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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING
CITY OF DAVENPORT, IOWA
TUESDAY, JUNE 8, 2021; 5:00 PM

CITYHALL, 226 W 4TH ST, COUNCIL CHAMBERS

. Call to Order
. Secretary's Report
A.

Consideration of the April 13, 2021 meeting minutes.

. Communications
. Old Business
. New Business

A.

Case COA21-06: Request to tuckpoint and replace brick at 1208 Main Street. The J.
Monroe Parker-Ficke House is a locally designated historic landmark and located
within the College Square Historic District. E&G Masonry Restoration, petitioner, on
behalf of Delt 100 Alumni Counsel LLC. [Ward 3]

Case COA21-07: Request to install new park furniture at Prospect Park. Gabe
Florence, petitioner. [Ward 5]

Case COA21-09: Installation of a new roof at 705 Gaines Street. The multi-family
dwelling is listed as a contributing structure in the Hamburg Local Landmark Historic
District. Jack Haberman, petitioner. [Ward 3]

Case COA21-11: Request to install a new cabana and umbrellas at the Annie
Wittenmyer Aquatic Center located in the lowa Soldiers' Orphans' Home Historic
District. City of Davenport Parks and Recreation Department, petitioner. [Ward 5]

Case DNRHP21-01: Request for demolition of the screened porch at 209 McClellan
Boulevard located in the McClellan Heights National Historic District. Joy Sparling,
petitioner. [Ward 6]

Other Business

A.

Pending Items and Updates

Open Forum for Comment

Adjourn

. Next Commission Meeting: July 13, 2021



City of Davenport
Historic Preservation Commission

Department: DNS Date
Contact Info: Matt Werderitch 563.888.2221 6/8/2021
Subject:

Consideration of the April 13, 2021 meeting minutes.

Recommendation:
Approve the minutes.

Background:
The April 13, 2021 meeting minutes are attached.
ATTACHMENTS:
Type Description
o Backup Material Meeting Minutes 4-13-21
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Community Planning & =\ yeritch. Matt Approved 5/20/2021 - 8:49 AM

Economic Development



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF DAVENPORT, IOWA
TUESDAY, APRIL 13, 2021; 5:00 PM
CITY HALL, 226 W 4TH ST, COUNCIL CHAMBERS

*A PARTIALLY ELECTRONIC MEETING IS BEING HELD BECAUSE A FULLY “IN
PERSON” MEETING IS IMPRACTICAL DUE TO CONCERNS FOR THE HEALTH AND
SAFETY OF COUNCIL MEMBERS, STAFF, AND THE PUBLIC PRESENTED BY
COVID-19, AND TO FOLLOW THE GOVERNOR’S PROCLAMATION AND THE
MAYOR’S EXECUTIVE ORDER DIRECTING SOCIAL DISTANCING AND PLACING
RESTRICTIONS ON GATHERINGS. IN PERSON ATTENDANCE BY THE GENERAL
PUBLIC AT ANY CITY OF DAVENPORT PUBLIC MEETING WITHIN ITS FACILITIES
SHALL BE LIMITED TO 20 PERSONS.*

l. Call to Order

Vice Chairperson McGivern called the meeting to order with the following Commissioners
present by phone or virtual meeting: Franken, Lesthaeghe, McGivern, Miranda, Powers, Sage,

and Wilga.
Staff present: Laura Berkley, Matt Werderitch

II.  Secretary's Report
A. Consideration of the March 9, 2021 Meeting Minutes.

Motion by Wilga, second by Miranda to approve the March 9, 2021 meeting minutes.
Minutes were unanimously approved by voice vote (7-0).

"I Communications
A. Proclamation-Historic Preservation Month

Werderitch stated that May is traditionally Preservation Month across the United
States. Many communities throughout the country adopt a proclamation celebrating
preservation. The City Council will be issuing a proclamation for May as Preservation
Month at their meeting on the 12",

Chairperson McGivern recommended adding a statement recognizing the dedicated
community service of Historic Preservation Commission Chairperson John Frueh and
Commissioner Lyn Cochran as well as highlighting recently added structures to the
national inventory.

B. RES20-01: Resolution encouraging the consideration of desirability of preserving historic
character when considering changes to Davenport’s local landmark parks.



Werderitch briefed the Commission on the adoption of Resolution No. 2020-01. The
Parks and Recreation Advisory Board motioned to “Acknowledge the receipt of the
resolution” at their March 2, 2021 meeting. The resolution states that any changes
made to a historic park should be guided by the local, state, or national designation and
its period of significance, taken from its original application for historical designation
and refer to the National Park Service’s Preservation Briefs to guide decisions in making
changes to local landmark parks.

V. Old Business
V. New Business

A. Case COA21-03: Brick rebuild, tuckpointing, and caulking at 532 West 6'" Street. The
Hirschel, A.J. and H.O. Seiffert House is located in the Hamburg Local Landmark Historic
District. Herold Jestel, petitioner. [Ward 3]

Werderitch introduced the case and the scope of the proposed work. Herold Jestel,
petitioner, spoke on behalf of the exterior alteration and answered questions. The
Historic Preservation Commission approved a Certificate of Appropriateness for
tuckpointing all brick and mortar joints on the chimney on May 12, 2020. Based on the
scope of the work and experience from the contractor, B&B Masonry and Restoration, N
spec mortar was approved for use in place of a custom mix determined by material
testing. Chairperson McGivern stated that since the brick proposed for replacement and
tuckpointing is a different color and material than the chimney, a mortar analysis should
be conducted and approved by city staff.

A recommendation is made by staff to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness to
rebuild, tuckpoint, and caulk brick at 532 West 6th Street, subject to the following
condition:

Condition: The existing brick on the south elevation shall be preserved, cleaned, and
reused. If the brick on the south elevation wall is to be removed and replaced with new
brick, then sample replacement brick shall be reviewed and approved by the Historic
Preservation Commission.

The project was reviewed for conformance with the Standards for Review, Chapter
14.01.060C of the Davenport Municipal Code. The project meets the following
standards:

1. Everyreasonable effort shall be made to make the minimal number of changes
necessary to maintain a designated property in a good state of repair, thereby
minimizing the impact of the proposed alteration.

2. Deteriorated architectural features should, where possible, be repaired rather
than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement, the
new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture and other visual
gualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall
be substantiated by documentary, physical or pictorial evidence.

3. Activities that cause deterioration of a designated property and its architectural
features shall be discouraged. In those cases where the damage would be



irreversible, such as sand-blasting and wet blasting fire-hardened bricks, the
activities shall be prohibited. If cleaning is to be done, the gentlest means
possible shall be encouraged.

Motion by Franken, second by Powers to approve staff recommendation for approval of
Case COA21-05 with an additional condition that a mortar analysis shall be conducted
and approved by City Staff. Motion to approve staff recommendation and the
additional condition passed by a roll call vote (7-0).

Case COA21-04 being the request to install a new plaque adjacent to the military tank
on Credit Island located at 2200 West River Drive. Timothy Ramsay, petitioner. [Ward 1]

Werderitch offered an overview of the proposed application. Timothy Ramsay
presented his Eagle Scout Project to the Commission and answered questions.
Chairperson McGivern thanked the Boy Scout for his service to the community.
Commissioner comments were supportive of the project.

A recommendation is made by staff to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness to
install a plaque adjacent to the military tank on Credit Island per Chapter 14.01.060 of
the Davenport Municipal Code.

The project was reviewed for conformance with the Standards for Review, Chapter
14.01.060.C.9 of the Davenport Municipal Code. The Project meets the following
standard:

1. New additions and related new construction shall not be discouraged when
such improvements do not destroy historic material and such design is
compatible with the size, massing, scale, color, materials and character of the
property, neighborhood, and district.

Motion by Wilga, second by Lesthaeghe to approve staff recommendation for approval
of Case COA21-05. Motion to approve staff recommendation passed by a roll call vote
(7-0).

Case COA21-05: Installation of a new roof at 417 West 7t Street. The home is listed as a
contributing structure in the Hamburg Local Landmark Historic District. Maria Klein of
Green Valley Construction Inc. on behalf of Ryan Slattery, petitioner. [Ward 3]

Werderitch provided an overview of the proposed asphalt shingle roof replacement.
There were no additional comments from the applicant or Commission.

Staff recommendation is made to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness to install a
new roof at 417 West 7th Street in accordance with the submitted material.

The project was reviewed for conformance with the Standards for Review, Chapter
14.01.060C of the Davenport Municipal Code. The project meets the following
standards:



1.Every reasonable effort shall be made to make the minimal number of changes
necessary to maintain a designated property in a good state of repair, thereby
minimizing the impact of the proposed alteration.

2.Deteriorated architectural features should, where possible, be repaired rather
than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement, the
new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture and other visual
qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall
be substantiated by documentary, physical or pictorial evidence.

Motion by Powers, second by Miranda to approve staff recommendation for approval of
Case COA21-05. Motion to approve staff recommendation passed by a roll call vote (7-
0).

VI. Other Business

VIl.  Open Forum for Comment

VIIl.  Adjourn

Motion by Franken, second by Miranda to adjourn the meeting. Motion passed by a voice vote
(7-0). The meeting adjourned at 5:25 pm.

IX. Next Commission Meeting: May 11, 2021



City of Davenport
Historic Preservation Commission

Department: DNS Date
Contact Info: Matt Werderitch 563.888.2221 6/8/2021
Subject:

Case COA21-06: Request to tuckpoint and replace brick at 1208 Main Street. The J. Monroe
Parker-Ficke House is a locally designated historic landmark and located within the College
Square Historic District. E&G Masonry Restoration, petitioner, on behalf of Delt 100 Alumni
Counsel LLC. [Ward 3]

Recommendation:
A recommendation is made to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness to tuckpoint and
replace brick at 1208 Main Street, subject to the following condition:

Condition: To the greatest extent possible, the existing brick shall be preserved, cleaned, and reused.

The project was reviewed for conformance with the Standards for Review, Chapter 14.01.060C
of the Davenport Municipal Code. The project meets the following standards:

o Everyreasonable effort shall be made to make the minimal number of changes necessary
to maintain a designated property in a good state of repair, thereby minimizing the impact of
the proposed alteration.

e Deteriorated architectural features should, where possible, be repaired rather than replaced.
Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical or
pictorial evidence.

¢ Activities that cause deterioration of a designated property and its architectural features shall
be discouraged. In those cases where the damage would be irreversible, such as sand-
blasting and wet blasting fire-hardened bricks, the activities shall be prohibited. If cleaning is
to be done, the gentlest means possible shall be encouraged.

Furthermore, the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation were also reviewed. The
project satisfies the following recommendations for masonry work:
¢ Replacing in kind an entire masonry feature that is too deteriorated to repair - if the overall
form and detailing are still evident - using the physical evidence to guide the new work.
Examples can include large sections of walls. If using the same kind of material is not
technically or economically feasible, then a compatible substitute material may be
considered.
¢ Repairing masonry walls and other masonry features by repointing the mortar joints where
there is evidence of deterioration.
¢ Removing deteriorated mortar by carefully hand-raking the joints to avoid damaging the
masonry.
¢ Duplicating old mortar in strength, composition, color, and texture.
¢ Duplicating old mortar joints in width and in joint profile.

Background:



The applicant, E&G Masonry Restoration, is proposing the following work on the Parker-Ficke
Mansion:
1. Tuckpoint the masonry on all four building elevations as needed.
2. Replace deteriorated brick with a similar brick in color, dimension, and composition. An
estimated 1,200 bricks will be replaced.
3. Clean the exterior masonry with Sure Klean 600 detergent.

David Arbogast, Architectural Conservator, conducted a mortar analysis using a sample collected
from the south elevation, main block, between the bay windows, inside of the wall. The mortar
analysis was conducted using the acid digestion testing procedure. The procedure uses acid
digestion, filtration, and microscopic analysis of the fines and aggregate. The purpose is to determine
the three components of historic mortar: the binder, fines, and the sand/aggregate.

The mortar sample consisted of sand and lime with no Portland cement. The end result is a mix of
three parts of sand to each part of lime, by volume. The sand was moderately coarse. Typically,
David Arbogast advises matching the sand closely because of its visibility. However, in this case, with
the really narrow joints the sand, as well as the mortar, is not a significant factor in appearance. The
applicant may wish to tone down the white joints afterward to blend with the existing dirty mortar.

Croton Riverstone brick has been selected by the applicant. This type of brick has a comparable
appearance, color, composition, and dimensions as the existing. A sample brick and existing brick
will be brought to the meeting for a side by side comparison.

E&G Masonry is estimating 1,200 bricks will need to be replaced throughout the project. During the
construction, deteriorated brick will be removed as required and replaced with new brick. Replacement
brick will be utilized on all four building elevations in select locations.

ATTACHMENTS:
Type Description
o Backup Material Application
o Backup Material Mortar Analysis
o Backup Material Background Material-Masonry Work
o  Backup Material Sure Klean 600 Masonry Cleaner
o  Backup Material Building Blueprints
o  Backup Material Approval Standards
o Backup Material Site Inventory Sheet
o Backup Material National Park Service Masonry Brief
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date

Community Planning &

. Werderitch, Matt Approved 6/4/2021 - 8:26 AM
Economic Development



Complete application can be emailed to planning@davenportiowa.com

Property Address*m__a LT 1

*If no property address, please submit a legal description of the property-

Applicant (Prlmary Contact) . Application Form Type:

Name: - Loy o Plan and Zoning Commission

Company: S (- _; vy ang Map Amendment (Rezoning) ]

Address: : Planned Unit Development []

City/State/Zip: p( Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment [

Phone: | 4218 ~G Right-of-way or Easement Vacation ™

Emai:  [Corma.coneuld @ 7 Qry Voluntary Annexation []

Owner (if different from Applicant) . . Zoning Board of Adjustment

Name: U ' LG Zoning Appeal []

Company: ﬁ Tiv/ P Special Use ]

Address: 1] Hardship Variance []

City/State/Zip:

Phone: - - | Design Review Board

Email: - | Design Approval []
Demolition Request in the Downtown []

Engineer (if applicable) Demolition Request in the Village of

Name: East Davenport []

Company:

Address: Historic Preservation Commission

City/State/Zip: Certificate of Appropriateness Iii

Phone: Local Landmark Nomination []

Email: Demolition Request []

Architect (if applicable) Administrative

Name: Administrative Exception []

Company: Health Services and Congregate

Address: Living Permit []

City/State/Zip:

Phone:

Email:

Attorney (if applicable)

Name:

Company:

Address: ]

City/State/zZip: [ ~ |

Phone:

Email:




Historic Resource:

[ ] Local Hamburg Historic District

|___| Towa Soldier's Orphans’ Historic District

[I Marycrest College Historic District

IZT Individually Listed Local Historic Landmark

Not sure if you have a Historic Resource? You can click here to access the City’s GIS Map.

Click the layers icon toward the top right of the page. Click the Planning Layers dropdown. Turn the
Historic Resources layer on by checking the box,

i
e

Historic Resources requiring a Certificate of Appropriateness are mapped with a

If you are unsure, please contact the Community Planning and Economic Development staff at
(563) 326-6198 or planning@davenportiowa.com for assistance.

When is a certificate of appropriateness required?
Prior to the commencement of the work.

What type of activity requires the approval of a certificate of appropriateness?

Any activity requiring a building or sign permit, except demolition, that would change the exterior
architectural appearance of a structure. Examples include new construction, exterior alterations,
relocations, reconstructions and infill development.

Submittal requirements
» Please contact Planning staff at (563) 326-6198 or planning@davenportiowa.com so we
can help you determine what exactly is required to be submitted.
* Incomplete applications will not be accepted.

Submittal requirements for all types of requests:

» The completed application form.
+ A work plan that accurately and completely describes the work to be done.
+ Color digital photographs depicting the building elevations and proposed construction.

Submittal requirements for specific types of requests:
Minor afterations fo existing buildings and new and replacement signs (al of the above and):

» Specifications, including dimensions, material used and color of the material.

» A rendering of the proposed alteration as depicted on the existing building.

¢ Samples of the materials, including the color, along with scaled, accurately colored elevations
for any proposed sign and/or sign package.

Minor additions, site improvements and outdoor storage areas (all of the above and):

* A dimensioned site plan, including the locations of any proposed or existing buildings on the
subject parcel and on surrounding parcels.

» A preliminary grading plan showing before and after grades at two-foot contour intervals,
where deemed necessary bythe development official.

e Outdoor storage areas shall be reflected in the elevation drawings submitted and shall show
their relationship to the building elevations as well as the materials and treatment proposed
that would accurately reflect the screening of the storage areas.

¢ A landscape plan.



Major additions and new buildings (all of the above and):

« Reproductions of building or site information found in the historical surveys if applicable

» A verifiable legal description, or a land survey.

* A map showing the existing topography of other properties at two-foot contour intervals,
extending one hundred feet from the subject parcel.

« Elevation drawings, in color and drawn to scale, of the front, sides, rear, and roof lines of all
proposed buildings or structures, illustrating the appearance and treatment of required
screening elements for roof-mounted equipment, where deemed necessary by the
development official.

+ A materials board containing samples of each type of exterior building materials.

Formal Procedure
(1) Application:

» Prior to submission of the application, the applicant shall correspond with Planning staff to
discuss the request, potential alternatives and the process.

» The submission of the application does not constitute official acceptance by the City of
Davenport. Planning staff will review the application for completeness and notify the applicant
that the application has been accepted or additional information is required. Inaccurate or
incomplete applications may result in delay of required public meetings.

(2) Historic Preservation consideration of the request:

+ Only work described in the application may be approved by the Commission.

» If the Commission determines there is insufficient information to make a proper judgment on
the application, it may continue the application as long a period of 60 days has not elapsed
from an accepted application. This time period does not apply if the applicant requests the
continuance.

(3) After the Historic Preservation Commission’s decision:

» If approved, a certificate of appropriateness does not constitute a City permit or license and
does vest against any other land development regulation or regulatory approval. You will
need to contact Davenport Public Works and other regulatory agencies regarding permits
and/or licenses.

» If approved, a certificate of appropriateness will expire one year from the date of approval
unless a building permit is obtained within such period. The Zoning Administrator may grant
an extension for a period of validity longer than one year. An applicant may apply in writing
for an extension of time at any time prior to the date of expiration.

« The applicant may appeal the Historic Preservation Commission’s determination to the City
Coundil, A written appeal along with payment of $75.00 must be submitted to the Zoning
Administrator within thirty calendar days of the Historic Preservation Commission’s decision.

Applicant:| ¢ 2 ﬁ , A — |Date:{6 - 7~ 2/ |
By typing your Yiamé? you acknowledge and agree to the aforementioned submittal requirements and formal

procedure and that you must be present at scheduled meetings.

Ty,

P g i
Received by:| f” TAY. / ] Date:mzl
Planning staff
Date of the Public Meeting: [y -5.,3 ]

Meetings are held in City Hall Council Chambers located at 226"West 4™ Street, Davenport, Iowa.




Work Plan

Please describe the work being performed. Please note that only work described in the application
may be approved by the Board.

Wiz - will e RevTouiNe ANy REPLACING
rHe pormaf. FRo¥ 3 SiPES ofF
RoilhiNne /00 . Bricks oy No STené
AL =AS THeEN  wE Wil CLERN

worll  AReEAS  AND  Maul Auwsy Debris.

Add additional pages in needed.



1803 Pineacre Avenue
Davenport, Iowa 52803
May 6, 2021

Ezequiel Guzman
E & G Masonry Restoration

Dear Ezequiel:

Enclosed, please find the mortar analysis, test sheet, sand, and fines
for the mortar sample from the Parker-Ficke Mansion in Davenport.
I trust you will find all to be in order.

The sample was excellent in all aspects. It consisted only of sand and
lime with no Portland cement. This was probably closest to a mix of
three parts of sand to each part of lime, by volume. The sand in both
cases was moderately coarse. Normally, I would advise matching the
sand closely because of its visibility. However, in this case, with the
really narrow joints the sand, as well as the mortar, is not a
significant factor in appearance. You may wish, however, to tone
down the white joints afterward to blend with the existing dirty
mortar.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or comments you
may have.

Sincerely,

David Arbogast

Enclosures



INVOICE

Mortar Analysis

Parker-Ficke Mansion

1208 Main Street
Davenport, Iowa
May 6, 2020

Two mortar samples @ $350.00 persample . .................... $700.00

David Arbogast, Architectural Conservator
1803 Pineacre Avenue
Davenport, Iowa 52803
arbogast7@gmail.com

(563) 355-1553


mailto:arbogast7@gmail.com

Mortar Analysis

Parker-Ficke Mansion

1208 Main Street
Davenport, Iowa
May 6, 2020

On Wednesday morning, May 5, 2021, David Arbogast, architectural conservator, of
Davenport, Iowa met with Ezequiel Guzman of E & G Masonry Restoration of
Moline, Illinois, at the Parker-Ficke Mansion in Davenport, Iowa for the purpose of
collecting a mortar sample from the mansion. The samples was then analyzed to
determine its composition.

The analysis was begun on the same day, utilizing the acid digestion testing
procedure developed by E. Blaine Cliver, former Regional Historical Architect of the
North Atlantic Region of the National Park Service. This relatively simple procedure
dissolves the lime and/or cement content of the mortar using a 20% solution of
hydrochloric acid. The carbon dioxide released as a result of the reaction displaces
water, which is then measured and used to calculate the soluble content of the
mortar. The insoluble fines and sand remaining from the reaction are factored into
the equation resulting in a final result. In the case of cement samples, the remaining
fines are used to calculate the cement content of the mortar. The remaining sand is
then carefully sieved and graded by grain size to provide a means of identification of
the various sand types encountered.

The sample was collected from the south elevation, main block, between the bay
windows, inside of the wall. It was white with black on the surface, contained very
visible sand and was moderately soft in its composition. The sample had a fast and
very bubbly reaction which resulted in a large water displacement. It filtered rapidly
with the color of the filtrate being pale yellow-green. The proportion of fines was
small and they were charcoal-colored. The fines were most likely the black coating
on the sample. All of the aforementioned attributes indicate mortar consisting of
lime and sand only. The sand sieve analysis revealed moderately coarse sand. All of
it passed through the largest sieve with a little over 3 1/2% stopped in the second
largest sieve. Precisely 2 3/4% was left in the third largest sieve. Exactly 10 1/5%
was halted in the fourth largest sieve. Approximately 53 1/3% was captured in the
finest sieve with literally 30 1/5% travelling through all the sieves.



Mortar/Plaster/Stucco Analysis Test Sheet

Sample No. 1

Structure: Parker-Ficke Mansion, Davenport, Iowa
Location: South Elevation, Main Block, Between Bay Windows, Interior of Wall

Sample Description:___White with black on surface, very visible sand, moderately soft, fast and
very bubbly reaction, rapid filtering

Test No. 1 — Soluble Fraction

Data:

1. 180.2 Container A weight 8.__No _ Hair or fiber type

2. 200.2 __ Container A and sample 9.__3.3 Fines and paper weight
3.___764.54 Barometric pressure 10._2.7 Filter paper weight

4. 22 Temperature 11. 194.5 Sand and Container A weight

12._8.5 cc. of sand
13._19.4 Weight of graduated cylinder and sand
14._5.1 Weight of graduated cylinder

5. 0.95 Liters of water displaced
6. pale yel-grn _Filtrate color
7.__charcoal  Fines color

Computations:
15.___ 20.0 Starting weight of sample: No. 2 — No. 1
16. ____ 0.6 Weight of fines: No. 9 — No. 10

17. 14.3 Weight of sand: No. 11 — No. 1

18._.59440559 Sand density: No. 12 divided by (No. 13 — No. 14)

19. 5.1 Weight of soluble content: No. 15 — (No. 16 + No. 17)
20..0.0393718 Mols. Of CO2: No. 5 x No. 3. x 0.016 divided by (No. 4 + 273.16 C.)
21. 3.94  Gram weight of CaCO3: 100 x No. 20

22, 116 _ Gram weight of Ca(OH)2: No. 19 — No. 21
23..0.0156756 Mols. of Ca(OH)2: No. 22 divided by 74

24. 4.07___Gram total weight of Ca(OH)2: 74 x (No. 20 + No. 23)
25. 1.73__ Gram weight CO2: No. 20 x 44

26. 2.42  Gram weight total possible CO2: 44 x (No. 20 + No. 23)
27, 71.49 _ %CO2 gain: No. 25 divided by No. 26

Conclusions:
28. 18.27 Gram weight of sample: No. 15 — No. 25

29. 3.28 Fine parts/volume:
30. 46.52 Sand parts/volume:
31. 24.50 _Lime parts/volume:

Cement (if present)

32. Portland cement parts/volume:
33. Natural cement parts/volume:
34. Lime with cement parts/volume:

Test No. 2 — Sand Sieve Analysis

Sieve Sieve w/ sand weight  Sieve weight
No. 10 158.3 158.3

No. 20 141.0 140.1

No. 30 133.2 132.5

No. 40 125.7 123.1

No. 50 126.5 112.

Base 78.2 70.5

No. 16 divided by No. 28
(No. 17 divided by No. 28) x No. 18
(No. 24 divided by No. 28) x 1.1

(No. 16 divided by No. 28) x 0.78
(No. 16 divided by No. 28) x 0.86
(No. 16 x 0.2) divided by No. 28 x 1.1

Sand weight  Sand ratio
0.0 0.00
0.9 3.533
0.7 2.75
2.6 10.20

13.6 53.33

_ 77 0.20



J. Monroe Parker-Ficke House DAVENPORT

lOWA | USA

« Locally Designated Historic Landmark

College Square Historic District

Constructed: 188

Architectural Style: Second Empire

Column Porches ldentified as a Distinctive Feature on Historical Survey




Proposed Masonry Work [JAVENPORT

lOWA | USA

Scope of Work:

1. Tuckpoint the masonry on all four building elevations.

2. Replace deteriorated brick with a similar brick in color, dimension, and composition. An estimated 1,200
bricks will be replaced.

3. Clean the exterior masonry with Sure Klean 600 detergent.




J. Monroe Parker-Ficke House DAVENPORT
Brick Replacement




J. Monroe Parker-Ficke House DAVENPORT
Brick Replacement




J. Monroe Parker-Ficke House
Brick Replacement

JAVENPORT

lOWA | USA
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J. Monroe Parker-Ficke House AVE
Brick Replacement PAYENEIAT

Proposed Brick Against Replaced Brick
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J. Monroe Parker-Ficke House
Tuckpointing

Sample Type O Mortar Mix Proposed Brick
(Not Proposed)

JAVENPORT

lOWA | USA

Portions of Building were
Tuckpointed with Type N
Mortar Mix

12



4 PROSOCO
-

Sure Klean

CLEANING & PROTECTIVE TREATMENTS

600

Sure Klean® 600 is a general purpose, concentrated
acidic cleaner for brick, tile and concrete surfaces.
Sure Klean® 600 dissolves mortar smears and
construction dirt quickly, leaving the masonry
clean and uniform with no acid burning or
streaking.

ADVANTAGES

¢* The No. 1-selling proprietary cleaner for new
masonry.

+ Proven effective through years of use,

* Recommended by many brick, tile and mortar
manufacturers,

* Safer than muriatic acid for new masonry
surfaces.

* Removes efflorescence on bricks, new concrete
and new stone construction.

+ Fast and easy to apply — use with cold water rinse.

*» Special wetting agents lef larger masonry
surfaces be cleaned at one time, eliminating
streaking.

Limitations

* May not be suitable for cleaning buff-colored brick
and brick, stone or tile with manganese or other
metallic additives. See product literature on Sure
Klean® Vana Trol®.

* Not suitable for cleaning polished or certain
glazed surfaces. Always test to ensure suitability.

¢ Repeated applications may leave a detergent
residue. Always prewet to reduce potential for
detergent residue. Ringe thoroughly. Do not
apply more than twice.

* Not effective for removing atmospheric dirt and
black carbon stains. Use the appropriate Sure
Klean® restoration cleaner to remove atmospheric
staining from older masonry surfaces.

* Not for use on treated low-E glass; acrylic and
polycarbonate sheet glazing; and glazing with
surface-applied reflective, metallic or other
synthetic coatings and films.

REGULATORY (OMPLIANCE
VO( Compliance

Sure Klean® 600 is compliant with all national, state
and district VOC regulations.

TYPICAL TECHNICAL DATA

Clear, slight amber liquid
FORM Pungent odor -

SPECIFIC GRAVITY | 1.130
~ pH|O1@1:9 dilution
WT/GAL | 9.4 Ibs
'ACTIVE CONTENT | not applicable
TOTAL SOLIDS | not applicable
' VOC CONTENT | not appiicable
FLASH POINT | not applicable
| FREEZE POINT | <-22° F (<-30° )

SHELF LIFE | 3 years in tightly sealed
unopened container

SAFETY INFORMATION

Always read full label and SDS for precautionary
instructions before use. Use appropriate safety
equipment and job site controls during application
and handling.

24-Hour Emergency Information:
INFOTRAC at 800-535-5053
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PREPARATION

Before use, test all substrates not intended to be
treated with Sure Klean® 600. If festing indicates
adverse effects, the substrate must be protected
before full scale application. Vapors and liquid
can damage a variefy of metals and fabrics. Best
practices are fo protect people, vehicles, property,
metal, painted surfaces, plants and other non
masonry materials from product, splash, residue,
wind driff and fumes. When working over fraffic,
clean when traffic is at 2 minimum. Protect or divert
traffic if necessary.

Best practices are to clean masonry before
installing windows, doors, finished flooring, metal
fixtures, hardware, light fixtures, roofing materials
and ofher non masonry items that the cleaner could
harm. I already installed, protect with polyethylene
before application. Sure Klean® Strippable Masking
is appropriate for use with this product to protect
windows.

el N— - —
Recommended for these substrates. Always test.
Coverage is in sq.ft./m. per gallon of concentrate.
Substrate Type J Use? | Coverage
. Burnished ‘ no
Architectural | g, q0th yes | 300400 sq.ft.
Conerete .
Block* Split-faced | Yes 28-37 sq.m,
Ribbed | yes
5 | Brick ? yes |
Tile yes
Concrete* Precast Panels yes HOOSE00. S0
56-102 sq.m.
Pavers yes
- _ Cast-in-place yes | 0000
Brick yes
: Tile yes 500-900 sq.ft.
Fired Clay Terra, Cotta unglazed) | yes 46-84 sq.Im.
Pavers yes
Marble’ i Polighed 110 N/A
Travertine, [ - T
Limestone | Unpolished no N/A
| Polished no N/A
Granite B vt
Unpolished gos | 0001200 sq.1t.
S T == T ~ B6-111 sq.m.
Sandstone Unpolished yes GOO=0Sa. £,
= |~ Eaeey * | 56-84sqm.
Siate | Unpolished yes D T
| 56-102 sq.m.
T — — S —— i
| *Repeated applications may damage surfaces. Sure
Klean® Custom Masonry Cleaner is a more appropriate
product.
Always test to ensure desired results. Coverage estimates
depend on surface texturs and porosity.
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All caulking and sealant maferials shouid be in
place and thoroughly cured before cleaning.

Construction soiling and mortar residues on new
brick and tile surfaces clean most effectively if the
cleaning is done within 14-28 days of installation.
Mortar and grout smears left on the surface longer
result in a more difficult clean down and may cause
undesirable results. Cleaning high-strength mortar/
grout within seven days improves results.

The presence of excessive moisture in the wall
contributes to efflorescence and other staining,
Always profect open wall cavities from rain during
construction.

Surface and Air Temperatures

For best results, clean when air and masonry surface
temperatures are 40° F (4° C) or above. To avoid harming
masonry, do not clean when temperatures are below
freezing or will be overnight. If freezing conditions
existed before application, let the masonry thaw.

Equipment

Apply with low-pressure (50 psi max) spray or
densely-packed, soft-fibered masonry-washing
brush. Do not atomize. Do not apply with pressure
spray over 50 psi. Such application will drive

the chemicals deep into the surface, making
complete rinse difficult. Test spray equipment for
compatibility and to avoid discoloration.

Rinse with enough water and pressure to flush
spent cleaner and dissolved sociling from the
masonry surface and surface pores without
damage. Inadequate rinsing leaves residues which
may stain the cleaned surface.

Masonry-washing equipment generating 400-1000
psi with a water flow rate of 6-8 gallons per minute
is the best water/pressure combination for rinsing
porous masonry. Use a 15-45° fan spray tip. Heated
water (150-180° F; 65-82° C) may improve cleaning
efficiency. Use adjustable equipment for reducing
water flow-rates and rinsing pressure as needed for
sensitive surfaces.

Rinsing pressures greater than 1000 psi and fan
spray tips smaller than 15° may permanenily damage
sensitive masonry. Water flow-rates less than 6
gallons per minute may reduce clegning productivity
and contribute to uneven cleaning results.

Storage and Handling

Transport and store in a cool, dry place with
adequate ventilation. Always seal container
after dispensing. Do not alter or mix with other
chemicals. Published shelf life assumes upright

N
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storage of factory-sealed container in a dry place.
Maintain temperatures of 45-100° F (7-38° C). Do
not double stack pallets. Dispose of unused product
and confainer in accordance with local, state and
federal regulations.

APPLICATION
Read “Preparation” and the Safety Data Sheet before
use,

ALWAYS TEST a small area {minimum 4-ft x 4-ft)

of each surface to confirm suitability and desired
results before beginning overall application. Test
each type of masonry and each type of stain. Test
with the same equipment, recommended surface
preparation and application procedures planned for
general application. Let test area dry 3-7 days before
inspection and approval. Make the test panel available
for comparison throughout the cleaning project.

If test panel indicates metallic discoloration, or if
stains are present before testing, refer to the Metallic
Discolorations section on page 4.

Dilution

Dilute one part product with between four and 12
parts clean water, based on test results. Always
pour COLD water into empty bucket first, then
carefully add product. Never use hot water.

Handle in polypropylene buckets or sprayers only.
Acidic materials and fumes attack metal.

Typical Coverage Rates

Reference the substrate chart on page 2. The
coverage rate chart assumes an average coverage
rate of 100 square feet per gallon of prepared
cleaner.

When calculating the volume of cleaner required for
porous, textured surfaces, assume 50 square feet
per gallon of prepared cleaner.

For dense, smooth surfaces, assume up to 150
square feet per gallon of prepared cleaner.

Application Instructions

Test thoroughly before general cleaning. Provide
adequate ventilation. CAUTION: Multiple
applications may lighten the morfar color.

Exterior Surfaces
1. Working from the bottom to the top, thoroughly
prewet a large area with fresh water.

2. Apply the diluted solution freely from the bottom
of the work area to the top.

3. Let cleaning solution stay on the wall for 3 to 5
minutes. Do not let cleaner dry into the masonry.
This may leave residue or stains. Fresh water
rinse the surfaces below areas being cleaned to
prevent streaking.

4. Reapply cleaner and scrape off heavy buildup of
excess mortar using a wooden scraper or piece
of brick. Take care not to harm the masonry
surface.

5. Working from the hottom of the work area to the
top, rinse thoroughly with clean water, removing
all cleaning compound, free sand, loose material
and debris.

6. Reapply as needed following steps 1-5.

Interior Surfaces

Proper ventilation is necessary. Follow exterior
application procedures. Use a sponge or soft-fibered
brush to rinse thoroughly.

BEST PRACTICES

Construction soiling and mortar residues on new
brick and tile surfaces clean most effectively if the
cleaning is done within 14-28 days of installation.
Mortar and grout smears left on the surface
longer result in a more difficult clean down

and may cause undesirable results. Cleaning
high-strength mortar/grouf within seven days
improves results.

Presence of excessive moisture in the wall
contributes to efflorescence and other staining.
Always protect open wall cavities from rain
during construction.

Do not apply with pressure spray over 50 psi.
Such application will drive the chemicals deep
into the surface, making complete rinse difficult.

Always pour COLD water into empty bucket first,
then carefully add product. Never use hot water.

Test spray equipment for compatibility and to
avoid discoloration. Handle in polypropylene
buckets or sprayers only. Acidic materials and
fumes attack metal.

Rinse with enough water and pressure to flush
spent cleaner and dissolved soiling from the
masonry surface and surface pores without
damage, Inadequate rinsing leaves residues which
may stain the cleaned surface.

Never go it alone. For problems or questions,
contact your local PROSOCO distributor or
field representative. Or call PROSOCO technical
Customer Care toll-fres at 800-255-4255.
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If conditions don't allow encugh water for complete
rinsing, use a neutralizing rinse following this
procedure:

1. Rinse with clean water.

2. Apply neuiralizing rinse of 2 ounces baking soda
to 1 gallon water.

3. Saturate. Leave solution on surface 3 to 5 minutes.
4. Apply final rinse of clear water.

Cleanup
Clean tools and equipment using fresh water.

Metallic Discolorations

Because of the metallic oxides contained in many
colors of brick in use today, green and brown
stains can form on the masonry surface. These
stains occur when vanadium, manganese or other
oxides migrate to the surface of the brick. Where
significant levels of metallic oxides are present in
the masonry, an improper dilution of Sure Klean®
600 can contribute to staining.

If the brick shows metallic staining before or affer

testing, follow these additional steps:

s If stains are light to moderate, test using Sure
Klean® 600 at a dilution rate of 8 parts water to 1
part concentrate. After rinsing, lef brick weather
10 to 14 days. Minor stains will often disappear if
allowed to weather.

s If results are acceptable, clean using this dilution
rate. When cleaning is done, let the wall weather.
Spot treat minor stains that have not weathered
with Sure Klean® stain removal products.

* If severe stains are apparent before original
testing or become s problem at any time during
the testing, use Sure Klean® Vana Trol® instead
of Sure Klean® 600. Vana Trol® is a cleaning
compound formulated specifically to conirol
metallic staining. Follow the procedures outlined
in the Vana Trol® product literature. In some
cases, Vana Trol® will remove vanadium staining.
If test panels do not prove effective, test using
Sure Klean® 800 Stain Remover and/or Sure
Klean® Ferrous Stain Remover.
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WARRANTY

The information and recommendations made are
based on our own research and the research of
others, and are believed to be accurate. However,
no guarantee of their accuracy is made because
we cannot cover every possible application of
our products, nor anticipate every variation
encountered in masonry surfaces, job conditions
and methods used. The purchasers shall make
their own fests t<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>