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Owner
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910 N. Leroux St., Fiagstaff, AZ 86001

Project Name

910 N.Leroux Facade Restoration
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Property CYes B No Listed individually on the National or Arizona Register of Historic Places?
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Submittal Requirements

An application to the Heritage Preservation Commission and Historic Preservation Officer shall contain at
least the following information:

1. Completed Application including all signatures and payment of fees. If applying for multiple types of
HPC reviews only one fee is collected at the time of the first application for the same work.

2. An electronic copy and one copy of drawings or documents as needed to describe the proposal, which
may include Cultural Resource Studies, a Site Plan, Floor Plans, Exterior Elevations, Building Sections,
Exterior Details, Lighting Plan, and a Landscape Plan. All drawings shall be drawn to scale and
dimensioned, and shall clearly and accurately represent the natural and built conditions of the context
area and the project, including both existing conditions and proposed work.

3. Photographs of the context, including the property, surrounding properties, and the neighborhood.
A Color Board depicting all exterior materials and finishes associated with the work (if requested).

5. Proof of ownership, or letter of authorization from the current property owner, if the applicant and
owner are not the same.

6. Statement of approval from a subdivision or property owners association, if applicable.

Any other information which the applicant feels would be helpful and/or pertinent to the request.

8. Any other information as may be required by the Historic Preservation Officer or Heritage Preservation
Commission to assist in the review of the requested application.

N

Timing of Submission and Completeness Review

The Heritage Preservation Commission meets to review applications monthly on the third Wednesday of
the month. If you are submitting an application for a Historic Signs and Facades Grant, the Community
Development counter must receive your application by the submittal deadline posted to the Heritage
Preservation program website.

In order for your item to be added to an agenda, the Heritage Preservation Officer (HPO) must deem the
application complete and the information in it correct within 5 working days. The HPO will contact
applicants for additional information as necessary.

Historic Signs and Facades Grant are provided at the discretion of the Commission based on the criteria in
the grant guidelines posted to the City’s website. Grants are administered by the HPO and they are
available for consultation through the process. Documentation of completed work and receipts must be
provided within one year of approval by the Commission or an extension must be applied for in order to
receive reimbursement.

Before submitting for a grant related to a sign, a permanent sign application must be submitted, and
comments returned to the owner. If the application pertains to a historic sign that does not conform to
current regulations of Permanent Signs (10-50.100) or meet the criteria for a non-conforming sign (10-
20.60.110) then the Heritage Preservation Commission must first determine that the sign meets the criteria
of an Individual Signs of Historic or Cultural Significance (10-30.30.040.E) and may require the sign be
placed in a Landmark Overlay.

We encourage you to reach out early in designing your projects so that the HPO may assist.
HPO contact information: Lauren Clementino, Phone: (928) 213-2633; Email: Iclementino@flagstaffaz.gov
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Project Description

See attached file: "910 Project Description"

Explanation of how the project meets the applicable sections of the Zoning Code, Grant Guidelines
and Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

Not Applicable

Insert additional pages if necessary
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City of Flagstaff Community Development Division
211 W. Aspen Ave P: (928) 213-2618

Flagstaff, AZ 86001 F: (928) 779-7684 -
www.flagstaff.az.gov HPC-G

Summary Statement of Significance:

National Register of Historic Places documentation or a Cultural Resource Study can be submitted in lieu of
completing this page to demonstrate significance (Attach additional pages as necessary).

The significance of a resource is generally based on its potential to contribute to our understanding of the past.
An object, structure, site, place, or area is significant if:

a. Itis associated with events or persons in the architectural, engineering, archeological, scientific,
technological, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of the
City of Flagstaff, the State of Arizona, or the United States of America.

b. It embodies distinctive characteristics of type, period, region, artistic values, or methods of
construction, including being the oldest of its type or the best example of its type, or, if it represents
the work of, or for, an important individual.

c. Aresource is generally not significant if it is less than fifty (50) years old, or, if the features, materials,
patterns, and relationships that establish its significance are no longer present or no longer have
integrity. The integrity of a resource is judged by how evident the general character of the significant
period is, the degree to which the characteristics that define its significance are present, and the
degree to which incompatible elements are reversible.

Original Construction Date:
See attached file: "910 Summary Statement"

Describe Previous Major Alterations (Include dates and changes of use):
See attached file: "910 Summary Statement"”

Describe the Significance of the Resource (In terms of A. or B., and C., above):
See attached file: "910 Summary Statement"

Source(s) of Information Used:
See attached file: "910 Summary Statement"

Describe the Level of Integrity of the Resource (Existing and proposed):
See attached file: "910 Summary Statement"”
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Preservation Budget Summary:

Complete this section only for consideration of Historic Sign and Facades Grants (Attach additional pages
as necessary). Ensure all work proposed for the grant meets the Grant Guidelines)

Total Construction Budget (including matching fund provided by the applicant):

Preservation Work Budget Detail:

Item of Preservation Work: Total Cost: Grant Matching
Request: Funds:
EXAMPLE: New siding and paint 56,000 53,000 53,000
Totals:
Notes:

1. Grantrequest cannot exceed 50% of Project Costs.

2. Grant request cannot exceed $10,000 for Level 1 projects and $20,000 for Level 2 projects.

3. Grant recipient or property owner labor cannot be used as matching funds.

4. Attach estimates, quotes and prices to verify the budget.

Reimbursement Requirements

Once the grant is approved, the property owner will need to submit a W-9 to the City of Flagstaff
before requesting reimbursement.

To request reimbursement, the property owner must provide documentation of completed work
including photos and paid invoices/receipts and have had at least one onsite inspection by the
Heritage Preservation Officer. The Heritage Preservation Officer may be consulted throughout the
project to confirm that ongoing work is in compliance with the Grant approval.
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910 N. LEROUX FACADE RESTORATION
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The subject property is a single-family residence, built in 1937, of native stone construction
on the 1st level and frame construction on the 2" level.

The gable ends are stucco over frame with nominal 1” X 4” and 1” X 6” pine trim boards
separating the stucco panels. On the south and west gable ends, the stucco and trim
board finishes, as well as the trim boards themselves, are greatly deteriorated.

The 1t floor is some nine feet above street level, rendering the west face and gable end
dramatically visible from Leroux St., and to a lesser extent from Columbus. The south
gable end is somewhat visible from both Leroux St. and Columbus.

The proposed project consists of replacing the deteriorated 1”’X4” and 1”X6” stucco trim
boards, and painting said trim boards, stucco, fascia and soffit as outlined above.

MATERIALS
1) TRIM BOARDS

Existing 1” X4” and 1” X 6” trim boards (i.e., boards inset into the stucco) will be replaced
on the south and west gable ends (those on the north gable end are in good condition).
Replacement boards will be solid pine dimension lumber (as in the original construction),
selected and milled specifically for use as trim boards (and available locally at Homco).
No composite, man-made, or artificially textured materials will be used. Because cupping,
twisting, etc., can be particularly pronounced in exterior nominal 1” lumber with south and
west exposures, these boards will be carefully inspected at purchase for grain structures
that minimize the occurence of such defects.

Trim boards required: (2)@32.66 = $65.32 1”X6”X16’ (south horizontal trim)
(2)@22.50 = $45.00 1”X6”X12’ (west horizontal trim)

(2)@19.64 = $39.28 1”X4”X16’ (upright trim boards)

$149.60 + $14.05(tax) = $163.65(total)
Prices valid at Homco as of 4/11/26.
2) COLORS/PAINTS

Paint shall be Sherwin-Williams (SW) “Emerald” exterior (SW’s best), in the following
colors.



Rookwood Jade (SW #2812), from SW’s “Exterior Historic” and “Historic (Victorian)” color
collections [stucco panels]

Borscht (SW #7578), from SW’s “Timeless Colors” collection [1”X4” and 1”X6” stucco trim
boards]. SW describes the colors in this collection as “steeped in tradition with classic,
enduring style.”

Polished Mahogany (SW #2838), from SW’s “Exterior Historic” and “Historic (Arts &
Crafts)” color collections [fascia and soffits]. This color is very similar to the original dark
brown trim color, and an excellent match to the replacement 2™ story Loewen windows.



910 N. LEROUX FACADE RESTORATION
SUMMARY STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Original Construction Date: 1937

Describe Major Alterations (include dates and changes of use): To my knowledge, there have
been no major alterations.

Describe the Significance of the Resource (in terms of a or b, and c, above):

a. The home was occupied by the Webber family from its completion until probably the early
1990s. It was purchased by Robert “Bob” Montoya of Sun Mountain Realty who rented it out for a
shorttime. It was purchased in 1994 by myself and my late wife, Katherine Cook-Bowman.
Webber owned the local Chevron oil distributorship, and was active in community affairs, including
serving on the Flagstaff City Council.

b. The property was submitted for listing on the National Register in 1996 (but denied, in part
because it did not lie in a pre-determined historic district). As such, rather extensive
documentation of the property exists and is readily available upon request, including newspaper
articles noting the home’s construction, and photographs of the newly completed structure which
also depict the neighborhood.

| view the home as exhibiting elements of the California bungalow, craftsman, and Tudor revival
styles. While other examples of such style exist in Flagstaff, they are by no means common, and
the particular combination of architectural elements may indeed be unique to our town. Note that
the immensely labor-intensive stone masonry work, using native malpais stone, is of exemplary
quality.

c. To my knowledge (and as corroborated by photographic evidence), the home’s exterior, as well
as the overall street view, are essentially unchanged from their original 1937 as-built appearance,
apart from the garage railing, which is both more representative of a Craftsman home and more
attractive.

Source(s) of Information Used:
Coconino Sun: Sept. 24, 1937; “Ken Webber is Building Home”
Coconino Sun: Nov. 13, 1957; “Ken Webber Dies in Flag, Was 55”

Describe the Level of Integrity of the Resource (existing and proposed): The integrity of the
structure and its context is fully intact. The structure itself is almost entirely original. The garage
door and front entry door have been replaced. The original non-compliant, 4” X 4” wood railing over
the stone garage has been replaced with a steel railing in a period, Craftsman motif.

The original steel, single-glazed second story windows have been replaced with Loewen aluminum
clad wood windows which were special-ordered to reproduce the grille pattern of the original
windows.

The proposed work would in no way compromise the subject property’s integrity.



910 FACADE RESTORATION

Budget

Total Construction Budget: 7,458.09

Item Cost Grant Request Matching Funds
Certa_Pro 6594.44 3,297.22 3,297.22

Trim Boards 163.65 81.82 81.82

Trim labor (est.) 700.00 350.00 350.00

$7458.09 $3729.04 $3729.04






SW 2838
Polished Mahogany
Arts & Crafts

Light reflective valué: 3 (dark)

Valor de reflectancia deé luz: 3 (oscuro)

Complementary colors
Colores complementarios

SW 7530 Barcelona Beige 285-C4
SW 2842 Roycroft Suede

) SHERWIN-WILLIAMS.

sherwin-williams.com 1-800-4SHERWIN
©2015 The Sherwin-Williams Company
Samples approximate the actual paint color.
Las muestras se aproximan al color real de la pintura

6504-99692

i

SW 7578 276-C2
Borscht

Gray primer recommended

Se recomienda usar primer gris

Light reflective value: 6 (dark)
Valor de reflectancia de luz: 6 (oscuro)

Complementary colors
Colores complementarios
SW 7010 White Duck
SW 6120 Believable Buff
SW 9108 Double Latte

5 SHERWIN-WVILLIAMS.

sherwin-williams.com 1-800-4SHERWIN
©2015 The Sherwin-Williams Company

Samples approximate the actual paint color.
Las muestras se aproximan al color real de la pintura.

6505-02032

A

SW 2812
Rookwood Jade

Victorian

Light reflective value: 33 (medium)
Valor de reflectancia de luz: 33 (intermedio)

Complementary colors
Colores complementarios

SW 7527 Nantucket Dune 285-C2
SW 2843 Roycroft Brass

SHERWIN-WILLIAMS.

-willlams.com 1-800-4SHERWIN

ompany

Samples approxir aint color,
Las muestras se aprox eal de la pintura,
6504-99452 CS04/24
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