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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMITTEE MINUTES                                                                                           

Meeting of November 15, 2021 
 
City Hall Council Chambers (290 North 100 West Logan, UT 84321) www.loganutah.org 

 

The meeting of the Logan City Historic Preservation Committee convened in regular session on 
Monday, November 15, 2021.  Chairman Wilson called the meeting to order at 12:00 p.m. 

 

Committee Members Present: Christian Wilson, Amy Hochberg, Gary Olsen, Bronwyn O’Hara, 
Joseph Needham, Jason Pond, Jennifer Duncan 
 

Committee Members Excused:   
 

Staff Members Present: Mike DeSimone, Russ Holley, Tanya Rice, Debra Geller 
 

Minutes, as written and recorded from the November 1, 2020 meeting, were reviewed.  Jason 
Pond moved that the minutes be approved as submitted.  Jennifer Duncan seconded the motion. 
The motion was approved unanimously.  
 

Cristian Wilson and Gary Olsen both recused themselves from the Committee while the Cache 
Valley Bank façade remodel was being discussed.    
 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

 

STAFF: R. Holley reviewed the request for a certificate of appropriateness to remodel the north 
façade of the Cache valley bank building on the corner of Main Street and 100 North.  Russ 
reviewed the history of this location.  The original building was built in 1902 and the rear addition 
was built in 1949.  In the 1978 survey, the building is listed as “Significant” in the preliminary 
evaluation and the building condition is listed as “Good”.  The 1999 Reconnaissance Level Survey 
(RLS) gives the building an “A” evaluation, meaning the site is considered eligible/significant to the 
historic district, built within the historic period is an excellent example of style or type being 
unaltered or having only minor alterations and retains integrity.  The 2011 RLS also gives the 
building an “A” evaluation.  
 
Russ reviewed the proposed remodel that includes a 20-foot-wide section in the middle of the 100 
North façade that will be demolished and replaced with a new structure.  The new structure 
consists of a dark bronze aluminum curtain wall window system, a new glass doorway, upper 
spandrel glazing, and a new parapet cap. To the West of the new structure, it is proposed to install 
dark bronze metal trim over the existing brick pilasters and the addition of a new dark bronze metal 
horizontal awning over the existing door and windows.  The existing brick on this west section is 
proposed to remain.  
 
Russ asked the committee to determine if this project meets the requirements listed in Chapter 9 of 
the Historic District Design Standards which specifies the historically appropriate methods for 

designing building remodels and building new construction within the historic district.   
 

HPC 21-010 Cache Valley Bank, 100 North Façade Remodel [Certificate of 
Appropriateness] Christian Wilson/Cache Valley Bank, authorized agent/owner, are requesting 
to remodel the existing north façade of the Cache Valley Bank building, Located at 99 North 
Main Street in the Town Center One (TC-1/HD) zone; TIN 06-028-0008.  
             

http://www.loganutah.org/
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Section 9.4: Windows and Bulkhead 

• Original window configurations and bulkheads shall be preserved and maintained (9.4.1.1).  

• New window openings may be appropriate on the sides and rear of historic buildings and should be 
compatible with the historic character of the building (9.4.1.5). 

• Tinted, mirrored or otherwise obscured glass is inappropriate for use in storefront display (9.4.2.2).  
Section 9.5: Doors and Entrances 

• New openings should be limited to the side or rear facades unless required by the International 
Building Code or to meet minimum accessibility requirements (9.5.4).  

Section 9.8: Materials and Finishes 

• Primary historic building materials should be preserved and regularly maintained in place and should 
not be covered (9.8.1). 

• Replacement should be limited to only materials that are damaged beyond repair and should match 
the original (9.8.2).  

• Do not paint surfaces that were not originally painted (9.8.4).  
Section 9.9: Architectural Details 

• The architectural details associated with a historic building are essential to its character, style and 
integrity and should be maintained and preserved (9.9.1).  

• If repair or replacement is necessary, only remove those portions that are damaged or deteriorated 
beyond repair and match them to the original scale, material, design, color and texture (9.9.3).  

• Avoid adding architectural features where none historically existed (9.9.5). 
Section 9.12: General Issues - Accessibility  

• Alterations made to a building or site to meet ADA accessibility requirements should not negatively 
impact character defining spaces, architectural features or finishes (9.12.1).  

Section 9.13: Design for New Construction and Infill 

• A new building should be compatible with the character of the historic district while still being unique 
in its own design (9.13.1.1). 

• The design of the new building should utilize similar orientation, setbacks, scale, height, massing, 
fenestration, and form as adjacent historic buildings on the block (9.13.1.2). 

• Design a new building to include three basic building elements: a base, a middle and a top. 
Architectural detailing and expression vary with the building height (9.13.1.3).  

• Fenestration (arrangement of window and door openings) should be similar to surrounding historic 
buildings, in terms of pattern and proportions (9.13.4.3).  

• New building materials should be similar to traditional materials in terms of scale, proportions, texture 
and scale (9.13.5.2).  

• Key historic elements of a building façade include windows, doors, kickplates, and architectural details 
such as cornices and moldings. New construction should draw from these characteristics in 
surrounding buildings in order to help outline a basis for new buildings to  appropriately fit in with 
established architectural  patterns (9.13.6.1). 

 
Staff feels that this design does not match the existing fenestration patterns and it is not compatible 
with the existing building’s architecture.  The existing building has much smaller window openings, 
a base, and a different cornice style. The proposed large glass wall is out of character with the 
existing buildings.  This design is not appropriate according to the design standards.       
 
J. Needham stated that there is not much to be preserved behind the brick on this section 
proposed for a new remodel.   
 
J. Pond asked if the newer remodeled portion of the building on the west end is considered historic 
and if the same design standards apply to this portion that apply to the original building on the 
corner.   
 
R. Holley said that the newer addition (western portion of the building), was built in 1959, is over 50 
years old, and is considered a historic building. 
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B. O’Hara asked if the new section is considered to be a new structure or a remodel.  R. Holley 
said that it can be considered either way, the historic design standards are basically the same for a 
new construction or remodel. 
 
J. Needham stated that this should be considered new construction because the front and roof are 
being removed and a new structure built.    
 
PROPONENT:  George Daines spoke about the history of the building and how the section they 
are remodeling is not a building, it’s a roof that was hung between the two buildings with a front.  
They are trying to create a transition between the two buildings that does not interfere with either 
building.  The classy way to separate the two different buildings styles is to put glass between 
them.  This will create a lobby area that will have access to all three of the surrounding buildings.  It 
will also be an area that can bring the different historic styles together.  G. Daines went through 
several of the design standards and how this project meets each one. 
 

B. O’Hara asked about the west end of the building.  G. Daines said that all they are doing to that 
portion is adding the metal, they are not removing any of the brick, have contemplated painting or 
staining the existing brick, but will most likely leave the brick as is. 
 

J. Duncan asked what portion the committee is looking at.  R. Holley said the committee needs to 
review everything that has been proposed.     
 
PUBLIC: Christian Wilson spoke about how the new section is just a roof that was added to 
existing walls, with no weight-bearing elements.  To access the upper levels of the eastern 
building, the proposed roof has to be raised in order to accommodate the grand staircase to the 
upper level. New structural elements will be installed in order to help support the proposed roof. 
 
COMMITTEE:  J. Needham talked about the new portion of the building being a “breezeway”, an 
entrance to the three existing buildings.  J. Pond agreed and stated that the proposed project does 
meet the design standards. 
 
A. Hochberg said that the newly remodeled portion on the west end will be a detraction from the 
corner building, but the glass “breezeway” separation between the two buildings will help to make 
the corner building look better.  
 
J. Duncan stated that this glass design is historic and it does looks like a mid-century modern 
building.   
 
B. O’Hara mentioned that the design on the new section does have a defined base, middle and top 
portion that is required in the standards.  She also stated how there are many historic periods that 
need to be represented.  
 
MOTION: Joseph Needham moved that the Historic Preservation Committee conditionally 
approve a certificate of appropriateness for HPC 21-010 with the conditions and findings for 
approval as listed below.  Jason Pond seconded the motion. 
 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
1. Any representations by the proponent at the Historic Preservation Committee hearing that is 

approved shall be incorporated into the final action as conditions of approval and recorded on 
the Certificate of Appropriateness. 

2. The Historic Preservation Committee approves the proposed building materials.  
3. Exterior lighting shall comply with the Land Development Code §17.30.090. 
4. Any new signage requires a separate sign permit to be issued by the Community Development 

Department.  
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5. The proponent is responsible to ensure that any construction is appropriately permitted and 
inspected by the Building Safety Division through timely scheduled inspections. 

6. Failure to comply with any conditions of approval shall void the permit and require a new 
Historic Preservation Committee hearing.  

FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL 

1. The project complies with all requirements imposed by Title 17 of the Logan Municipal Code. 
2. The project is consistent with the objectives and purpose of the General Plan, Title 17 of the 

Logan Municipal Code by helping to maintain the Town Center (TC) zone as the central hub for 
Logan City and Cache Valley, and the preservations of the Center Street Historic District as a 
cultural resource.   

3. The project will be complementary to the surrounding contributing structures inside the district.  
4. The project substantially complies with standards outlined in the Historic District Design 

Standards and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Reconstruction. 
 

Moved: J. Needham  Seconded: J. Pond  Approved: 5 - 0 
  
Yea: J. Needham, B. O’Hara, A. Hochberg, J. Duncan, J. Pond  Nay:  Abstain: 
 
 
The full Historic Preservation Committee reconvened to discuss the proposed modifications to the 
HPC Bylaws. 
 
J. Pond moved that the Historic Preservation Committee approve the updated Bylaws as 
presented during the November 1, 2021 meeting.  B. O’Hara seconded the motion. 
 
Moved: J. Pond  Seconded: B. O’Hara  Approved: 7 - 0 
  
Yea: J. Needham, B. O’Hara, A. Hochberg, J. Duncan, J. Pond, C. Wilson, G. Olsen  
 
Nay:  Abstain: 
 
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 1:08 p.m. 

 
 
 
 
Minutes approved as written for the Logan City Historic Preservation Committee meeting 
held on November 15, 2021. 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Michael A. DeSimone     Christian Wilson 
Community Development Director   Historic Preservation Committee Chairman 
 
 
 
___________________________________   
Amanda Hovey        
Administrative Assistant 
 


