drafting. Link 4 is a summary of the Plan’s most recent community engagement.  
 
City Council has also recently provided direction on the Plan’s future land use framework 
that will identify areas where there is a desired change (or not) in land use and development 
to implement City policies, including but not limited to the Louisville Housing Plan and 
economic vitality goals. Attachment 2 provides a more detailed summary of this direction.  
 
  

https://www.engagelouisvilleco.org/comp-plan
https://www.engagelouisvilleco.org/comp-plan
https://www.engagelouisvilleco.org/21371/widgets/78350/documents/59644
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 The Community Development Department is seeking input from several boards and 

commissions in March as the project team is starting to draft the Plan. Specifically, the 
primary purpose of these discussions is to address the goals and strategies of the Plan that 
are aligned with the board or commission’s role.  
 
HPC Discussion – February 12, 2024  
The project team asked for HPC input on the top issues the Plan should address when the 
project kicked off in early 2024. The HPC had the following general comments:  

• Gateway areas to Louisville outside of downtown are important to address  
• Consider updates to the Old Town Overlay Zoning District and downtown design 

guidelines.  
• Affordable housing is a top priority for the city.  
• Consider stronger incentives to landmark structures.  

 
HPC Related Goals and Strategies  
Attachment 1 includes a summary table of the potential goals and related strategies that 
may be in the Comprehensive Plan related to the HPC’s role.  Specifically, those goals or 
strategies related to historic preservation. These goals and strategies will be part of a 
broader Plan framework of goals and strategies that will be organized around the Vision 
Statement and Core Values.  
 
The purpose of these goals and strategies is to articulate City policy on specific topics.  The 
Plan is a policy document and not regulatory, but these statements will guide City decision 
making on a range of topics like budgeting, programming, capital projects, and land use 
decisions.  
 
SCHEDULE AND NEXT STEPS  
The project team is seeking input from several City boards and commissions in March to 
inform the Plan’s drafting, followed by continued discussions with Planning Commission and 
City Council. Following this input the project team is working towards a June public review 
draft period.  At that time there will be extensive community notification of the draft 
availability and opportunities for input. The target adoption of the Plan by City Council is late 
Summer 2025.  
 
The City Council has also allocated funds for a comprehensive Development Code update 
that is planned to start immediately after the Comprehensive Plan adoption.  
 
REQUESTED HPC FEEDBACK  
City staff are requesting feedback from the HPC on the relevant draft, preliminary goals and 
strategies in Attachment 1.  Specifically:  

• What are the most important things to capture in describing the goal or strategy 
in the Comprehensive Plan? 
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 • What goals and strategies within HPC’s role are missing from the list below that 

should be included in the Comprehensive Plan?  
 
ATTACHMENTS/LINKS:  
1. Goals and Strategies Worksheet for HPC Input  
2. Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Framework Draft Summary  
3. Comprehensive Plan Vision Statement and Core Values  
4. December 2025 Community Engagement Summary  
5. Project Website  
6. 2013 Comprehensive Plan  
7. Louisville Preservation Master Plan (2015)  

https://www.engagelouisvilleco.org/21371/widgets/78350/documents/59644
https://www.engagelouisvilleco.org/21371/widgets/78350/documents/63318
https://www.engagelouisvilleco.org/comp-plan
https://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/358/635575239200370000
https://www.louisvilleco.gov/local-government/government/departments/planning/historic-preservation/historic-preservation-fund-master-plan


 

Attachment 1: Comprehensive Plan Goals and Strategies (for HPC)   

The purpose of this document is to seek input from the HPC on the Comprehensive Plan’s potential 
goals and strategies. The table below includes select potential goals and strategies related to HPC’s 
role. These will evolve and be part of a broader articulation of City goals and strategies on a range of 
topics in the Plan.  
 
Please review the content in the table below and be ready to discuss while considering the 
following questions:  

• What are the most important things to capture in describing the goal or strategy in the 
Comprehensive Plan?  

• What goals and strategies within HPC’s role are missing from the list below that should be 
included in the Comprehensive Plan?  

 

Summary of Select Potential HPC Related Goals and Strategies in the Comprehensive Plan 

Draft GOAL  Draft STRATEGY to Implement Goal HPC Comments  

1. Preserve Community 
Character and Heritage  

• Evaluate Historic Preservation Fund 
allocation criteria:  

o Acquisition opportunities  
o Grant program updates  

• Consider Update to Preservation Master Plan  
• Update Old Town Overlay Zoning District  

 
 
TBD 
 

2. Vibrant Downtown    
 

• Maintain and enhance ground floor activation 
through design and land use (e.g., ground 
floor retail).  

• Allow residential “by right” in some areas 
(e.g., above ground floor commercial) to 
implement City housing policies and support 
economic vibrancy.  

• Integrate land use, development, and 
transportation recommendations with the 
Downtown Vision Plan. 

• Evaluate improvements to Downtown 
Framework Plan.  

TBD 

 

https://www.louisvilleco.gov/local-government/government/departments/planning/historic-preservation/historic-preservation-fund-master-plan


Attachment 2: Louisville Comprehensive Plan Draft Future Land Use 
Framework  

The Comprehensive Plan will include a future land use framework that acts as City policy for land 
use decisions. This will include a citywide map of desired future land uses and accompanying 
descriptions of different place types (e.g., low density residential, commercial, parks, etc.). The 
Plan will address the entire city, but with more granular recommendations for areas more likely to 
change (“Opportunity Areas”).  The map below is the current draft that shows such areas of change.  
In early 2025, Planning Commission and City Council provided direction to address future land 
uses within each of the four areas of change as summarized in the table below.  These groups also 
provided direction that the Plan should provide policies supporting some limited, context sensitive 
redevelopment in the places outside of the areas of change.  

 

  



Comprehensive Plan Draft Future Land Use Framework – March 2025 

Opportunity Area Framework   

1. South Boulder 
Road  

• Mid-density residential uses in some locations near South Boulder Road and 
Highway 42, opportunity to consider 3-stories.  

• Mixed use residential and commercial along some parts of South Boulder 
Road; consider allowing residential by-right in mixed use districts.  

2. Downtown 
Louisville  

• Maintain ground floor retail and other street level active uses in commercial 
area. 

• Propose mid-density residential in some locations, including above ground 
floor retail.   

• Consider 3-stories in some locations, including near future transit.   
• Support enhancements to community gathering places.  
• Address as a special character area with supplemental policies addressing 

design, scale, and land use.  

3. McCaslin 
Corridor  

• Mid-density residential uses along Centennial Blvd, changing current zoning 
from office, and designed in a manner that promotes a neighborhood feel.  

• Maintain commercial (retail) as primary use along McCaslin Blvd.    
• High-density residential/mixed use near US 36; consider 4 stories, possibly up 

to 5 stories at locations along US 36. 
• Incorporate parks, green space, or trail connections to promote transportation 

and open space connectivity.  

4. Redtail Ridge  

• Mid-density residential and mixed-use residential uses at some locations, 
opportunity to consider 3 or 4 stories. 

• High-density residential near relocated hospital site and along US 36; 
opportunity to consider 4-stories, consider transit connections. 

• Propose mid- to high-density housing inter-mixed with office, R&D and 
industrial uses when appropriate to support jobs-housing balance and 
vibrancy. 

• Consider a community green area, green corridor and trails network to 
promote livability/workability. 

 

 



Department of Planning and Building Safety 

DISCUSSION/DIRECTION: 

2025 HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION WORK PLAN 

Staff is proposing to review the 2025 HPC work plan in two phases: 
• March 17, 2025 Meeting

o Review previous work plans from 2021-2024.
o Review Preservation Master Plan
o Identify 1-3 key projects to focus on for Q2-Q4 of 2025.

• April 21, 2025 Meeting
o Review Final Draft 2025 Workplan.
o Create timelines for each project.
o Create of subcommittees to pursue specific goals and projects as applicable.

There are two goals for the March 17, 2025 meeting: 
1. Review Preservation Master Plan and previous work plans from 2020-2024 to help

inform potential projects for 2025 Workplan.
2. Identify 1-3 key projects to focus on for Q2-Q4 of 2025.

Goal 1. Review previous work plans from 2021-2024. 
Staff have provided a list of all HPC work plans from 2021-2024, with notes identifying items that 
were completed, which are marked in green, and items not completed, which are marked in red 
(see attachments). Also included in the Preservation Master Plan to provide more background on 
City goals and policies for the Historic Preservation Program.  Please review previous work plans 
and come prepared to discuss items you feel are most important to be completed in 2025. 

Common recurring and incomplete projects from the 2021-2024 work plans include: 
• Coloring book
• Updates to HPF grants, including maximum award amounts and requirements
• Various public outreach methods (updated handouts, website improvements, social

media, etc.)

Goal 2. Identify 1-3 key projects to focus on for Q2-Q4 of 2025. 

In the interest of producing the highest success rate for project completion, staff recommend 
selecting 1-3 key projects to focus on for the remainder of 2025, prioritizing items from previous 
years that have not been finished. 

Staff will compile discussions from Goal 1 and Goal 2 and draft a proposed work plan format at 
the April 2025 HPC meeting, where the focus will be shifted to selecting subcommittees and 
identifying timelines. 

Attachments 
1. 2024 Work Plan, updated April 2024
2. 2023 Work Plan, updated May 2023
3. 2022 Annual Goals Memo, updated March 2022
4. 2021 Work Plan Carryover Items for 2022, updated October 2021
5. LINK: Preservation Master Plan

https://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/5467/637411211432670000


✔ Identify need Develop solution Create Product Market product

Staff to update HPC monthly. Preserve significant historic places.

Interal Research & HPC Updates HPC D/D on Key Questions Draft Iterations with HPC HPC Final Draft & CC Adoption

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Present first draft of targeted landmark list 
based on retreat. Interview commercial property owners. Potential: Council update, D/D with draft if 

needed 11/26: advanced agenda council adoption

Research and explore implications of carve-
out for structural grants.

Generate project cost estimates to provide 
basis for general increased grant amounts.

Research and explore implications of carve-
out for professional design support grants.

Present carve-out grant options to HPC (design 
support, structural, etc.).

Generate cost estimates for full-scale 
restoration projects.

Present budget projections thru 2028 for priority 
landmarks and past award rates.

Make list of owners to interview about 
commercial-specific incentives.

What other info does HPC need at end of Q2 
to evaluate grant program update?

Explore whether tax-based support is possible. Check in w comp plan engagement window 2 
questions

Look at intersection of LRC & HP comm 
structures

Marty, Sloane, staff Facilitate public education and participation

Plan landmark ceremony Landmark Ceremony: Marty Plan fall event Fall Event: Sloane

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Order plaques -- staff ✔ Write histories -- staff Meet with museum staff, ID memory studies 
speaker Event target: October

Set date -- staff ✔ Check materials (scissors, etc.) -- staff ID date, location, audience

Market event -- staff ✔ Organize food

Confirm location -- staff ✔ Organize music, tents, etc. for event

Look into alcohol license ✔ Contact potential speakers

Josh, Keith, staff Facilitate public education and participation, preserve significant historic places, enhance customer service

Explore in-house options Subcommittee start

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Meet with GIS architect (staff) ✔ List of desired/dream content, function ✔ Cirlce back w Jeff et al about larger map 
update

Share what can be done in-house ✔
Zoning map update -- in house -- staff

Josh & Keith walking surveys

Sloane and Lynda (staff support) Facilitate public education and participation

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Gary and Chrissie (staff support) Establish and maintain a qualified HPC, facilitate public education and participation

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Lynda (staff support) Facilitate public education and participation

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Chrissie and Marty (staff support) Facilitate public education and participation, preserve significant historic places, enhance customer service

No work this quarter No work this quarter Project starts

n/a n/a List of tasks List of tasks
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Quarter 1, Jan - Mar Quarter 2, Apr  - Jun Quarter 3, Jul - Sep Quarter 4, Oct - Dec

Roles & responsibiliites of HPC (dervied from PMP)

- Enhance customer service
- Facilitate public education and participation
- Preserve significant historic places
- Establish and maintain a qualified HPC

Other goals and projects

- Meet annual CLG requirements
- Meet HPC professional requirements
- Downtown Business Association write-ups
- Museum Advisory Board Liaison
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✔

Identify need Develop solution Create Product Market product

Chrissie, Gary, Amelia Public Education & Participation

Iterative drafting & reviewing Finalize drafts for print copy Printing Launch

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks ✔
Share detail feedback w artist ✔ Finalize first 2 drawings w artist Final draft canva layout Hold coloring book launch event (or similar)

✔
First draft of building write-ups ✔ Review drawings in batches Work with selected printer for proofs Work w others to identify coloring book events 

for 2024 Revisit subcommittee assignments Q3
Editing first draft of building write-ups ✔ Finalize building write-ups Decide on # for initial order

Gary, monthly
First draft introduction text and canva layout Order books to be printed in time for tent. 

October event Currently slated for Q3/Q4 consideration
Final draft intro text

Keith Keller

Marty, Lynda (Amelia support) Public Education & Participation

Phase1 Phase2 Phase3 Phase4

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

General calendar of 2023 for potential posts for 
the year ✔

Establish platform, posting process -- in progress 
✔
4-5 May write-ups ✔

Call for commissioners to send ideas

Approval process for texts -- staff only ✔

Keith, Lynda (Amelia support) Establish & Maintain a Qualified HPC

Phase1 Phase2 Phase3 Phase4

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Connect with CLG rep ✔ Preservation 101 Webinar: 2 months to watch, 
google form responses/notes 

Revisit interest in county-wide training, info 
events (via CLG rep)

Keith: state tax credit -- available for questions. 
Set up for residents/property owners?

Chrissie, Randy, Amelia Enhance Customer Service • Prepare for Potential PMP Updates • Preserve Significant Historic Places

Phase1 Phase2 Increase Grant Amounts Increase Grant Amounts  

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Meet to discuss goals, sequencing of project ✔ Test out questions for "surveys" w/ the rest of the 
HPC

Question: What data is available to get a 
baseline of HPF usage? ✔
Question: Should we integrate focus group, 
interviews into "survey" process? ✔
Question: What on the social media end would 
help this project?

Keith, Randy, Amelia Enhance Customer Service • Prepare for Potential PMP Updates • Preserve Significant Historic Places

On hold until UE Surveys complete On hold until UE Surveys complete  Phase1 Phase2

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Josh, Amelia Preserve Significant Historic Places

Phase1 Phase2 Phase3 Phase4

List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks List of tasks

Meet to give background on sign ✔ Contact conservator / engineer 

Meet with library & museum staff for their input 
on sign location ideas ✔
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2023 HPC Work Plan

Other Goals & Projects
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Meet annual CLG training reqs

Meet HPC professional requirements

Targeted landmark outreach

DBA Write-Ups

Increase grant amounts
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Historical Commission Liaison

Quarter 1, Jan - Mar Quarter 2, Apr  - Jun Quarter 3, Jul - Sep Quarter 4, Oct - Dec
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ITEM:  Discussion/Direction: Annual Goals Memo 
 
PLANNER:   Kim Bauer, Historic Preservation Planner 
 
SUMMARY:  
 
This memo summarizes Historic Preservation Goals for 2022.   
 

o Public Outreach Projects: Staff will work with the Historic Preservation 
Commission to plan the May Plaque Award Ceremony and potential other 
summer outreach events for 2022. Certain other events or projects to 
consider working on specifically: 

 A preservation or history themed movie night in the summer 
somewhere like Harney/Lastoka Open Space or someplace similar 
and historic 

 A new interactive GIS map similar to our Landmark Map, but with 
other sites or stories 

 A walking tour  
 Create a walking tour brochure? Could be based on the coloring 

book? 
 Grant workshops or a booth at an event like Street Faire where 

people can come ask questions about the program and 
requirements 

 Would we want to brainstorm and try to have an event in partnership 
with the Museum?  
 

o Review Online Information provided on the City’s website – This goal is 
specifically in reference to previous years’ goals of creating a Landmark 
and Reviewed-but-demolished Online List. Staff will work on updating a list 
that could be hosted on the City’s website and includes an ever-updating 
list of landmarks as well as properties that have been reviewed but 
demolished. Things to consider would be: 

 How much information would be reasonable to include? Just the 
addresses will suffice? Would we want to include pictures if we have 
them? 

 Other sub-goals here could relate to other items we would like on 
the website. 
 

o Develop new or updated advertisement materials for explaining and 
celebrating the HPF program – This goal could be carried out by all HPC 
members or a select subcommittee. We could look to create designed 1-
page sheets explaining aspects of the program and/or or the program 

 

Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report 

March 21, 2021 
 

 

 

https://louisvillecogov.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapTour/index.html?appid=66585d5144ad41de8964d5ab205d8dba
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Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report  

March 21, 2022 
 

Annual Goals Memo  Page 2 of 3 
March 21, 2022 

 
 

overall.  These have been created in the past by previous staff but for 
previous funding levels.  These would be helpful to have out at events like 
Lenses on Louisville or others. 

o Public Outreach Projects: Coloring Book – This item carries over from 
2021.  An artist has been selected and is currently drafting images for 
inclusion in the book. Other steps to include: 

 Creating narrative excerpts for each selected landmark 
 Deciding how we would want to gather and print the book 
 Creating or designing a front cover 

 
o Complete Historic Survey Project – This is a carryover from previous years.  

The reports and inventory forms with staff edits were sent to Paleo West. 
The goal is to finalize the forms and for a final presentation to be given in 
2022. 
 

o Residential Grant Amounts – This is a carryover from previous years. Staff 
and the HPC would work together to consider increasing residential 
preservation and restoration standard grants. Things to consider could be: 

 Residential New Construction amounts 

 Current amount: $15,000 
 Residential Preservation Grant Amounts 

 Current amount: $40,000 
 

o Grant Requirements – This is a carryover from previous years. 
Considerations potentially include: 

 Providing additional standards or clarifying specific standards for 
qualification.  

 Previously, the Historic Preservation Commission has talked about 
potentially considering requiring actual cost estimates and/or 
competing bids for extraordinary circumstances grants. 

o Old Town Overlay Zone District:  The city was approximately midway 
through this project prior to the fire.  This is one of the projects that has 
been paused in order to focus on Marshall Fire recovery efforts. It is 
anticipated to begin again in 2022, but at an unknown date. If it did move 
forward this year, the HPC would consider adopting changes 
recommended by the final report. 

 
Staff is seeking feedback from Historic Preservation Commission about the above items 
and if there were any that should be replaced or removed.  Staff is also seeking 
feedback on general timeline for the any of the above goals the HPC would like to focus 
on first.  
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ITEM:  Review of Recommended Inclusions for the 2022 Work Plan 
 
PLANNER:   Kim Bauer, Historic Preservation Planner 
 
SUMMARY: 
This memo summarizes the items Staff is presenting for inclusion on the 2022 Work 
Plan. The Historic Preservation Commission have discussed some of these during their 
February and May 2021 meetings.  The Historic Preservation Commission items 
included on the list below are carryover items that are not yet complete on the 2021 HPC 
Work Plan and then proposed new 2022 items.   
 
The HPC typically reviews our Work Plan items at the beginning of each new year.  This 
review is needed now, to get consensus on what should be proposed to be included in 
the City Council Work plan for 2022. 
 

 2021 Work Plan Carryover items:  The 2021 Work Plan includes a list of items 
that Council priorities for completion within 2021.  The list is organized by priority 
and/or those actively underway. The following items will include involvement of 
the Historic Preservation Commission: 

o Public Outreach Projects: Coloring Book – This item will carry over onto the 
2022 Work Plan.  An artist has been selected and is currently drafting 
images for inclusion in the book. 

o Complete Historic Survey Project – This item will carry over onto the 2022 
Work Plan.  The reports and inventory forms are currently being reviewed 
and edits will be sent to Paleo West. A final presentation will be done in 
2022. 

o Residential Grant Amounts – This is a carryover from previous years’ Work 
Plans, and will be recommended for inclusion on the 2022 Work Plan. Staff 
will work with the Historic Preservation Commission to consider increasing 
residential preservation and restoration standard grants. 

o Grant Requirements – This item will carry over onto the 2022 Work Plan. 
Consider providing additional standards or clarifying specific standards for 
qualification. Additionally, the Historic Preservation Commission would 
consider requiring actual cost estimates and potentially competing bids for 
extraordinary circumstances grants. 

o Landmark and Reviewed-but-demolished Online List – This item will carry 
over onto the 2022 Work Plan. Staff will work on updating a list that could 
be hosted on the City’s website and includes an ever-updating list of 
landmarks as well as properties that have been reviewed but demolished.  
Staff is currently updating the online GIS map that pictures and maps all 
currently Landmarked properties. 

 

 

Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report 

October 18, 2021 
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Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report  

October 18, 2021 
 

2021 Planning Commission Work Plan   Page 2 of 3 
PC – April 8, 2021 

 
 

 2022 Work Plan Recommendations: 
  

o Old Town Overlay Zone District:  The city is midway through this project, 
but likely will not be complete this year and will carry over into 2022, at 
which time the HPC would consider adopting changes recommended by 
the final report. 

o Public Outreach Projects: Staff will work with the Historic Preservation 
Commission to plan the May Plaque Award Ceremony and potential other 
summer outreach events for 2022. 

 
Staff recommends that the Old Town Overlay review and associated work items should 
be included in the City Council work plan. Staff is seeking feedback from Historic 
Preservation Commission if additional items should be recommended for inclusion. 
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	03. 3.17.25 HPC Agenda
	5a_600 Pine
	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

	5b_945 Caledonia
	05.b. 945 Caledonia Staff Report
	HISTORICAL BACKGROUND:
	Information from Gigi Yang, Louisville Historical Museum
	The history of 945 Caledonia is notable for the multiple generations of ownership between two
	families that also inform the close-knit and interconnected family relationships present during Louisville’s early decades. The story of the Latronico and Rice families exemplify the speed with which immigrant laborers built new lives and opportunitie...
	Boulder County’s online records give 1910 as the house’s date of construction. However, the County has sometimes been found to be in error with respect to the date of construction of houses in the area, so other evidence is looked to. In this case, th...
	Philip was working as a coal miner in Marshall after having arrived in the US from Italy in 1881. Philip and Mary lived at 945 Caledonia from the early 1900s until Philip’s death in 1942. Mary, who was also an Italian immigrant, continued to live ther...
	In 1964, Andrew J. and Marie Evon Rice purchased Lot 6 from the LaSalle family and Lots 1-5 from the Rocky Mountain Fuel Company, who had previously retained ownership of the five lots since 1892. These purchases resulted in all six lots being brought...
	ARCHITECTURAL INTEGRITY:
	According to Stories in Places, a residential historic context for Louisville from 2018, the style of the structure located at 945 Caledonia Street is classified as National. The National (Folk) housing form represents the era from 1870-1930 and was a...
	The primary structure appears to maintain integrity in the form of the gabled roof structure, though the changes to the window sizes and openings, siding, and additions compromise the integrity of the original form.
	HISTORIC CONTEXT REPORT:
	The City completed a residential historic context report (Stories in Places: Putting Louisville’s Residential Development in Context) in 2018 that includes a list of recommended and priority properties for preservation. 945 Caledonia Street is not lis...
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ATTACHMENTS:
	1. 945 Caledonia Social History Report
	2. Application Materials

	05.b.1. Attachment 1 (Social History)
	05.b.2. Attachment 2 (App Materials) - PRINT

	6_Comp Plan
	06. HPC Comp Plan Memo 3.17.25
	06.1 Attach 1 (HPC Goals and Strategies 3.17.25)
	06.2 Attach 2 (Future Land Use Summary)

	7_Work Plan
	07. Work Plan Discussion Direction Memo
	Staff is proposing to review the 2025 HPC work plan in two phases:
	There are two goals for the March 17, 2025 meeting:
	Goal 1. Review previous work plans from 2021-2024.
	Staff have provided a list of all HPC work plans from 2021-2024, with notes identifying items that were completed, which are marked in green, and items not completed, which are marked in red (see attachments). Also included in the Preservation Master ...
	Common recurring and incomplete projects from the 2021-2024 work plans include:
	 Coloring book
	 Updates to HPF grants, including maximum award amounts and requirements
	 Various public outreach methods (updated handouts, website improvements, social media, etc.)
	Goal 2. Identify 1-3 key projects to focus on for Q2-Q4 of 2025.
	In the interest of producing the highest success rate for project completion, staff recommend selecting 1-3 key projects to focus on for the remainder of 2025, prioritizing items from previous years that have not been finished.
	Staff will compile discussions from Goal 1 and Goal 2 and draft a proposed work plan format at the April 2025 HPC meeting, where the focus will be shifted to selecting subcommittees and identifying timelines.
	Attachments

	07.1 Attachment 1 (Work Plan 2024)
	07.2. Attachment 2 (Work Plan 2023)
	07.3. Attachment 3 (Annual Goals Memo 2022)
	07.4. Attachment 4 (HPC Workplan Memo 2021)




