NOTICE OF SPECIAL MEETING
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
THURSDAY
October 27, 2022
6:00 PM
Snohomish Carnegie (lower level), 105 Cedar Avenue
remote on-line/telephone access via Zoom:
ONLINE Zoom remote meeting access: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82300893614
Or call in at (253) 215-8782 and use Meeting ID# 823 0089 3614

AGENDA
1.

CALL TO ORDER: Roll Call

2.

PUBLIC COMMENT: Public comment on items not on the agenda.

3.

APPROVE the minutes of the September 14, 2022, regular meeting.

4.

ACTION ITEM:
DRB File:
Applicant:
Proposed:
Location:
1)
2)
3)
4)

22-14-DRB (P. 1)
Maygen Hetherington for HDSA
String lights
First Street streetscape
Staff presentation
Comments from applicant
Public comment
DRB deliberation and recommendation

5.

DISCUSSION ITEM: INDIVIDUAL DESIGN REVIEWS Staff summary of
individual member reviews from the preceding month. (P. 12)

6.

ADJOURN

NEXT MEETING: The next regular meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, November 9,
2022, at 6:00 p.m., at the Snohomish Carnegie, 105 Cedar Avenue, with remote access
available.
Specialized accommodations will be provided with 5 days advanced notice. Contact the City Clerk’s office at 360568-3115. This organization is an Equal Opportunity Provider.

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MINUTES
SNOHOMISH CARNEGIE BUILDING
105 CEDAR AVENUE, SNOHOMISH, WA
AND ONLINE VIA ZOOM
September 14, 2022
6:00 p.m.

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Joelle Blair
Phil Baldwin
Sarah Uplinger
Yumi Roth, Chair
MEMBERS ABSENT:
Joan Robinett-Wilson
1.

STAFF:
Brooke Eidem, Planner
Tom Kreinbring, Assistant Planner
Katie Hoole, Permit Coordinator
OTHERS PRESENT:
Five attendees

CALL TO ORDER: Roll Call

Ms. Roth called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. and roll was called.
2.

PUBLIC COMMENT: Public comment on items not on the agenda.

There were no public comments on items not on the agenda.
3.

APPROVE the minutes of the March 9, 2022, regular meeting.

Mr. Baldwin moved to approve the minutes as written, and Ms. Uplinger seconded. The motion
passed, 4-0.
4.

ACTION ITEM:

a.

DRB File 22-13-DRB Garage door modification at 606 First Street
The applicant proposes to create a commercial storefront by removing an existing
garage door and replacing it with a wood- or vinyl-clad man door with dark hardware, a
vinyl-clad storefront window to match the others on the home, and a bulkhead below.
The storefront design is typical of the early Snohomish.
Ms. Eidem reviewed the applicable design standards. The result would be a commercial
use in a primarily residential structure, with a home-based business in the garage. The
residential standards don’t quite fit in this context, so with the exception of the window
standards, the commercial standards were used.
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The Board agreed the vinyl window was appropriate in this context as it is consistent
with existing windows on the structure. The window and property characteristics were
discussed. The Board noted the man door must be wood in order to be consistent with
applicable standards.
Mr. Baldwin moved to recommend approval of the proposal as submitted with the
exception of specifying a wood door. Ms. Uplinger seconded and the motion passed 40.
b.

DRB File 22-11-DRB Addition and alteration of the Snohomish Readiness Center at
1501 Avenue D
The proposal is for a 6,600 square foot addition to the National Guard Armory building at
1501 Avenue D. The addition is intended to complement the existing structure and
replicate the original window pattern from 1955. Ms. Eidem provided an overview of the
submittal including slideshow.
Ms. Eidem reviewed the applicable standards, and noted the bulkhead standard is not
met. Mr. Baldwin asked for clarification as to what “bulkhead” means as part of this
project; Ms. Eidem provided the definition. Ms. Roth asked if there was a difference
when the project was an addition to an existing building, and Ms. Eidem explained that the
standard applies only to the addition.
Ms. Eidem explained that if the Board agreed a bulkhead is inappropriate in the context
of the building, the motion could include findings to justify a determination of equivalence
to approve the design without a bulkhead. The applicant will need to request the
determination, citing the Board’s findings.
Ms. Blair moved to recommend approval of the proposal as presented with a finding in
favor of a deviation from the standard in SMC14.214.540(B)(5) because the building
appears more historically appropriate without a bulkhead. Ms. Uplinger seconded and
the motion passed 4-0.

5.

DISCUSSION ITEM: INDIVIDUAL DESIGN REVIEWS

Staff presented eight individual design reviews that were conducted since the last meeting.
6.

ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at 6:51 p.m.
Approved this 27th day of October, 2022.

By: ________________________________________________________
Yumi Roth, Chair
Meeting attended and minutes prepared by Katie Hoole
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DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
STAFF REPORT
Design Review Number:

22-14-DRB

Meeting Date:

Applicant:

Maygen Hetherington for HDSA

Property Address:

Historic District streetscape

Application Date:

September 27, 2022

Project Description:

String lights

Land Use Designation:

HBD

Compliance with Title 14:

No land use issues have been identified.

October 27, 2022

Requested Review:

Detailed

Subject Proposal:
The applicant is proposing to install temporary string lights along the roofline of buildings
throughout First Street, from Avenue D to Union Avenue. String lights similar to those shown in
the photo examples on the following pages would be clipped to the buildings for easy removal
and replacement. The clips would remain, caulked to the surface of the roof. The applicant’s
argument in favor of the proposal is on page 3 below.
Applicable Design Standards: Historic District Design Standards
Standard
Section III. Commercial Alterations
C.7 Building Lighting

Traditionally, exterior lights that were mounted to buildings were simple in character and were used to highlight signs,
entrances, and ground floor details. If building lights are proposed, special attention should be given to the character of
fixtures and level of lighting. If used, building lighting should be used to accent building entrances, architectural details,
and signs. If present, historic fixtures should be retained wherever possible, and adapted for modern use with new
bulbs or fittings.

a. Building light fixtures shall be shielded from the sky and adjacent properties to prevent glare.
b. Uplighting shall only be allowed when the glare will be interrupted by building features, such as a cornice or sill.
c. New lighting fixtures shall be consistent with the character and scale of the building. Conduit and junction boxes
shall be concealed. Recessed and canned lights are inappropriate when visible from the street.
d. The use of neon, continuous or generally continuous LED tubing, and similar linear illumination for building
ornamentation is prohibited.

Staff analysis:
The intent of standard C.7.d. is to preclude tube lights similar to that shown in the “inconsistent”
photo on page 16 of the Historic District Design Standards (section III.C.7). String lights such
as those put up on a temporary basis for holiday decoration have previously been considered
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Action Item 4
part of this standard, due to the terms, “generally continuous” and “similar linear illumination”. In
this case the applicant is requesting an interpretation of the standard per SMC 14.225.030(C).
The matter rests on the interpretation of the word continuous, and whether the Board feels
string lights are appropriate in the Historic District.
When a word is not defined in the Municipal Code, the common definition is used. In this case,
continuous is not defined. The dictionary definition is “forming an unbroken whole; without
interruption.” Staff’s belief is that the string lights being proposed do not fit this definition, due to
the interruptions between light sources.
Another consideration is the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. Lighting is
not specifically addressed, however Standard 9 relates to alterations to existing buildings:
9. 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 environment.
The proposal will not destroy materials. The historic integrity of each property will be protected,
and architectural features will be accented rather than destroyed. Lights will be installed with
clips that can be removed if necessary.
The Board is requested to make findings and a recommendation to the Planning Director.
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To:
City of Snohomish Design Review Board
116 Union Ave
Snohomish, WA 98290
From:
Historic Downtown Snohomish Association
21 Avenue A, Suite 1
Snohomish, WA 98290
Re: Roofline lighting on First Street
To the Design Review Board,
Please consider our proposal for installing temporary lighting on the roof line of First Street from
Ave D to Union Street. This installation would be temporary, for the months of November and
December 2022. The buildings affected would be on both the North and South sides of First
Street beginning with 1234 First Street (North side) and 1201 First Street (South side) ending at
902 First Street (North side) and 901 First Street (South side). The installation will be done by
way of clips, caulked to the surface of the roof. While the clips will remain intact, the lights can
be easily added to and removed from the clips (see photo attached to the application). In
regards to the compliance of the review standards, please see the bullet point list below:
• “If used, building lighting should be used to accent building entrances, architectural
details,…”
The skylines (roof lines) ARE a part of the buildings’ architectural detail.
• “Building light fixtures shall be shielded from the sky and adjacent properties to prevent
glare.”
“Glare” is shining intensely and blindingly (usually at or near eye level and an uncomfortable
visual sensation caused by excessive and uncontrolled brightness). Roof line lighting will not
create human-level “glare.”
• “d. The use of neon, continuous or generally continuous LED tubing, and similar linear
illumination for building ornamentation is prohibited.”
The lighting project is not continuous but rather each building’s independent roof line. We are
not using continuous LED tubing or neon. The lighting begins and ends with each building.
Secondly, there are several store fronts on first street who currently display lights, like what we
are proposing, on their buildings. Namely; 1010 Second Street, 1011 Second Street, 1024 First
Street, 1101 First Street, 1104 First Street, 906 First Street, 101 Union Ave, 801 First Street,
709 First Street, 610 First Street, 609 First Street, 1001 First Street, 115 Avenue A. Please see
attached photos.
• “What should be considered when lighting heritage properties, monuments or protected
sites? Historic England’s Senior Building Services Engineer, Geraldine O’Farrell outlined
a few of the points included in the guidance that are particularly important: Lighting
should give an added dimension and greater night time presence which enhances key
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•

architectural features as well as any national, local, social or heritage significance,
especially in a historic district, adding to continuity and significance.” The Historic District
is a large part of Snohomish used by the general public for walking, shopping and
socializing, but most of it is unlit or poorly lit at night. By adding roof line lighting to each
building, the District remains an attraction and a reason for people to visit - even in
darkness which arrives early in Fall and Winter months. The lighting can be managed for
on and off times to conserve energy by way of timers. The external lighting would be
inconspicuous and be respectful of the historic fabric of each building in the District and
the District as a whole.
“Architectural Character --- Identifying the Visual Aspects of Historic Buildings as an Aid
to Preserving their Character.” The Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties embody two important goals: 1) the preservation of
historic materials and, 2) the preservation of a building’s distinguishing character. Every
old building is unique, with its own identity and its own distinctive character. Character
refers to all those visual aspects and physical features that comprise the appearance of
every historic building, from up close visually and from afar. Character-defining elements
include the overall shape of the building, its materials, craftsmanship, decorative details,
interior spaces and features, and various aspects of its site and environment. Raising
awareness for a building or place in need can be tough, and more often than not, the
place in question is overlooked, forgotten, or outside the public eye. How can you bring it
back into the spotlight? One good method is to shine a light on it. Literally. Lighting a
building can have a profound effect on the way other community members see a space.
It can help people remember the structure’s earlier days, inspire new ideas for adaptive
reuse, or just show people that someone cares.
https://www.slideshare.net/PreservationNation/9-tips-for-lighting-a-building (National
Trust for Historic Places)

Proposed lighting clips
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Photo Examples
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Discussion Item 5
Date:

October 27, 2022

To:

Design Review Board

From:

Brooke Eidem, Planner

Subject:

Summary of Individual Member Design Reviews; September 9, 2022 – October 17,
2022
___________________________________________________________________________
There were no individual design reviews conducted the previous month.
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