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Memorandum 
City of Lawrence  
Planning & Development Services 
 
TO: Historic Resources Commission 

 
FROM: Scott McCullough, Director 

 
CC: Lynne Braddock Zollner, Historic Resources Administrator 

 
Date: For January 21, 2010 HRC Meeting 

 
RE: Adaptive Reuse Development Code Revisions 

 
 
The attached City of Lawrence Development Code language is provided for your review.  
Also provided are attachments related to the August 24, 2009 Planning Commission 
packet where the commission considered revisions to Sections 20-501 and 20-1703, 
Adaptive Reuse of Designated Historic Property, of the Development Code.  The PC 
version intended to only clarify certain parts of the language and correct a simple error 
in language as the 2006 Development Code was adopted. 
 
The Adaptive Reuse code standards permit the consideration of virtually any use in any 
zoning district, through the special use process, to facilitate the active renovation or 
restoration of a property.  It can be viewed as one tool in the development toolbox to 
“save” historic properties where the underlying zoning district may not permit a certain 
use for the property. 
 
This land development vehicle has been used only a few times and each time substantial 
public input was provided.  The attached letter from James O’Malley dated August 24, 
2009 does a fair job of summarizing the history and approvals of those properties that 
have used the code to reuse historic structures. 
 
One of the main concerns of opponents of the PC version of the code language is the 
degree of flexibility in using this code section for historic structures and whether recent 
applications have not met the spirit and intent of the code to facilitate renovation or 
restoration of a property, but instead has been used as a vehicle to gain approval of a 
use that otherwise is not permitted in the underlying zoning district.   
 
Currently the code encourages certain types of projects to use the Adaptive Reuse 
standards.  The version before the HRC, revised from the PC version, takes into account 
the testimony provided at the August PC meeting to more substantially revise the 
substance of the code to make the guidelines actual criteria that must be met in order to 
be eligible to use this vehicle of the code.  The new language would be narrower to 
thwart potential abuse of its use and to provide neighborhoods with expectations about 
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what qualifies as an Adaptive Reuse.  The consequence of creating narrow criteria is 
potential missed opportunity to preserve historic structures that do not meet the criteria 
but that may be worthy of preservation. 
 
The language and discussion of the substantive changes proposed will be presented to 
the HRC at the January meeting.  Staff desires a recommendation from the HRC to 
forward to the PC for additional processing prior to submitting to the City Commission 
for consideration. 



 20-501 ADAPTIVE REUSE OF DESIGNATED HISTORIC PROPERTY 
 

(1) Special Use approval may be granted in any Zoning District for an Adaptive 
Reuse provided the property is listed individually or as a contributing 
Structure to a historic district listed, as a Landmark or as part of an Historic 
District,

 

 in one or more of the following: the Lawrence Register of Historic 
Places; the Register of Historic Kansas Places; or the National Register of 
Historic Places. 

(2) Only Pproperties that meet one or more of the following criteria are 
encouraged eligible

 

 to pursue Adaptive Reuse when such use can facilitate 
active renovation or restoration of the property: 

(i) the property is located in a nonresidential Zoning District; 
 
(ii) the property, though located in a residential Zoning District, was built for 

a non-single-family 

 

residential use that has been substantiated through 
archival records, tax records, City directories, or other physical evidence; 

(iii) the Structure on the property, regardless of Zoning District or historic 
use,

 

 has a minimum of 4,000 square feet in living space. (Square 
footage shall include all finished living space excluding porches and 
garages). 

(3) Adaptive Reuse of a property shall not include a reduction in area or dimension 
of the existing Front Yard or Exterior Side Yard; 

 
(4) Adaptive Reuse of a residentially-designed Structure shall maintain the 

residential quality and character of the property; 
 
(5) Adaptive Reuse of a Building shall maintain the architectural character of the 

historic property, as established by the Historic Resources Commission, and 
the historic context within the neighborhood environs; 

 
(6) Prior to public hearing of an application for a Special Use for Adaptive Reuse 

by the Planning Commission, an the Special Use application shall first be 
reviewed and approved a recommendation made by the Lawrence Historic 
Resources Commission at a regular meeting of the Lawrence Historic 
Resources Commission and, when applicable, the State Historic Preservation 
Officer. 

 

Mailed notice of the Historic Resources Commission’s meeting 
shall be provided pursuant to Section 20-1301(q)(3). 

(7) In addition to the Special Use review procedures of Section 20-1306, the 
following criteria shall apply: 

 
(i) conformance with the regulations for redevelopment established in 

Chapter 22 of the City Code, as determined by the Lawrence Historic 
Resources Commission when the project is on the Lawrence Register of 
Historic Places; 

 
(ii) compliance with the Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation, as 

determined by the Historic Resources Commission and/or State Historic 
Preservation Officer, when a State or National Register property is 
involved; and, 

 



(iii) adherence to other criteria established in this Development Code, as 
appropriate to the use proposed, when so determined by the Planning 
Director or the Historic Resources Administrator. 

 
(8) After the appropriate approvals have recommendation has been made 

granted pursuant to Section 20-501(6), the Special Use application shall be 
scheduled for public hearing before the Historic Resources Planning

 

 
Commission. 

(9) 

 

The recommendations of the Historic Resources Commission and the 
Planning Commission will be forwarded to the City Commission for 
consideration. 

 
 

 20-1703 ADAPTIVE REUSE OF DESIGNATED HISTORIC PROPERTY 
Conversion of a designated local, State or national historic landmark Structure listed individually 
or as a contributing Structure to a historic district in the National, State or local register to 
another specified use, with the intent of preserving the landmark
 

 listed Structure. 
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 PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT  
Regular Agenda -- Public Hearing  Item 

PC Staff Report 
08/24/2009 

   ITEM NO. 6: TEXT AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 20 DEVELOPMENT CODE (SDM) 
 
TA-7-20-09: Consider an amendment to Sections 20-501, 20-1310, 20-1311, and 20-1703 of the 
City of Lawrence Land Development Code to revise standards related to Adaptive Reuse of 
Designated Historic Property, Written Interpretations, and Appeals of Administrative Decisions. 
Initiated by the Planning Commission on July 20, 2009. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends that the Planning Commission forward a recommendation 
for approval of the proposed amendments to Sections 20-501, 20-1310, 20-1311, and 20-1703 of the 
City of Lawrence Land Development Code to the City Commission. 
 

 
Reason for Request: The Planning Commission initiated this amendment on July 20, 2009 in 

order to clarify the various types of appeals and their effect on land use 
applications processed through the public hearing process and to correct 
an error related to processing applications under the Adaptive Reuse of 
Designated Historic Properties. 
 

RELEVANT GOLDEN FACTOR: 
 
• Conformance with the Comprehensive Land Use Plan is the relevant factor that applies to this 

request.  Adoption of new regulatory tools, one of which is the zoning regulations, is an 
implementation step in Chapter 13 of Horizon 2020, the City/County Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT RECEIVED PRIOR TO PRINTING 
 
• No written comments received to date. 
• Staff has met with LAN representatives and Chamber members to generally discuss a number of 

different text amendments in process. 
 
KEY POINTS 
 
• These amendments stem from recent recognition that these code sections need to be reviewed to 

determine their impact to applications considered by the Planning Commission. 
 
OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
 
This amendment revises three concepts in the Land Development Code (four different code 
sections). 
 

1. Adaptive Reuse of Designated Historic Properties – the code is proposed to be revised to 
correct a clear error.  Section 20-501(8) requires, “After the appropriate approvals have been 
granted, the Special Use application shall be scheduled for public hearing before the Historic 
Resources Commission.”  The “appropriate approvals” in this case refers to approvals noted 
in Section 20-501(6), which states, “prior to public hearing of an application for a Special Use 
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for Adaptive Reuse by the Planning Commission, an application shall first be reviewed and 
approved by the Lawrence Historic Resources Commission and, when applicable, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer.”  20-501(8) should be revised to replace Historic Resources 
Commission with Planning Commission.  The former code included the correct version of this 
process and it appears that a change was inadvertently made with the adoption of the 2006 
Land Development Code. 

 
This amendment includes a revision that would require mailed notice of the Historic 
Resources Commission’s consideration of the Adaptive Reuse request, a requirement that 
does not exist at this time. 

 
Staff also proposes to revise the definition of Adaptive Reuse of Designated Historic Property 
to better align with the language found in Section 20-501, which states that a structure or 
property within an Historic District is eligible for this land use classification. 

 
2. Written Interpretations – Staff proposes to clarify that staff reports to the various 

committees and governing bodies staffed by the Planning Office shall not be considered 
written interpretations.  Staff reports simply provide information on how a request complies 
with the code.  While staff reports convey code standards to various commissions and 
committees, they are not intended to be a vehicle by which a code interpretation is made.  
Staff reports typically do not include a full analysis of a specific code standard or what 
justification staff used to interpret a code section; the reports simply state what code is 
being employed in the circumstance.  When a request for a written interpretation is made, 
staff fully analyzes the code and prepares an interpretation grounded in sound planning 
theory, historical context, and the code itself.  It is only after this full analysis and written 
determination that an appeal can or should be eligible to be brought before the Board of 
Zoning Appeals. 

 
3. Appeals of Administrative Orders, Requirements, Decisions, or Determinations – Staff finds it 

necessary to clarify that staff reports and the process used by the Planning Commission to 
review applications considered by them are not eligible to be appealed to the BZA.  There 
have been instances in the past where a person believed to be aggrieved has attempted to 
appeal a staff report or a finding in the staff report.  In these instances, a staff report is not 
an administrative decision.  A staff report simply provides information and opinion on how a 
request complies with the code and does not put forth any order, requirement, decision, or 
determination to anyone or for any application.  The intent of the Development Code 
language, and the language in the state statutes on which it is based, appears to imply that 
the public hearing process through the Planning Commission is not appealable since other 
appeal avenues exists to appeal such decisions. 

 
Examples of orders, requirements, decisions, and determinations that are completed 
administratively and would be appealable to the BZA include the following: 

• Denying or revoking a building permit 
• Issuing a Stop Work order on a building permit 
• Issuing an order to comply with a site plan or any other Development Code standard 
• A determination made on a zoning compliance request (liquor license or auto 

dealership for example) 
• A decision on certain types of administratively reviewed and approved application 

types – floodplain development permit for example 
 



PC Staff Report – 08/24/2009 
TA-7-20-09  Item No. 6 

Examples of actions that are not appealable to the BZA include the following: 
• Any decision, recommendation or process action taken by the Planning Commission or 

any other advisory body to the City Commission staffed by the Planning Office (CCH, 
Building Code Advisory Boards, Historic Resources Commission, etc.) 

• Staff reports provided to the advisory boards. 
• Decisions and actions of the City Commission 
• Staff reports provided to the City Commission 
• Any action or decision outside of the scope of the Land Development Code 

 
CONFORMANCE WITH HORIZON 2020 
Horizon 2020 does not speak directly to these amendments, as they are meant to clarify existing 
regulations and standards.  However, the plan does support Adaptive Reuse of historic structures: 
 
“The Plan encourages the identification, protection and adaptive reuse of the wide diversity of 
historic buildings, structures, sites and archeological sites that can be found in Lawrence and Douglas 
County.” 
 
CRITERIA FOR REVIEW & DECISION-MAKING 
Section 20-1302(f) provides review and decision-making criteria on proposed text amendments.  It 
states that review bodies shall consider at least the following factors: 

1) Whether the proposed text amendment corrects an error or inconsistency in 
the Development Code or meets the challenge of a changing condition; and 

Staff Response: The proposed amendments correct a typographical error in Section 20-501 and 
clarify standards and regulations related to what qualifies for code interpretations and appeals to 
administrative decisions.  These clarifications are needed to insure that applications being processed 
through the public hearing process can not be stayed while an appeal to a staff report is filed.  Staff 
has argued in the past that a party can not appeal information in a staff report and this language 
clarifies this position.  

2) Whether the proposed text amendment is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the stated purpose of this Development Code (Sec. 20-104). 

Staff Response: Conformance with the Comprehensive Land Use Plan is the relevant factor that 
applies to this request.  Adoption of new regulatory tools, one of which is the zoning regulations, is 
an implementation step in Chapter 13 of Horizon 2020, the City/County Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan.   
 

 
PROPOSED LANGUAGE: 
 
See Attached. 
 
 
Attachments:  Proposed Language 
 

 









 20-501 ADAPTIVE REUSE OF DESIGNATED HISTORIC PROPERTY 
 

(1) Special Use approval may be granted in any Zoning District for an Adaptive 
Reuse provided the property is listed, as a Landmark or as part of an Historic 
District, on one or more of the following: the Lawrence Register of Historic 
Places; the Register of Historic Kansas Places; or the National Register of 
Historic Places. 

 
(2) While it is not necessary to meet the following criteria to request a 

Special Use Permit for an Adaptive Reuse, P

 

properties that meet one or 
more of the following criteria are encouraged to pursue Adaptive Reuse when 
such use can facilitate active renovation or restoration of the property: 

(i) the property is located in a nonresidential Zoning District; 
 
(ii) the property, though located in a residential Zoning District, was built for 

a non-residential use that has been substantiated through archival 
records, tax records, City directories, or other physical evidence; 

 
(iii) the Structure on the property has a minimum of 4,000 square feet in 

living space. (Square footage shall include all finished living space 
excluding porches and garages). 

 
(3) Adaptive Reuse of a property shall not include a reduction in area or dimension 

of the existing Front Yard or Exterior Side Yard; 
 
(4) Adaptive Reuse of a residentially-designed Structure shall maintain the 

residential quality and character of the property; 
 
(5) Adaptive Reuse of a Building shall maintain the architectural character of the 

historic property, as established by the Historic Resources Commission, and 
the historic context within the neighborhood environs; 

 
(6) Prior to public hearing of an application for a Special Use for Adaptive Reuse 

by the Planning Commission, an application shall first be reviewed and 
approved by the Lawrence Historic Resources Commission at a regular 
meeting of the Lawrence Historic Resources Commission and, when 
applicable, the State Historic Preservation Officer. 

 

Mailed notice of the 
Historic Resources Commission’s meeting shall be provided pursuant to 
Section 20-1301(q)(3).  Any appeal of the Lawrence Historic Resources 
Commission’s decision shall be decided by the City Commission prior to 
the public hearing of an application for a Special Use for Adaptive Reuse 
by the Planning Commission.  

(7) In addition to the Special Use review procedures of Section 20-1306, the 
following criteria shall apply: 

 
(i) conformance with the regulations for redevelopment established in 

Chapter 22 of the City Code, as determined by the Lawrence Historic 
Resources Commission when the project is on the Lawrence Register of 
Historic Places; 

 
(ii) compliance with the Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation, as 

determined by the Historic Resources Commission and/or State Historic 
Preservation Officer, when a State or National Register property is 
involved; and, 



 
(iii) adherence to other criteria established in this Development Code, as 

appropriate to the use proposed, when so determined by the Planning 
Director or the Historic Resources Administrator. 

 
(8) After the appropriate approvals have been granted in Section 20-501(6), the 

Special Use application shall be scheduled for public hearing before the 
Historic Resources Planning

 
 Commission. 

 20-1703 ADAPTIVE REUSE OF DESIGNATED HISTORIC PROPERTY 
Conversion of a designated local, State or national historic landmark Structure, or a structure or 
property that is part of an Historic District, to another specified use, with the intent of 
preserving the landmark or structure or property within the Historic District
 

. 

 
 20-1310 WRITTEN INTERPRETATIONS 
 

(a ) Application Filing 
Applications for written interpretations of this Development Code shall be submitted 
to the Planning Director.   
 
(b ) Planning Director’s Review and Decision 
Following receipt of a complete application for a written interpretation, the Planning 
Director shall: (1) review and evaluate the application for compliance with this 
Development Code and consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and any other 
relevant documents; (2) consult with other staff, as necessary; (3) request additional 
information or documentation, as necessary and (4) render a written interpretation. 
 
(c ) Form 
The interpretation shall be provided to the applicant in writing and be filed in the 
official record of interpretations. 
 
(d ) Official Record of Interpretations 
An official record of interpretations shall be kept on file by the Planning Director. The 
record of interpretations shall be available for public inspection from the Planning 
Director during normal business hours. 
 
(e ) Appeals 
Appeals of the Planning Director’s written interpretation may be taken to the Board of 
Zoning Appeals in accordance with procedures of Section 20-1311. If the appeal 
results in a change of interpretation, the new interpretation shall be filed in the official 
record of interpretations maintained by the Planning Director.

 

 Staff review/reports 
required by the Development Code shall not be considered a written 
interpretation of the Development Code and are not appealable to the Board of 
Zoning Appeals. 

 
 20-1311 APPEALS OF ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS, REQUIREMENTS, DECISIONS

 

, OR 
DETERMINATIONS 

(a) Authority and Applicability 
Unless specifically provided for otherwise in this Development Code, the Board of 
Zoning Appeals is authorized to hear and decide appeals where it is alleged there is 
an error in any order, requirement, decision or determination made by an 
administrative official in the administration or enforcement of the provisions of this 
Development Code.  Staff review/reports required by the Development Code and 



considered by the Planning Commission at a public hearing shall not be 
considered an order, requirement, decision or determination and shall not be 
appealable to the Board of Zoning Appeals.  The Planning Commission is not an 
“administrative official” for purposes of this Development Code and the Board of 
Zoning Appeals shall have no jurisdiction to consider an appeal from any action, 
determination or failure to act by the Planning Commission. Development Review 
Procedures of Article 13 of the Development Code are not administrative 
orders, requirements, decisions or determinations and the Board of Zoning 
Appeals shall have no jurisdiction to consider an appeal from any of the 
development review procedures
 

. 

(b ) Application Filing 
Appeals of administrative decisions shall be filed with the Planning Director. The 
appeal shall be filed within 10 Working Days after the administrative official’s order, 
requirement, decision, or determination

 

. Appeals may be filed by any person 
aggrieved, or by any officer of the City, or any governmental agency or body affected 
by any decision of an administrative official. 

(c ) Effect of Filing 
The filing of an a complete application for an appeal of administrative order, 
requirement, decision, or determination stays all proceedings in furtherance of the 
action appealed, unless the official whose decision is being appealed certifies to the 
Board of Zoning Appeals, after the appeal is filed, that, because of facts stated in the 
certification that (a) a stay would cause immediate peril to life or property or (b) the 
situation appealed from is transitory in nature, and therefore, an appeal would 
seriously interfere with enforcement of this Development Code. In each instance, the 
official whose decision is being appealed shall place in the certificate facts to support 
the conclusion. In such case, proceedings will not be stayed other than by a 
restraining order, which may be granted by the Board of Zoning Appeals or

 

 by a court 
of record. 

(d ) Record of Administrative Decision 
The official whose decision is being appealed shall transmit to the Board of Zoning 
Appeals all documents constituting the record upon which the action appealed is 
taken. 
 
(e ) Public Hearing Notice 
Newspaper and mailed notice of the Board of Zoning Appeals’ public hearing on the 
appeal shall be provided in accordance with Section 20-1301(q). A copy of the notice 
shall also be mailed to each party to the appeal and to the Planning Commission at 
least 20 days before the date of the hearing. 
 
(f) Review and Decision 
 

(1) The Board of Zoning Appeals shall hold a public hearing on the appeal 
and, following the close of the public hearing, take final action based on 
the procedures and requirements of this section. 

 
(2) In exercising the appeal power, the Board of Zoning Appeals has all the 

powers of the official from whom the appeal is taken, and the Board of 
Zoning Appeals may reverse or affirm wholly or in part or may modify the 
decision being appealed. 

 
(3) If the Board of Zoning Appeals determines that it is necessary to obtain 

additional evidence to resolve the matter, it shall remand the appeal to 



the official from whom the appeal is taken, with directions to obtain the 
needed evidence and to reconsider the decision in light of that evidence. 

 
(g ) Approval Criteria; Findings of Fact 
The Board of Zoning Appeals may reverse an order, requirement, decision, or 
determination of any administrative official only when the Board of Zoning Appeals 
finds substantial, factual evidence in the official record of the application that the 
administrative official erred. The decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals shall be 
supported by written findings of fact prepared by the Board of Zoning Appeals. 
 
(h ) Filing and Mailing of Decision 
Every decision or determination by the Board of Zoning Appeals shall be: 
 

(1) filed in the office of the City Clerk not more than seven (7) Working Days 
following the date of hearing; and 

 
(2) mailed to the applicant and all other parties who have made a written 

request for notification not more than seven Working Days following the 
date of the hearing. 

 
(i) Date of Effect 
Decisions on appeals become effective on the date the Board of Zoning Appeals 
makes its decision. 
 
(j) Appeals 
Within 30 days of the date of effect of the Board of Zoning Appeals’ decision, any 
person aggrieved by such decision may maintain an action in District Court to 
determine the reasonableness of the final decision. 

 



         626 Ohio Street 
         Lawrence, KS 66044 
         Jan. 20, 2010 
 
Historic Resources Commission 
Lawrence, KS  
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I want to thank the Planning Staff for their efforts to improve the adaptive reuse ordinance. For 
the most part, the proposed amendments in the January staff report are a step in the right 
direction.  
 
Requiring mailed notice to neighboring landowners of Historic Resources Commission review of 
adaptive reuse applications is a positive step. Neighbors should get actual notice of the earliest 
stage of review of proposed changes in the use of nearby properties that could lower their 
property values and quality of life.  
 
Some of the proposed changes to subsection (2) are also positive.  
 
The history of the adaptive reuse ordinance shows that subsection (2) (iii) was drafted to allow 
flexibility in the use of unusually large structures in historic districts—houses that are so large 
that they are difficult to use as single-family residences. It was intended to be an extraordinary 
remedy for extraordinary structures, and has only been applied to such structures. Only three 
adaptive reuse permits have been issued since the ordinance was adopted in 1993. All three are 
unusual structures: 
 

1) 805 Ohio, aka the old Simmons Hospital, had more than 7,000 square feet and had been 
on the market for a long time without attracting a buyer. The adaptive reuse ordinance 
was applied to allow apartments. 

 
2) 643-645 Tennessee had more than 6,000 square feet and had long been used as an 

apartment house. The adaptive reuse ordinance was applied to allow a Bed and Breakfast, 
arguably a less intensive use than its prior use as an apartment house. 

 
3) The Castle Tea Room is another large, unique property that was already in non-

residential use when the adaptive reuse ordinance was applied to allow additional 
restaurant and outdoor event use. 

 
The current version of the ordinance provides that adaptive reuse is encouraged for structures 
with at least 4,000 square feet of living space in historic district. The current language leaves 
open the possibility that smaller structures are eligible for adaptive reuse even though it is not 
encouraged.  
 
That interpretation of the ordinance would effectively eliminate single family residential zoning 
in the Old West Lawrence Historic District because any owner could seek adaptive reuse to put 
apartments, duplexes, B & Bs, and other uses in any house of any size in the district. 
 



Making the 4,000 square foot minimum a requirement for eligibility for adaptive reuse would 
prevent widespread introduction of uses inconsistent with single family residential zoning in Old 
West Lawrence under the guise of adaptive reuse 
 
However, the addition of the phrase “regardless of . . . historic use” to subsection (2)(iii) could 
be interpreted allow investors to expand the living space in a house to meet the 4,000 square foot 
threshold for adaptive reuse. For example, an investor could acquire a modest-sized two-story 
house with a 1,200 square foot footprint and 2,400 total square feet of living space, finish 1,600 
square feet in the attic and basement, then say the house has 4,000 square feet and so is eligible 
for adaptive reuse.  
 
There are many such houses in Old West Lawrence. The proposed language has the potential to 
riddle Old West Lawrence with apartments and duplexes. That is not the way to preserve historic 
Old West Lawrence—resident homeowners tend to take better care of their properties than do 
owners of investment properties. This loophole should be closed. 
 
The adaptive reuse ordinance is intended to allow flexibility in the allowed uses of houses that 
are so large that it is a hardship to owners to use them as single family residences. Investors 
should not be allowed to create their own hardship and then seek adaptive reuse to remedy that 
hardship. 
 
There are at least two simple ways to amend subsection (2) (iii) to avoid this problem:  
 

1) Raise the minimum size to 6,000 square feet of above-grade living space.  
 

2) Keep the 4,000 square foot minimum, but exclude basement and attic space from the 
definition of living space. That would be consistent with “gross living area,” one of the 
standard measures of living space for real estate appraisals. 

 
Either alternative would limit the extraordinary remedy of adaptive reuse to unusually large 
structures like 805 Ohio and 643-645 Tennessee, in keeping with the intent of the adaptive reuse 
ordinance. 
 
       Yours truly, 
 
 
 
       James J. O’Malley 
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