


















Applicant's Supplement to his Application
For HL 9-18-Certificate of Approval for

Demolition -180 NE 7th Street, McMinnville

Applicant, Harold Washington, submits the following additional narrative in
support of his application for a Certificate of Approval for the demolition of the structure
located at 180 NE 7th Street, McMinnville, Oregon. Applicant wishes to clarify that he is
applying on behalf of Schoko Properties, LLC and Urban Mark, LLC.

Criteria B2. The economic use of the historic resource and the

reasonableness of the proposed action and their relationship to the historic
resource preservation or renovation.

As stated in the Application, the structure has no current economic use. A major
renovation would be required in order for the structure to have a current economic use.

Applicant provided the City with a cost estimate of approximately $510,000 for
such renovation. The estimate is from an unrelated independent third party as
Washington Roofing is a company no longer owned by Applicant. In addition,
Application herewith submits a second renovation estimate. (See attached estimate.)
This one from Weeks Construction, Inc., a company in which Applicant also has no
interest. After deducting line item #3 of $9,000 for Demolition, Haul Off and Disposal,
this estimate is in the sum of $458,880.00 to bring the resource to its prior commercial
use code standard.

For many years the structure has been in commercial use. Applicant purchased
the property less than a year ago for $200,000. (See attached Statutory Warranty
Deed.) If an additional approximately $450,000 were spent on rehabilitation, the total
cost to applicant would be approximately $650,000 for a structure with less than 1,000
square feet of useable main floor space. All of this to preserve a third tier resource.
Applicant submits this is an action that is beyond what a reasonable person would take
for the preservation of such a resource.

Criteria B3. The value and significance of the historic resource.

Staff makes the point that the house next door to the west of this house was
constructed in almost the same architectural form. (See p 16 of Staff Report.) While
this on the one hand may create a continuity of historic resources in the area (one of 3),
its loss will still leave remaining a "twin" which is in very good condition. If the
Committee were to choose the alternative of offering the subject house to the public for
movement to another site, the subject house may continue as a renovated resource at
another location. If renovation meets the reasonableness standard, that is someone
deems the resource to be of a value and significance as to merit its preservation at
another site, then the resource may be preserved by a third party. If no third party is
willing to move and rehabilitate the resource, the Committee could conclude the
resource does not meet this test. See Applicant's proposal under Criteria B8 on p 4
hereof to enhance such an opportunity to a third party.
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