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STAFF REPORT 12-10-2014 MEETING                  PREPARED BY: J.ROSS 
APPLICATION NUMBER 14-292 
ADDRESS: 14901 E. JEFFERSON 
APPLICANT: CITY OF GROSSE POINTE PARK/DENNIS LEVASSEUR  
HISTORIC DISTRICT: JEFFERSON CHALMERS BUSINESS DISTRICT  
 
PROPOSAL 
Erected ca. 1913, the building located at 14901 Jefferson Avenue originally served as the American 
State Bank (see the below photo). By the 1970s, the building housed the Deck Bar at the first story 
and apartments within its second story space. As per the author of the district’s National Register of 
Historic Places nomination, the Deck Bar closed ca. 2004 and the building has remained vacant ever 
since. The City of Grosse Point Park acquired ownership of the building in 2006. The two-story 
resource houses 7013 square feet and features load-bearing masonry (brick) construction with steel 
support beams at the basement. Wood joist floor systems supported by structural steel I-beams are at 
the first and second stories. The roof features a wood-truss flat deck with w built up covering. 
Exterior walls are red brick with stone and cast concrete decorative detailing and a metal cornice at 
the parapet. Windows are historic-age, wood-sash units.   
 
Jefferson-Chalmers is a designated local historic district and is listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places. The building at 14901 E. Jefferson has been identified as a Contributing element to 
the district.  The Jefferson-Chalmers Historic Business District is one of the few remaining intact 
districts that reflect commercial architecture and suburban development on the east side of Detroit 
during the 1920s. The majority of the structures on East Jefferson Avenue are multiple-storefront 
blocks, generally two stories in height, containing offices or apartments on the second story. Because 
real estate was in high demand during Detroit’s explosive early twentieth-century growth, most 
structures were built to their lot lines and shared party walls with the buildings next to them. This 
creates an unbroken wall of storefronts on East Jefferson Avenue. There are 57 buildings within the 
boundaries of the district, 40 of which are Contributing.  
 
Please note that a proposal to demolish the building was initially presented to the Commission for 
review and approval at their May 2008 meeting. After a review of the proposal, the Commission 
denied the applicant because they determined that work did not meet the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation standard number 6) Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired 
rather than replaced.  Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive 
feature, 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. More recently, the applicant appeared at the Commission’s November 
12, 2014 meeting in an effort to once again obtain this body’s approval for demolition of the building 
located 14901 E. Jefferson. However, at that meeting, this body tabled the application and requested 
that the applicant provide a more detailed assessment of the building’s current condition. With the 
current proposal, the applicant has submitted a revised structural report, a structural assessment letter 
report from the Detroit Building, Safety, Engineering, and Environmental Department (BSEED), a 
letter of support from the nearby St. Ambrose Parish (located in Grosse Point Park), and packet of 
information which outlines the project history in support of their proposal to demolish 14901 E. 
Jefferson.       
 
As noted above, the applicant has submitted the attached revised structural assessment of the 
building, which was undertaken by Susan Alarcon, PE of Stantec Consulting Ltd, in support of their 
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proposal to demolish the building. Specifically, the report outlines a number of issues regarding the 
condition of the building, the most significant of which includes the presence of an unchecked leak 
that has “severely affected” an area of approximately 150 sq. ft at the roof trusses and has contributed 
to deterioration of areas of wood floor joists at the second story, and floor, ceiling, and wall finishes 
at the first and second stories. The report also notes that water infiltration from the roof has 
contributed to deterioration of the stairs which lead from the first story to the second story and the 
corrosion of a steel beam at the basement. Please see the attached structural assessment of the 
building.  
 
HDC Staff Observations  
HDC staff did not undertake an interior assessment of the building. However, HDC staff visited the 
site to review the building’s exterior and noted the following (please see attached photos): 
 

 Of the 17 concrete window sills extant at the building’s south (front) and west (side) 
elevation, only 4 display deterioration. Of these 4 deteriorated sills, only 2 are deteriorated to 
the extent that “ …large chunks of spalling concrete having fallen off the building, exposing 
the corroded reinforcing steel.” 

 The lintels above the doorways appear to be in good conditions with some cracking of the 
concrete and peeling paint apparent   

 The windows appeared to be in poor condition, although the wood brick mould/was still 
present throughout. Staff did note some cracks at the first story window lintels 
 Window lintels at the second story appear to be in poor condition 

 As noted in the submitted structural assessment, the building’s exterior load-bearing, 
structural walls appear to be in “…decent condition.” Staff did not observe areas of bowing, 
cracking, wall collapse, or loose brick which would indicate structural failure  

 The metal decorative cornice is rusted/corroded and is pulling away from the wall surface at 
some locations 

 
As per the attached Notice of Tabled Application, HDC staff did request that the applicant provide a 
proposal which outlines the planned new use of the parcel proposed for demolition. In response, the 
applicant submitted a letter which notes that they presently plan to establish a pocket park at this 
location. However, no formal proposal for the site’s new use has been included with the current 
submittal.  
 
As noted in the above description, the district is characterized by an “… unbroken wall of 
storefronts” which sits at the lotline and fronts directly on the right-of-way/sidewalk on E. Jefferson 
Avenue.” The below attached photos indicate that the building proposed for demolition sits at the 
eastern edge of the district and therefore defines the district’s entrance. Although non-historic 
buildings are extant on the south side of E. Jefferson at this location,  14901 E. Jefferson and the 
adjacent building at 14917 E. Jefferson, which are located on the north side of the street, serve as an 
anchor which establishes the district’s “…unbroken wall of storefronts.” The demolition of this 
building for the location of a park/open lot would further serve to erode this portion of the district and 
would detract from the continuous “unbroken wall” of storefronts which is a significant character-
defining feature within the district. The building also serves to define the entrance into Detroit when 
traveling west from Grosse Pointe Park.   
 
APPLICABLE ELEMENTS OF DESIGN 
There are no elements of design for demolition  
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RECOMMENDATION 
After a review of the submitted documentation, it is HDC staff’s opinion that the proposed demolition 
of 14901 E. Jefferson, a Contributing resource in the Jefferson-Chalmers Commercial Historic 
District, does not meet the not meet the Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation, 
standard number 6) 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. HDC staff therefore recommends that the 
Commission deny the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness for the demolition 14901 E. 
Jefferson. As noted above, it is HDC staff’s opinion that the demolition of this building for the 
location of a park/open lot would serve to further erode this portion of the district which stands as an 
entrance into district and the City of Detroit and would detract from the continuous “unbroken wall” 
of storefronts which is a significant character-defining feature within the district. 
 
Pursuant to the Detroit Historic District Ordinance, Section 25-2-2, and the Michigan Public Act No. 
169 of 1970 as amended, an application for inappropriate work adversely affecting the exterior 
appearance of a resource, work which cannot be granted a Certificate of Appropriateness, shall be 
permitted by the historic district commission through the issuance of a Notice to Proceed (NTP) if 
any of the following conditions prevail and if the commission finds that the work is necessary to 
substantially improve or correct any of these conditions: 
 

(1) The resource constitutes a hazard to the safety of the public or the occupants; 
 
(2)  The resource is a deterrent to a major improvement program that will be of    

substantial benefit to the community.  Substantial benefit shall be found only if 
the  applicant proposing to do the work has obtained all necessary planning and 
zoning approvals, financing, and environmental clearances and the improvement 
program is otherwise feasible; 

 
(3) Retention of the resource would cause undue financial hardship to the owner.  

Undue financial hardship shall be found only when a governmental action, an act 
of God, or other events beyond the owner’s control created the hardship, which 
may include offering the resource for sale at its fair market value or moving the 
resource to an appropriate vacant site within the historic district, have been 
attempted and exhausted by the owner; 

 
(4) Retention of the resource would not be in the interest of the majority of the 

community. 
 
The applicant has noted that the areas of deterioration as outlined in the submitted structural report 
have rendered 14901 E. Jefferson “…structurally unsound as it currently stands” and that the building 
is therefore “…a safety and health hazard.” Although it does appear that areas of deterioration do 
exist within the building, it is HDC staff’s opinion that the demolition of the building is not 
“…necessary to substantially improve or correct…” this condition. Rather, it appears that the outlined 
deficiencies as described can be repaired, the existing debris within the building’s interior space can 
be removed, and the building envelope can be fully secured, thus correcting the current 
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unsound/hazardous condition/areas of deterioration within the building. It is HDC staff’s opinion that 
the submitted proposal did not adequately display that it is technically and/or financially infeasible 
for the applicant to substantially improve or correct the current deteriorated conditions at the building 
by merely repairing the outlined structural deficiencies. It therefore appears that demolition is not a 
necessary option to address the building’s deficiencies. HDC staff therefore recommends that the 
Commission deny the issuance of a NTP for the demolition of 14901 E. Jefferson because the 
proposed action/work is not the only option available/necessary to “…substantially improve or 
correct…” the building’s current deteriorated condition. Also, the applicant did not present any 
information that the project meets any one of remaining three conditions for the issuance of a NTP 
 

 
 

 

14901 E. Jefferson, 
facing northwest  

Eastern 
edge/boundary of the 
district   

Note, non-historic 
construction   

14901 E. Jefferson, 
facing northeast  

Note, non-historic 
construction   
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14901 E. Jefferson, 
facing north  

14901 E. Jefferson, 
facing northeast  
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14901 E. Jefferson 
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14901 E. Jefferson, 
aerial photo  
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14901 E. Jefferson, ca. 
1920 

14901 E. Jefferson, 
aerial photo  
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14901 E. Jefferson, ca. 
1980 
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14901 E. Jefferson, 
current appearance  
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Facing SE at side/west 
elevation. Note corroded 
cornice and deteriorated 
windows at second story 

Detail exterior photos. Note that brick appears 
to be in generally good condition  



Detail of corroded cornice and 
deteriorated windows at second 
story 



Detail of corroded cornice and 
deteriorated windows and lintels 
at second story 



Detail of corroded cornice and 
deteriorated windows and lintels 
at second story 



Detail of cast concrete door and 
window surrounds at front/south 
elevation



Detail of primary/south elevation 
door



Detail of primary/south elevation 
door and storefront



Detail of primary/south elevation 
door and storefront



Facing SE at side/west 
elevation. 
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STRUCTURAL ASSESSMENT FOR HISTORICAL PRESERVATION 

Executive Summary 

The City of Grosse Pointe Park (City) submits this structural assessment report to the Historic District 
Commission of the City of Detroit, Michigan for demolition of a building located at 14901 
Jefferson Avenue in Detroit, the building has been referred to as Deck Bar. 

Structurally the exterior of the building requires repairs but overall appears to be in fair condition.  
However, the interior structural condition of the building is in very poor condition overall.  The 
wood roof framing has failed in an approximately 150 sq. ft. area and collapse of the roof in this 
area is entirely possible.  Repair of the roof would be much more extensive than this area 
considering entire spans of ceiling and roof wood framing members would need to be removed 
and replaced.  We would estimate at very least 30% - 40% of the entire roof framing of the Deck 
Bar structure would need to be replaced.  Similarly the second floor framing and stairway, below 
this roof leak area, is severely deteriorated.  All soft and spongy wood floor framing would have 
to be removed and replaced, we estimate at very least 30% of the second floor framing would 
have to be removed in its entirety and replaced.  Based in this and further information in this 
report we find this building to be structurally unsound as it currently stands and is a safety and 
health hazard.      

This inspection only commented on visually accessible structural findings, it is possible that other 
areas of concern would be uncovered with further demolition and investigation based on the 
very poor condition of finishes and moisture issues within the structure. 

Furthermore, restoration of this building would require the building to be structurally assessed for 
load capacity and brought up to current structural codes and standards.   
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Abbreviations 

City 

Detroit 

DHDC 

EPA 

City of Grosse Pointe Park 

City of Detroit 

Detroit Historic District Commission 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Deck Bar Building located at 14901 Jefferson Avenue, Detroit 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report is prepared to summarize results of the visual inspection of the building located at 
14901Jefferson Avenue, Detroit. The report provides assessment of structural assessment of this 
building. This Chapter addresses the description and location of the subject property, namely 
Deck Bar. 

1.1 LOCATION 

Deck Bar is located near the eastern city limit of Detroit on the Northeast corner of Jefferson and 
Alter Road. The vicinity map of this property is in Figure 1. 

1.2 OWNERSHIP 

The building is owned by the City of Grosse Pointe Park. 

1.3 CONSTRUCTION 

This building was erected in 1913 and was the American State Bank on the main floor and 
apartments on the second floor.  The connected adjacent properties were store fronts on the 
main floor. In the 1970s the main floor space was converted into a bar called the Deck Bar.  This 
bar closed in approximately 2004 and the building has been vacant ever since. There is 
basement under the east side of the building. The building is masonry and wood construction 
with steel support beams at the floor levels.  The exterior is brick with stone trims around windows. 
The roof structure is constructed with wood trusses.  The roof is flat and appears to be built up tar 
and paper construction. There is a series of skylights in the roof structure. 

1.4 INSPECTION 

Susan Alarcon, PE of Stantec Consulting Ltd. conducted a visual inspection of the building 
condition on October 8, 2014 and November 24, 2014 with the assistance of Pat Thomas and 
Mike Krause (City of Grosse Pointe Park). There was some concern with respect to general safety, 
air quality and/or mold presence in the building therefore the inspection was visual to avoid 
disturbance of existing materials.  Photographs were taken during the assessment and some are 
included in Appendix A. 
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Figure 1 – Location Map
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2.0 ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE AND CONSTRUCTION HISTORY 

This Chapter addresses architectural significance and construction history.   

2.1 ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

The deck bar construction is wood framing for floor and roof construction and brick masonry for 
load bearing walls. The wall finish is lath plaster. The exterior of the building is red brick with stone 
and decorative cast concrete around the openings and a metal cornice. The materials of 
construction and architectural style do not appear to be unique in any significant way. 

2.2 CONSTRUCTION HISTORY 

This building was erected in 1913 and was the American State Bank on the main floor and 
apartments on the second floor.  The connected adjacent properties were store fronts on the 
main floor. In the 1970s the main floor space was converted into a bar called the Deck Bar.  This 
bar closed in approximately 2004 and the building has been vacant ever since. There is 
basement under the east side of the building. The building is masonry and wood construction 
with steel support beams at the floor levels.  The exterior is brick with concrete trims around 
windows. The roof structure is constructed with wood trusses.  The roof is flat and appears to be 
built up tar and paper construction. There is a series of skylights in the roof structure. 

3.0 EVALUATION OF RESOURCE CONDITION 

3.1 EXTERIOR  

3.1.1 Description 

Brick and concrete detailing is original.  Brick walls are roof and second floor load bearing 
elements.  Windows, doors and bay windows also likely to be original.  Steel lintels over windows 
carry loads from the wall and roof above.   

3.1.2 Evaluation of Resource Condition 

Fair Condition 

- Concrete window sill delamination.  Concrete has spalled off in some locations exposing 
corroded reinforcing steel.  Concrete headers, sills and jambs have cracks.(Photograph 
1) 

- Severe deterioration and corrosion of the steel lintels over the windows on the second 
floor.  (Photograph 2)  
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- Deterioration of metal cornice at parapet of the building. (Photograph 2) 

- Brick on the exterior of the building are in good condition.  (Photograph 3) 

- Broken window glazing. (Photograph 2) 

3.1.3 Limitations of Visual Inspection 

Second floor lintels were inspected from ground level.   

3.1.1 Recommendations 

Cracked and spalling window sills would need to be repaired and/or reconstructed.  This 
condition affects the structural integrity of the masonry walls by allowing water into the walls and 
perhaps getting trapped.  The trapped water will expand and contract with freeze/thaw cycles 
and therefore damage the structural masonry walls.  

Corroded steel lintels would need to be removed and replaced with new steel lintels.  This would 
require temporary support of loads above the lintels during the work and may require removal 
and reinstallation of some wall bricks to suit the new lintels. 

Deteriorated metal cornice and broken window glazing could pose a general public safety 
threat if it detaches and falls from the building.  These items should be removed from the 
building. 

3.2 BUILDING FRAMING AND FOUNDATION 

3.2.1 Description 

Roof is flat and consists of wood framing.  Second floor ceiling consists of wood joists bearing on 
brick load bearing walls.  Main and second floor construction consists of wood joists and 
structural steel I-beams.  Load bearing walls are of brick construction.  Steel columns carry main 
floor loads in the basement.  Concrete basement floor slab.  Building exterior foundation walls 
are of brick construction. 

3.2.2 Evaluation of Resource Condition 

Poor Condition 

- There is a severe roof leak at the wall between the Deck bar and the next building. 
(Photograph 4)   The wood roof framing trusses are severely cracked, shifted and 
displaced.  The sky can be seen between the roofing and the wall at least 4 inches, 
indicating approximately how much the roof framing members have shifted.  The 
severely affected area is approximately 150 sq. ft.  Wood framing members bearing on 
the brick wall are displaced and therefore bearing surface area is greatly decreased 
from original design. (Photograph 5)   The wood framing members are severely cracked. 
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(Photograph 6)  The roof in this section would be considered useless and would not be 
capable of carrying any roof live loads.  Failure of the roof in this area should be 
considered imminent.   

- The second floor wood joist structure directly below this roof failure area includes the 
stairway from door off Jefferson Ave. to the second floor and the ceiling of the Deck Bar. 
(Photographs 7 & 8)   Approximately a minimum of 30% of second floor wood joist in main 
Deck Bar portion of the structure are considered to be severely damaged by water 
infiltration from the severe roof leak that has likely been an issue over an extended period 
of time.  Rain water was actively leaking from the roof thru the main floor ceiling at the 
time of this inspection. (Photographs 7 & 8)   The second floor wood access stair is also 
covered in this area and affected by direct water contact.  Wood deteriorates when 
subjected to water over extended periods of time, in this case perhaps 10 years, and the 
structural properties of the wood could be negatively affected, for example decreased 
tensile and compressive strength of the members.   All of the wood in the vicinity of the 
roof failure was discolored and areas touched were soft and spongy. (Photograph 9)   
Metal wood fasteners will corrode decreasing the structural integrity of connections.  
Steel I-beams supporting the second floor were not exposed therefore could not be 
inspected.  However based on the layout of the floor joist and spans, likely there is steel 
framing in the vicinity of the severe water leak.  Steel exposed to this considerable 
amount of water over an extended period of time would likely be suffering from 
corrosion which may be negatively affecting the structural integrity of the steel member.    

- Steel beams supporting the main floor joist that are visible in the basement in the same 
area of the structure as the roof failure, approximately 10 feet of steel beam is highly 
corroded. (Photograph 10)   The flanges of the beams have rust scaling.  The rust scaling 
was scraped off with a hammer to determine if there is any loss of steel material thickness 
on the flanges.  It appeared that there was some loss of material thickness in the area of 
heavy corrosion.  This loss of material will affect the structural load carrying capacity of 
the beam.  The rest of the steel beams and support columns in the basement are 
showing mild-medium levels of steel corrosion. (Photograph 11) 

- Newer steel jack posts with wood 2x4’s have been added in a few locations in the 
basement to support the main floor.  It is not clear at this time the exact reason for the 
addition of this extra support.  It would be assumed that there was a structural 
requirement to provided extra support to the main floor to increase load carrying 
capacity of the main floor in these areas. (Photograph 12) 

- Other structural items to note would include the lack of support post under one end of a 
steel floor support beam in the basement (Photograph 13) and one steel column was not 
connected to the beam at the top plate. 

- Brick foundation appeared to be in fair condition. 
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- Concrete floors appeared to be in fair condition. 

3.2.3 Limitations of Visual Inspection 

There was concern with respect to general safety, air quality and/or mold presence in the 
building, therefore the inspection did not include investigation that would greatly disturb the 
existing materials and lead to unknown particles becoming airborne and perhaps inhaled or 
ingested.  Ceiling and floor finishes made it difficult to observe all aspects of the structure in all 
areas.    Considerable garbage, debris, old furniture, etc. covered some floor areas throughout.  
The south room in the Deck Bar was completely filled with garbage one to three feet in height or 
so.  The east room floor of the Deck Bar is covered in old mattresses.  

The roof was not accessed.  As noted in the Evaluation of Resource Condition the roof has 
completely failed in one area that was noticeable from the second floor.  For safety sake we did 
not access the roof. 

3.2.4 Recommendations 

As noted above the area of roof framing that has failed is approximately 150 sq. ft.  However the 
spans for these members would be much longer and therefore the overall effect could be at 
least 30% of the entire wood roof/ceiling framing would need to be removed and reconstructed 
in the Deck Bar building.  This is a critical deficiency considering the roof has failed and a full 
collapse of the roof in this area is possible.   The roof collapse could lead to a failure of the 
second floor due to the extra load on the already deteriorated floor. 

Similarly the second floor framing in the area of the roof leak would need to be completely 
removed and replaced including the wood stairs to the second floor.  Complete removal and 
replacement of the existing wood joists would be required for at least 50% of the Deck Bar 
ceiling.  This work may require removal or temporary support of interior walls on the second floor.  
This would also be considered a critical deficiency due to advanced deterioration.    

In addition the steel beam in the basement that is significantly corroded would need to be 
sandblasted to remove all rust and reinforced.  All steel in the basement would need to be 
sandblasted to remove rust. 

It should be noted also that other areas of the structure besides the area of the roof leak have 
been subjected to the elements for many years, for example at all windows without glazing and 
broken skylights. (Photograph 14)   These areas once investigated further by demolition of finishes 
may uncover other areas of structural concern for the wood.  Moisture deterioration can 
significantly negatively affect the structural capacity of the wood.  Any areas of soft, spongy, 
cracked and warped wood would need to be replaced. 

If this building is considered for reuse, well before the design stage of the reuse, we would 
recommend that the entire building be structurally assessed for load capacity of roof and floor 
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levels based on the future use and based on current codes and standards.   The additional jack 
posts and supports in the basement would indicate a lack of load capacity of the main floor.   
Reinforcement of the existing floor may be required beyond that of the repair area indicated in 
this report.  However this would be based on future intended use requirements.   

4.0 ENGINEER’S CERTIFICATE 

This structural assessment report was prepared by me after field inspection of the Deck Bar 
building located at 14901 Jefferson Avenue in Detroit, Michigan.  I am a registered professional 
engineer (P.E.) in the state of Michigan and my registration number is 56678. 

The opinions and recommendations made in this report are based on my education and 
professional experience. 

 

Susan Alarcon, PE. 
Structural Engineer 
Phone: (519) 966-2250  
susan.alarcon@stantec.com
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Appendix A 

Photographs
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Photograph 1- Concrete window sill deterioration 

 

 

 

Photograph 2 – Deteriorated window lintels and metal cornice 
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Photograph 3 – Exterior building façade off Jefferson Ave.  

 

 

Photograph 4 – Wood roof framing failure 
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Photograph 5 – Roof at Deck Bar east wall.  Large gap in roof. Structural wood joist coming out of wall bearing. 

 

Photograph 6 – Severely cracked roof framing members. Failed connections.  Deteriorated wood framing. 
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Photograph 7 – Looking at East wall of main floor of Deck Bar and stair to second floor.  Rain water actively leaking through 
from roof.  Deteriorated floor and stair framing. 

 

Photograph 8 – Main floor of Deck Bar.  South east corner.  Effects of water infiltration on ceiling. 
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Photograph 9 – Roof framing above ceiling.  Considerable water marks on wood roof framing. 

 

Photograph 10 – Basement.  Highly corroded steel beam supporting main floor. 
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Photograph 11 – Basement – Corroded steel beam and column. 

 

Photograph 12 – Basement – Additional jack post and wood framing under floor joists. 
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Photograph 13 – Basement – Beam cantilevered far out from support post. 

 

Photograph 14 – Skylight.  Structural members around broken skylight exposed to the elements. 
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65 CADILLAC SQ., SUITE 1300 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48226 

CITY OF DETROIT         PHONE 313-224-6536 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION       FAX 313-224-1310 

 

 

August 19, 2014 
NOTICE OF TABLED APPLICATION 

 
Bodman PLC 
Dennis Levasseur 
201 S Division St,  
Ann Arbor, MI 48104 
 
RE: Application Number 14-292; 14901 E. Jefferson; Jefferson Chalmers Historic District 
 
Dear Mr. Levasseur, 
 
At the regular scheduled meeting that was held on November 12, 2014, the Detroit Historic District Commission 
passed a motion to table the above-referenced application to demolish the building at 14901 E. Jefferson. The 
application was tabled pursuant to Article II of the Detroit Historic District Commission’s Rules of Procedures, 
Section 5(10) of the Michigan Local Historic District Act, as amended, being MCL 399.205(10), MSA 5-
3407(5)(10); Section 25-2-57(b) of the 1984 Detroit City Code; Detroit Historic District Commission Resolution 97-
01 (adopted August 13, 1997); Detroit Historic District Commission Resolution 97-02 (adopted October 8, 1997); 
and Detroit Historic District Commission Resolution 98-01 (adopted February 11, 1998) pending receipt of the 
following information: 
 

 Comprehensive structural assessment report conducted by Detroit Building, Safety, Engineering, and 
Environmental Department staff structural engineer for all buildings within the Jefferson Chalmers Historic 
District which the applicant proposes to demolish to include 14901 and 14917 E. Jefferson   

 
 Comprehensive structural assessment report following the template developed by the Detroit Historic 

District Commission (see attached) and conducted/completed by licensed structural engineer for all 
buildings within the Jefferson Chalmers Historic District which the applicant proposes to demolish to 
include 14901 and 14917 E. Jefferson   
 

 Documentation of all efforts to mothball and market 14901 and 14917 E. Jefferson  since Grosse Pointe has 
owned the properties  
 

 Proposal which outlines the planned new use of the parcels proposed for demolition  
 

 
Please note that these documents must be completed and submitted to Historic District Commission staff no later 
than November 24, 2014 in order for your case to be heard at the upcoming December 10, 2014 historic District 
Commission meeting.  
 
 
 
For the Commission: 
 
 
Jennifer Ross 
Staff  
Detroit Historic District Commission 
 
Copy: Daljit Benipal, B&SE  
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