Historic Preservation Services
Community Development & Neighborhood Services
281 N. College Ave.

Fort Collins, CO 80524

970.224.6078
preservation@fcgov.com
fcgov.com/historicpreservation

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
ISSUED: August 20, 2025
EXPIRATION: August 20, 2026
Matt Westenhaver
1700B Brookhaven Cir.
Fort Collins, CO 80525

Dear Property Owner:

This letter provides you with confirmation that the proposed changes to your designated historic
property, the J.L. Van Horn Property at 1111 Remington St., have been approved by the City’s
Historic Preservation Division because the proposed work meets the criteria and standards in
Chapter 14, Article 1V of the Fort Collins Municipal Code as well as the requirements of Section
5.8.1 of the Land Use Code.

1) Replacement of settling, non-original rear enclosed porch with similarly designed
enclosed porch with slightly larger footprint, engineered wood lap siding, wood double-
hung windows, wood French doors facing west/rear yard (see attachments), black
architectural asphalt shingles, and painted in Behr Melting Icicles and Black

2) Repair and tuckpointing of brick on southwest corner of house

a. Due to the age of the home, type N or O mortar must be used. Using a harder
mortar may damage the softer brick. Care must also be taken to match the color
and application of the existing mortar to blend the repair in with the rest of the
home.

Notice of the approved application will be provided to building and zoning staff to facilitate the
processing of any permits that are needed for the work. Please note that all ensuing work must
conform to the approved plans. Any non-conforming alterations are subject to stop-work orders,
denial of Certificate of Occupancy, and restoration requirements and penalties.

If the approved work is not completed prior to the expiration date noted above, you may apply
for an extension by contacting staff at least 30 days prior to expiration. Extensions may be
granted for up to 12 additional months, based on a satisfactory staff review of the extension
request.

Property owners can appeal staff design review decisions by filing a written notice of appeal to

the Director of Community Development & Neighborhood Services within fourteen (14) days of
this decision. If you have any questions regarding this approval, or if I may be of any assistance,
please do not hesitate to contact me. | can be reached at yjones@fcgov.com or at 970-224-6045.

Sincerely,

Yani Jones, Historic Preservation Planner


mailto:preservation@fcgov.com
https://library.municode.com/co/fort_collins/codes/municipal_code?nodeId=CH14LAPR_ARTIVDEREPRALDERE_S14-52STISPE
mailto:yjones@fcgov.com

Applicable
Code
Standard

SOl #1

SOl #2

SOI #3

SOl #4

Summary of Code Requirement and Analysis (Rehabilitation) | Standard
Met
(Y/N)
A property will be used as it was historically or be givenanewuse |Y
that requires minimal change to its distinctive materials, features,
spaces, and spatial relationships;

The residential use of this historic building will not change as a
result of this project.

The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. | Y
The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of features,

spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be
avoided.

This house was built in 1902 by George H. Dixon, a brickmaker
and layer, according to an article from the Weekly Courier, and
it was likely designed by locally renowned architect Montezuma
Fuller, based on newspaper references to a Lake Park Addition,
1 % story brick house designed by Fuller and built by Dixon
around the same time. The home was converted into a triplex in
1936, according to permit records. It contributes to the Laurel
School Historic District on the National Register of Historic
Places.

Based on Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, this home did have a
rear porch in the location of the current one at least as early as
1943, but it was either substantially modified or entirely
replaced sometime after 1960. For this reason, the rear porch
that this project would replace is not considered a character-
defining feature of this historic house. The brick repointing
work within the scope of this project also helps to support the
historic character of the home.

Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, Y
place, and use. Changes that create a false sense of historical
development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from
other historic properties, will not be undertaken.

Because of the use of modern materials like engineered wood

siding, this rear enclosed porch addition does not give a false

sense of historical development, meeting this Standard.

Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in N/A
their own right will be retained and preserved.

The enclosed porch that is being removed is not considered
significant in its own right, and so this Standard is not
applicable.



SOI #5

SOl #6

SOl #7

SOI #8

Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques
or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a property will be
preserved.

Again, the materials being removed, the existing rear enclosed
porch, are not considered character-defining for this property,
and so this Standard does not apply to that aspect of this project.
The repair and tuckpointing of the brick on the southwest
corner of the home conforms with this Standard.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced.
Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a
distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design,
color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of
missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical
evidence.

The brick tuckpointing that is proposed in the southwest corner
of the home aligns with this Standard. As noted as a
requirement on page 1, the work must use appropriate mortar
(Type N or O) for the age of the brick, and an appropriate color
and application should be selected to blend the repair in with the
surrounding area.

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken
using the gentlest means possible. Treatments that cause damage to
historic materials will not be used.

When removing existing mortar as needed for brick repointing,
use of grinders is acceptable only on horizontal mortar joints
and should be limited. Use of pneumatic chisels and hand tools is
more appropriate because it reduces the risk of chipping bricks.
Please refer your contractor to National Park Service Brief 2:
Repointing Mortar Joints in Historic Masonry Buildings for
details on joint preparation and other related information
(attached).

Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If
such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be
undertaken.

Although there is not reason to suspect archaeological resources
will be present on this site, if any such resources are found
during needed excavation for the foundation of the replacement
rear enclosed porch, the applicant/owner should be advised of
this Standard and contact Historic Preservation Services
immediately for assistance (970-224-6078;
preservation@fcgov.com)


https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-02-repointing.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-02-repointing.pdf

SOI #9

SOI #10

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.

Because the existing rear porch was built or heavily modified
sometime after 1960, it is not considered characteristic of this
historic property. The design of the new rear enclosed porch is
similar in design to this existing porch, a simple shed-roofed
structure with lap siding and an architectural asphalt shingle
roof. The wood windows and doors are compatible with other
materials of this early twentieth-century house, but the use of
modern material for the siding, engineered wood, sets it apart as
an addition. Although the footprint of the porch is being
expanded by three feet to the south and west, because this porch
is at the rear of the building, the bump out from the side wall
plane will not have a significant impact on the appearance of the
house from the street. The shed roof of the structure will not
interfere with the visibility of other architectural features of the
home, like the upper story windows. This Standard is met.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be
undertaken in such a manner that, if removed in the future, the
essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired.

The new rear enclosed porch will not be connected to the
existing house with a ledger board to reduce stress on the
historic structure. For this reason, its removal, should that be
desired in the future, would be relatively easy, and this Standard
is met.

Y



Design Review Application
Historic Preservation Division

Fill this form out for all applications regarding designated historic buildings within the city limits of the City of Fort Collins.
Review is required for these properties under Chapter 14, Article 1V of the Fort Collins Municipal Code.

Applicant Information

Nt Hneawy Wiesttentneaar DD IOOBE

Applicant’s Name Daytime Phone Evening Phone

17818 Bk ieanean Ciit, Fontt Calllims, Co SIBES

Mailing Address (for receiving application-related correspondence) State Zip Code
Thetigtoicd111 @gmail.com

Email

Property Information (put N/A if owner is applicant)

NVA

Owner’s Name Daytime Phone Evening Phone

1111 Remington St, Fort Collins, O s

Mailing Address (for receiving application-related correspondence) State Zip Code
TheHiisttoic111 @gmail.com

Email

Project Description
Provide an overview of your project. Summarize work elements, schedule of completion, and other information as
necessary to explain your project.

We are needing to remove and replace a sun porch on the backside ( southwest corner ) of
our house that has had some major settlement in the foundation and needs to be removed
from the house brick structure in order to repair and re-tuck point brick work on the southwest
corner of the house.

I've been instructed by an engineer to build a post and beam structure with no ledger board
attached to the house because of the load it could and is currentlv puttina on the old brick

The following attachments are REQUIRED: Reminders:
Complete application would need
Complete Application for Design Review all of checklist items as well as both

pages of this document.
Detailed Scope of Work (and project plans, if available) Detailed scope of work should

o o include measurements of existing
Color photos of existing conditions and proposed.

Please note: if the proposal includes partial or full demolition of an existing building or structure, a separate
demolition application may need to be approved.

Additional documentation may be required to adequately depict the project, such as plans, elevations, window
study, or mortar analysis. If there is insufficient documentation on the property, the applicant may be required
to submit an intensive-level survey form (at the applicant’s expense).

City of Fort Collins Design Review Application Page 1


https://library.municode.com/co/fort_collins/codes/municipal_code?nodeId=CH14LAPR_ARTIVDEREPRALDERE_S14-52STISPE

Detail of Proposed Rehabilitation Work (*Required)
If your project includes multiple features (e.g. roof repair and foundation repair), you must describe each
feature separately and provide photographs and other information on each feature.

Feature A Name:

Describe property feature and
its condition:

SFeature A; Fowmdatimm

Frenuateticom Hieess sstttbentiam
ttree mantth ke affttieebuilding.
building.

€FeatureB; Framing
*Feature B; Framing
Framing is leaning towards
tReanairtp.is leaning towards
the north.

€FeatureC; Siding
*Feature C; Siding

Old lap siding.

-Oid tafyisiding.the house.
-not original to the house.

Describe proposed work on feature:

EFeature A, Faumdkimm
Ry base faumubetion sandl ftasitats.

eFeature B, Freaniing
Al e freaming. 244, 2X &, 2 S anmstiugiom.

eFeature C,; Sidling
Enginesadwesd siling; llepshite.

Feature B Name:

Describe property feature and
its condition:

Fresttunes ) ; Wi imabiowss // [Danmss

Almimum fleEme windinvss.
-t apvog e | th thee Hoousse.

Hul tow e sttt | abtwom.
- naitanggived | tto thee Hoese.

€ Festunee I ; AR f

FRsfits aging .
_Aveiitertira stimges.

Describe proposed work on feature:

Fressettunee D), Wi inobtowves (D es

PR beoee whi ot bwes i En waamebkern frisanmieset], b bidée giing  insulated
wisd@ied windows.

R e ctsmsr wirtEn Frres et ditssres st tHee waeasit.

e Feastluee [ Rsusff
RRgyikase resthwiith dbasik satiitastured | sthimgies.

Use Additional Worksheets as needed.

City of Fort Collins Design Review Application

Page 2



Required Additional information

The following items must be submitted with this completed application. Digital submittals preferred for
photographs, and for other items where possible.

[m] At least one current photo for each side of the house. Photo files or prints shall be named/labeled
with applicant name and elevation. For example, smitheast.jpg, smithwest.jpg, etc. If submitted as
prints, photos shall be labeled

m] Photos for each feature as described in the section “Detail of Proposed Rehabilitation Work.” Photo
files or prints shall be named or labeled with applicant name and feature letter. For example,
smithal.jpg, smitha2.jpg, smithb.jpg, smithc.jpg, etc.

Depending on the nature of the project, one or more of the following items shall be submitted. Your
contractor should provide these items to you for attachment to this application.

[m] Drawing with dimensions.

[ ] Product specification sheet(s).

[m] Description of materials included in the proposed work.

m] Color sample(s) or chip(s) of all proposed paint colors.

o Partial or full demolition is a part of this project.

Partial demolition could include scopes such as taking off existing rear porches to create space for a new
addition or removing an existing wall or demolishing a roof. If you are taking away pieces of the existing
residence, you are likely undergoing some partial demolition.

SMAES

Signature of Owner Date

City of Fort Collins Design Review Application Page 3
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From: Yani Jones

To: The Westenhavers

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Re: 1111 Remington
Date: Tuesday, September 24, 2024 1:47:00 PM
Hi Matthew,

Yes, that all sounds great! I’m not really concerned about the roof ridge having to go up a little
further on the building because it’s unlikely to interfere with architectural features like the
windows.

As far as materials go, a lap siding similar to the existing would be appropriate (you’re not locked
into the exact style or reveal width) and would be more compatible with the house than a board-
and-batten. More/big windows would also be just fine. As you’re selecting material types, please
avoid vinyl for windows, siding, the door, etc. - Vinyl is really not a great substitute in terms of its
ability to imitate wood and also in its life expectancy. | also recommend avoiding windows with
divided lights (i.e., having a grille or muntins), since that window type isn’t seen anywhere on the
house.

As you’re making your design decisions for this enclosed porch, please just keep the guidance
that simpler is better in mind, and you should be okay!

For the purposes of the Design Review/COA application, you don’t necessarily need to submit
structural drawings. Since Design Review deals primarily with exterior appearances, elevation
drawings and the site plan are typically more important, along with the specific material
information.

I checked in with one of our Plans Examiners, Katy Hand, about the question of insulation, R-
Values for windows, etc., and she stated that if this addition is non-habitable (not a bedroom,
etc.), then heat isn’t required. And, if it’s not heated with any type of heater, then the porch
wouldn’t need to be insulated as long as there is a door between the addition and the main house
(meaningitis not open to the main house).

| hope that helps!

Yani

YANI JONES

Pronouns: She/Her (What's this?)

Historic Preservation Planner

City of Fort Collins Historic Preservation Services
(970) 224-6045

https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/

Get monthly historic preservation updates in your inbox by toggling on “Historic Preservation
Matters” here, or email preservation@fcgov.com to be added to the newsletter mailing list!



mailto:yjones@fcgov.com
mailto:thehistoric1111@gmail.com
https://www.mypronouns.org/what-and-why
https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/
https://www.fcgov.com/subscriptions/#group_id_2
mailto:preservation@fcgov.com

From: The Westenhavers <thehistoric1111@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2024 12:48 PM

To: Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: 1111 Remington

Hi Yani,

Now that we have some dimensions approved, we will go 3 feet to the south and 3 feet to
the west. The structure will be the same rectangular shape as is now, (dimensions with 3
foot extensions)

©16".5x11¢

The roof ridge line | would imagine will have to be a little taller being that we are coming out
a little further for the appropriate pitch. | will be getting structural drawings and elevations
drawn up soon. | would like to get this application rolling. Looks like | will need those
drawings to first submit the application. | am open to suggestions for siding materials and
windows/doors if you have recommendations, my thought would be that | would do lap
siding like it is already on the sunporch.

(I also like the look of board and batten) | would like to put as many windows in the porch as
I can, so either smaller windows stacked next to each other or bigger panes of glass like that
are existing on the room. The glass that is in the room now is single pain and has aluminum
frames and are not worth salvaging. | do know Fort Collins has some new requirements for
R- value on windows, being that it’s not a conditioned space, does that apply?

Thank you so much for your time.

Matthew Westenhaver

Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
970-310-0884

On Sep 18, 2024, at 4:54 PM, Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com> wrote:



mailto:Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
mailto:yjones@fcgov.com

Hi Matthew,

| just talked to my team about your question of doing a 3 ft expansion to the south for
the enclosed porch — We think that would be okay, as long as the design is quite
simple/subordinate to the historic building! When you’re ready to talk in more detail
about the design or materials, please let me know - I’d be happy to do that in a pre-
application fashion until you’re feeling comfortable submitting a Design Review/COA
Application with relevant attachments (app attached) for formal design review.

That’s awesome to hear you’re interested in doing a front porch like the 1902 design!
This is such a gorgeous building already, and bringing back that front porch would just
enhance it even more. If you have some sketches of the front porch, I’d love to see
those, if you’re willing to share - No worries if you’re not at that point yet, of course.

Take care,

Yani

YANI JONES

Pronouns: She/Her (What's this?)

Historic Preservation Planner

City of Fort Collins Historic Preservation Services
(970) 224-6045

https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/

Get monthly historic preservation updates in your inbox by toggling on “Historic
Preservation Matters” here, or email preservation@fcgov.com to be added to the
newsletter mailing list!

From: The Westenhavers <thehistoricl111@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 2:20 PM

To: Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: 1111 Remington


https://www.mypronouns.org/what-and-why
https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/
https://www.fcgov.com/subscriptions/#group_id_2
mailto:preservation@fcgov.com
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Matthew Westenhaver
Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
970-310-0884

On Sep 16, 2024, at 9:02 AM, Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com>
wrote:

Hi Matthew!

Thank you for sending these extra details - I’'ll bring them to my team
later this week, so please look out for a follow-up from me.

Would you mind trying to send all of the image files over one more time?
They all came through as broken, unfortunately.

Take care,


mailto:Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
mailto:yjones@fcgov.com

YANI JONES

Pronouns: She/Her (What's this?)

Historic Preservation Planner

City of Fort Collins Historic Preservation Services
(970) 224-6045

https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/

Get monthly historic preservation updates in your inbox by toggling on
“Historic Preservation Matters” here, or email preservation@fcgov.com
to be added to the newsletter mailing list!

From: The Westenhavers <thehistoric1111@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2024 4:19 PM

To: Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: 1111 Remington

Hi Yani,

Thank you for the recommendation on the types of mortar, we will
be using Lou DeAngiles to do the repointing of the brick, As far as
materials and design for the back porch, we would be looking to do
the same concept as is, an enclosed sunporch, with no heating and
cooling. I’'m not necessarily opposed to rearranging my
measurements on the dimensions, however, if we went 2 feet to the
south and let’s just say 6 feet or so to the west the room would end
up being a very odd long rectangular space. As it stands, the room is
13.6 East and west by 8 foot north and south.

For reference | have attached some photos of the side of the house
from the street where the new porch would sit. It is in the backyard
behind the privacy fence next to a very large tree so as far as the
protrusion of it on that side of the house, | don’t feel it would stick
out like a sore thumb being that 4 feet is not much of an addition.

| have also attached a few pictures of add on structures here on
Remington Street that have porches that protrude off the side of the
house much larger than 4 feet.

Who would we need to get permission from to see if we could go out


https://www.mypronouns.org/what-and-why
https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/
https://www.fcgov.com/subscriptions/#group_id_2
mailto:preservation@fcgov.com
mailto:thehistoric1111@gmail.com
mailto:yjones@fcgov.com

the 4 feet to the south, if not 4 feet how about 37?

As far as the front porch goes, we would love to design and build
something like the porch that was originally on the house in 1902.
There are some safety issues with the stairs going up to the
apartments that need to be addressed for a later conversation that
may affect the design. But have drawn up some concepts to discuss
in the future to fix the stairs and porch keeping it era correct in mind.
I’ve also been asked by multiple city inspectors on our apartment
remodels if we are going to address the safety issues with the tread
and riser dimensions on the stairs.

Thank you for your time.

<image001.jpg>
<image002.jpg>
<image005.jpg>
<image003.jpg>
<image004.jpg>
<image007.jpg>
<image006.jpg>

Matthew Westenhaver
Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
970-310-0884

On Sep 11, 2024, at 4:47 PM, Yani Jones
<yjones@fcgov.com> wrote:

Hi Matthew,
It’s good to hear form you!
Without knowing more about the design you’re thinking for

the back porch, I’ll just comment on the idea of removing
what’s there and the size/dimensions you mentioned.


mailto:Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
mailto:yjones@fcgov.com

Removing what’s there to address any structural issues,
relocate the electrical panel, and do brick repointing
shouldn’t be an issue. A type N or O mortar is recommended
for any repointing due to the relative softness of historic
brick. For the porch size, would you be open to swapping the
dimensions you shared to make it 2 feet bigger to the south
and 4 feet to the west instead? Any addition to the side
elevation would have avisual impact from the street, and so
it would be better from a preservation perspective to
minimize the protrusion to the south - We probably couldn’t
approve a 4-foot extension to the south. But relatedly, if you
wanted to go more than 4 feet on the west/rear side, that
would probably also be okay! Do you have any ideas on the
materials or design you’d like to do for this rear porch?
Would you like to make it open or keep it a closed porch? If
you’re not at that point yet, no pressure, of course! Just keep
me in the loop, and I’d be happy to provide feedback.

If you’re also thinking about the front porch, | wanted to
remind you of the cool historic photo | believe we looked at
together of the original front porch from c. 1900 -
Restoration of the front porch in this design would meet the
preservation standards, if you’re interested in doing that, as
would repair of what is existing in-kind.

| hope you’re doing well!

Yani

YANI JONES

Pronouns: She/Her (What's this?)

Historic Preservation Planner

City of Fort Collins Historic Preservation Services
(970) 224-6045

https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/

Get monthly historic preservation updates in your inbox by
toggling on “Historic Preservation Matters” here, or email

preservation@fcgov.com to be added to the newsletter

mailing list!

From: The Westenhavers <thehistoric1111@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 9, 2024 4:04 PM

To: Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] 1111 Remington



https://fchc.contentdm.oclc.org/digital/collection/ph/id/34279/rec/5
https://www.mypronouns.org/what-and-why
https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/
https://www.fcgov.com/subscriptions/#group_id_2
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mailto:yjones@fcgov.com

Hi Yanni

We talked about a year ago about a house that my wife | had
purchased on Remington Street that needs some repair to
both front and back porches. We would like to start with the
back porch that has settled quite a bit and is starting to pull
away from the house, we had talked about pulling it off so
we can get to the brick work behind it that needs to be re-
pointed , relocate the electrical panel and assess for any
damages from the porch being wrongfully attached to the
house, from my assessment, this porch was added on much
later than 1902 when the house was built ,we would like to
potentially add 4 feet to the south side and 2 feet to the west
side the porch making it a little bit bigger. | have attached
some photos of the porch as it stands. | talked to Rob in
zoning about adding a few feet to the porch and it would not
be encroach on any of the zoning requirements for the
backyard.

Thank you so much for your time and helping us getting this
process started.

Matthew Westenhaver
Thehistoric1111@gmail.com
970-310-0884



mailto:Thehistoric1111@gmail.com

From: The Westenhavers

To: Yani Jones

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: 1111 Remington
Date: Tuesday, August 19, 2025 11:18:14 AM
Hi Yani,

I would propose that the windows would be double hung sash windows with wooden frames,
all of the same size and shape.

The French doors would be wood frame, wood door, glass insert.

We are open to suggestions on materials. Thank you for your time.

Matthew Westenhaver
Thehistoricl111@gmail.com
970-310-0884

On Aug 19, 2025, at 10:38 AM, Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com> wrote:

Received, Matt - Thank you!

After afirst look, | do have a couple of questions to fill in a couple details, when
you have a moment. What is the type of windows proposed (e.g., fixed, horizontal
sliders, double-hung sash windows, awning windows, etc. — If multiple types, it
might be easier to add labels to the elevation drawings)? Also, what is the material
of the French doors?

Take care,
Yani

YANI JONES

Pronouns: She/Her (What's this?)

Historic Preservation Planner

City of Fort Collins Historic Preservation Services
(970) 224-6045

https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/


mailto:thehistoric1111@gmail.com
mailto:yjones@fcgov.com
https://www.mypronouns.org/what-and-why
https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/

Get monthly historic preservation updates in your inbox by toggling on “Historic
Preservation Matters” here, or email preservation@fcgov.com to be added to the
newsletter mailing list!

From: The Westenhavers <thehistoricl111@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 18, 2025 8:39 PM

To: Historic Preservation <preservation@fcgov.com>
Cc: Yani Jones <yjones@fcgov.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] 1111 Remington

Hello,

We are ready to start the design review application. Please see attached, and
find the referenced pictures here as they are too big to send via email, and let
us know if you have any questions or need any additional information.

Thank you,
Matt Westenhaver

From: The Westenhavers <thehistoric1111@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 14, 2025 5:48 PM

To: Matt Westenhaver <matt@huffmaninspections.com>
Subject: Fwd: 1111 Remington - Historic Pres Info Follow-up

Matthew Westenhaver

Thehistoric1111@gmail.com<mailto:Thehistoric1111 mail.com>
970-310-0884

Begin forwarded message:

From: Yani Jones

<yjones@fcgov.com<mailto:yjones@fcgov.com>>

Date: September 29, 2023 at 11:02:41 AM MDT

To: The Westenhavers
<thehistoric1111@gmail.com<mailto:thehistoric1111@gmail.com>>

Subject: 1111 Remington - Historic Pres Info Follow-up


https://www.fcgov.com/subscriptions/#group_id_2
mailto:preservation@fcgov.com
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Hi Matt and Ali!

Matt, it was nice to get to meet you and chat yesterday while
Mark W. was gathering info for your window study report. |
mentioned that I’d follow up with some information to help you
better navigate the various design review obligations and
financial support benefits that are out there for historic
properties:

* Historic Property Quick Reference Sheet — Attached -
Identifies your property’s existing designation and obligations for
design review on the first page, and financial incentives are
described on the second page.

* Historical Info — Attached - Survey and other
historical/architectural info my office has on file about this
property.

* Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic

Properties<https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/treatment-

guidelines-2017-part1-preservation-rehabilitation.pdf> - These
are the federal standards for historic preservation that Fort

Collins has adopted for review of alterations to historic
resources in the city. We are almost always using the section on
“Rehabilitation” rather than “Preservation,” “Restoration,” or
“Reconstruction.” Rehabilitation emphasizes maintaining
important character-defining features of a historic property while
making possible continued and evolving use of a property. There
are actually just 10 “Standards for Rehabilitation,” which are on
page 76 (PDF page 86), but what follows is more specific
guidance for different types of rehabilitation projects.

* Preservation Technical Guidance from the National Park
Service<https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/preservation-by-
topic.htm> - The National Park Service and their Technical
Preservation Services wing produces guidance documents for
historic preservation called “Preservation Briefs” as well as many
published case studies.
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Please don’t hesitate to reach out if there is anything else | can
help you with as we’re awaiting Mark’s report!

Take care,

Yani

..................

YANI JONES

Pronouns: She/Her (What’s this?
<https://www.mypronouns.org/what-and-why>)

Historic Preservation Planner

City of Fort Collins Historic Preservation Services

(970) 658-0263

https://www.fcgov.com/historicpreservation/
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Conclusion

A good repointing job is meant to last, at least 30 years,
and preferably 50-100 years. Shortcuts and poor
craftsmanship result not only in diminishing the historic
character of a building, but also in a job that looks bad,
and will require future repointing sooner than if the
work had been done correctly (Fig. 17). The mortar
joint in a historic masonry building has often been
called a wall’s “first line of defense.” Good repointing
practices guarantee the long life of the mortar joint, the
wall, and the historic structure. Although careful
maintenance will help preserve the freshly repointed
mortar joints, it is important to remember that mortar joints
are intended to be sacrificial and will probably require
repointing some time in the future. Nevertheless, if the
historic mortar joints proved durable for many years, then
careful repointing should have an equally long life, ultimately
contributing to the preservation of the entire building,.
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