KINUTES OF TRE 270tk STATRD MERTING OF THE PEILADELPFHLA HISTORICAL COMMISSION

3 May 1983

F. Ottt Eass, Chsairman

Pregent: Jguet 5. Elein, Vice Chairman (Actiung Chalrman im Mr. Bass' sbsence).
Bivard Pinkowski .
Peul Dsegan, Deputy Commissioner, Deparcment of Public Property :
¥el C. Mogensen, Executive Assistant Dizector of Finance
Harbert ¥. Levy, A.I.A., Architectural idviscer to the Commission
Kennath Cooper, Assistant City Sollicitor, Law Dapartaeant
Bichard Tyler, Historian
Paetriels Siemionthkowski, Architectural Histeriszn
Jafferzson M. Moak, Execuzive Secratary

Unlese otherwise noted, 2ll actions tsken hereim are the
vesultas of motions courrectly mede, seconded and csrried.

THE HINUTES of the 268th Ststed Meeting of the Philadalphia
Bistorical Commission, 3 March 1983, wvere reviewed, spproved
and divected to be filed.

THEE REPORT of the Architectural Commitcee for 20 April 1983,
Rerbert W, Levy, A.I.A., Chairman, Axchizecterai Advisor
to the Commission. The Repert of the Architectural Committse
for 20 April 1983 was reviewed by the Commission. Action ,
o 908-%10 Spruce Street was tabled pendimg the sybmission }
and review of an isometric or a perspective drawing to show ‘
the rear elevation of these properties ia thresz dimeasions.
Excapt for thies single i{tem, tha Report of the Architectural
Committes for Z0 April 1983 was approved sad directed to be
filed with the official copy ¢of the mivutes. Concerning
102, 104 auad 106 Arch Street, the Commicsion rezommended the
use of 2 i1ime based mortar in repointing the masonry. It
was noted, in wvegard to 238-244 South &th Street, that 2
merber of the Architectural Committee or the Coumission staff
will examine preparad test srezs before any extemsive cleaning
or repointing is undartaken on these prepertise.

- V2

THE REPORT on Philadelphis Historical Commission Staff Activities
for ¥arch &nd Asvil, Richard Tyler, Bigtorian. Mr. Tyier
@¢laborated on saveral iteme memtioned in che Mavch-i4pril
report lucluwding the Advocate Community Develspment Corpors-
tion‘s Adopt s Block progrem, 2 propossd Broad Streer Ratiocmnel
Regiater dietvict and the cuvrrent statur of the lawsuit
concerning 17tk snd Locust Styects, Folliowing some digscuseion,
tka Bistorier's veport was approved and divacied to be filed
with tbae officizl copy of the siuvutas.




STATED MEETING 2 5 May 1983

OLD BUSINESS

Certification Objecticns. Mr. Mosk presented to the Comumission
nembeze & iist of preperties whose ownerse wither objected to
the certification of theiy buildings or requested that certi-
fiestisn be postponed. The Commirsion membare ravieved the
liet and voted to refer each of these properties tack to the
Committee on Cextification for 1its review and & recommendation.

Ovdinance Prngress Report. The Commission'’s Historian veported
to the Historical Commissicon on the progrese scheivaed in the
formulatlon of & new preservation ordinance. A copy of the
Historian's report is attached asz an official part of this
Minunte,

There bsiag no farther businessa, the meeting sdjcurned at 4:25 P.M,

Respeciielly submitced,

Patriclis Sieviontkoweki
Architectaral Historlan




REPORT OW MERTINGS OF THE oaux&iﬁcs COMMETTER

11 Mey 19583

»hs Crdinsnce Committee, cousiating of Myra., Klein and
Megsts. Mogewsen and Lavy, held three meetinge with the
Commicsion staff and Kenneth Cecper, Deputy City Solleitor,
and discussed the drafe ordipsnce in coneiderable detail,

The merbers of the Committee ralsed s variety of
fundpeental fssuas in thass meetingse. Al}l three wmembars
questioned the need, desirability and functiocn of the creatiocn
of an authority to estabif{sh historic districts. The inclu-
gion of sn historic distrxict jurisdictior in the draft rested
on three poiunts. PFlret, meingtresn preservation has relled
primarily on éistvictes for over ¢ dacsde, for the concern of
prasesvationists has expanded beyond mevrely an interest in
the single laudmark te the protection of = historic am-
bience. Indeed, Fenmnsylvania®e enabling legielation, which
sxempts cities of the first and secound class, provides
only for districta, and Philedelphia’s predecsssors in the
establishment of histovical commissions, 2.g., New Orleans
and Charlescon, limitsad presevvation activity to defined
diztrictn. Sscond, district ovdlusnces snd daszignations
encounter lass difficulty in the courte than landmaerk
eartificecions. Zonlug affords 2 parallel; the courts
regularly gtrike dovm spot zoain; and upheld district zoning.
Third, to meet the criteria of curremt faderal legisiation
eud ragulatione fer certificition of & locel orvdinance and
thus the axtension of the federasl tax iacentives for preservae-
tion, 2 wmunicipality must autherize the erzation of hiastoric
dimtriet¢s, Thess thres points «id not fully satisfy the
Commictss. In thelr discupeion, they axpreseed concarnm
about posgibla hardahips iwmpossd upon ownars of limited
meaans 1la districts and abount the adequacy of che procaes for
notification to owners in districte under counsideration for
desigoation. They eleso theught thst we shoulid not be
propalled precipitouely to revis: the existing cordinance by
economlic considerstions 2uch as ‘hs federal tax lacsatives.
FYollowliag cowment on the Commiseion’s tradition of resasom~
zbleneas and pragmatism and on thi importance of resl estate
cecnonics to historle proservatioes, the Committse askad the
Ristorige ¢o prapave &8 wricten strntamont on the need fov
bistorie dilsiricces.

Tha provisica fovr the revisw of the dasign of new
congiveefion vithie historic dlerricts svoused sevious dounbis




CRDINANCE COMMITTEE 2 11 Hay 1981

smong the conmitteé maxbars, the City Plamning Commission
staff and members of the Havor's Development Couaecil. In
part this opposittoa racted on the question of am historical
commigsion’s asseasing the quality and appropriateness of
contempovary desigu in a dizerict, and in part it stemmed
from a fear of imposing yet another review procedure on the
developmant process. Thae Ristorical Commiesion statf is,

2t best, swbivalaent sbout inecludimg this jurisdiection ium the
ordinsnce. The Law Departwent hes been asked to delete all
references in the draft to-s contrel over new design and
conetruction in historic distrieéts.

The composition of the Comsission elicited comment from
a variety of sources, including the Committae. For axample,
the pending relocation of the City Planning Coumissgion to
Onz Reading Center arvoused concern that the present close .
cocperasion between cthe two Comnissiocns could bz lost. Out
of thiz and a recognition of the pleaning function of prew~
servation, it was recommendod thet the Chairman of the 01ey
Planning Commiseion or his designee sii on the Historical
Cowmission as a non-voting, ax officic aembper. sigzlggly,
oving tc the Commission's rclm 4% the reaview of buildimg, and
demolition permite, the co-mitteﬁ suggested the inclusion -
of tha Coumissionaer of Licenpes und Inspections in the '‘same
uanner 23 the Chairmam of the c&ty Planning Comnilnicn.

Meubers of the Committaa e#@renaed reservations lbout
some of the proposed powers, the Format and the lnngnpac of
tha draft ordinence. In Sectfion %, Mr. Mogonsen chaﬁlﬁhgcd
subsection (&) which would nllow ‘the Commission to adopt - .
criteris for certification heyoué those anumerated inm the !
draft under Section 5. All uenbers questioned the absence of
en explicit provision for the oversight of the Commission's
activicties.  The formst yislded considerable diacuasion about
the nead to divide the text into many subsections. The
format, ss drafted, follows the common practice of City
Courcil and couforms to the expectations of the courts; in
sddition, it ensbles rsady saverability in the event of a
successful conetitytional Lest of any epecific saction or
subsaction. Format alsc bnare on clarity. MYeumbers of the
Committee found that some words, phrases and sections lacked
clarity. They particularly ncted Section 2, definiciona, and
Section 7 (1), 1asauance of peruits for buildings under com~
sideration for certificsation. Thsse Lasuer, format and
clarvity, lad¢ Mr. Mogensen io redreft the proposed ordinance
into essecitially paragraph pross. Thy Law Departnent and

staff coatinue to work on these matters ard tha Copmittee's
gueationrs und recommsudstiong.




ORDINAHNCE COMMITTER 3 1} May 1983

the many points raized by the Committee as well as by
the scaff snd by the Law Department internally took the Law
Depsrtment back to the City Charter and its provisioms for
cowninsions and boards. Together, the Committee's delibera-
tions, the staff and Lav Department coasultations and the
Charter research have required modification of the original
draft. A new proposal should ba avsilable for further review
after the adoption of the budget for PFiazcal Yezxr 1984.

Respectfully submitted,

Richard Tyler
Historimn




