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City of Springfield 
 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
 
 

DATE:  May 30, 2014 
 
RE:  Landmarks Board Meeting 
 
 
 
Please find attached the agenda for the Landmarks Board meeting on June 4, 2014. No 
tour is being offered.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________ 
Daniel Neal 
Senior Planner 
 
 
 



Landmarks Board 
    City of Springfield - Historic City Hall - Council Chambers 

830 Boonville Avenue 
 

June 4, 2014 
5:30 p.m. 

 
I Roll Call 
 
II Minutes 
 A. April 2, 2014 
 
III Unfinished Business 
 A. Certificate of Appropriateness 
   
 B. Certified Local Government Review 
 
 C. Pre-Application Review 
 
IV New Business 
 A. Certificates of Appropriateness 
  1. 1414 N. Benton Avenue: Construct a new back porch and deck addition 
 B. Certified Local Government Review 
 
 C. Pre-Application Review 
 
V Communications 
  2014 Missouri CLG Forum – Jefferson City 
VI Reports 
 A. Report on committees 
  1.  Application 
  2.  Demolition 
  3.  Historic Sites and Districts 
       a.   Mid-Century Modern – Potential Historic Structures 
       b.   Ozarks Rock Structures Survey 
  4.  Communications 
  5.  Awards and Recognition 
  6.  Design Guidelines 
       a.   Commercial Street Design Guidelines 
   
 B. Administrative approval of C of A’s 
  1.  1619 E. Walnut: Install a new generator in the rear yard 
    2.  1648 E. Walnut: Replace an existing storage shed with two new sheds 
  3.  1420 E. Walnut: Replace existing fence in-kind to original in rear yard      

                                                           VII         Any other matters that fall under the jurisdiction of the Board 
 

          VIII       Adjournment 
 
 
 
Note:  In accordance with ADA guidelines, if you need special accommodations when attending any City meeting, please notify the 
City Clerk’s office at 864-1443 at least 3 days prior to the scheduled meeting. 

 

 
 
Laurel Bryant 
Real Estate Representative 
Chair 
 
Monica Stegall 
Commercial Street 
Representative 
Vice-Chair 
 
David Eslick 
Historian Representative 
 
Ann Bayliff 
At-Large Representative 
 
Len Eagleburger 
At-Large Representative 
 
Gary Bishop 
Walnut Street Representative 
 
David Brown 
Mid-Town Representative 
 
Joel Thomas 
Architect Representative 
 
Nancy Crandall 
At-Large Representative 
 
 
 
 



 
MINUTES OF THE LANDMARKS BOARD 

 
   DATE:  April 2, 2014 

         TIME:   5:30 pm 
 

The regular meeting and public hearing of the Landmarks Board was held on the above date and time in 
City Council Chambers, third floor of Historic City Hall with the following members and City of Springfield 
staff in attendance:  Laurel Bryant (Chair), Monica Stegall (Vice-chair), Ann Bayliff, David Eslick, Len 
Eagleburger, Joel Thomas, Gary Bishop and Nancy Crandall; Daniel Neal, Senior Planner; Duke 
McDonald, Assistant City Attorney; Sandy Goddard Administrative Assistant. Absent: David Brown. 

ROLL CALL: 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  The minutes of February 19, 2014 were approved unanimously. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:     

NEW BUSINESS: 

COMMUNICATIONS: 

Ms. Bryant asked if any members of the Board were planning on attending the 2014 Missouri CLG Forum 
in Jefferson City on April 11, 2014. 

Mr. Eslick commented he may attend. 

Mr. Neal noted that the City of Springfield would sponsor and pay for the forum if anyone can attend. 

Ms. Bryant reviewed the Forum agenda with Board members and discussed the Missouri Main Street 
Connections information regarding a revitalization conference to be held July 29th through 31st in St. Louis. 

Mr. Neal commented they do have funding for education if anyone is interested in that program rather than 
going to the Forum in Jefferson City.  There is also the Historic Preservation Conference as well.  Mr. Neal 
said if any of those conferences interests members, they can contact him. 

Ms. Bayliff asked if there were enough funds available to put them up in a hotel for an evening. 

Mr. Neal said yes. 

Reports:  

Ms. Stegall stated she does not have much to report this evening. She has had some discussions with Mr. 
Neal and Mr. McDonald about gathering information and getting started.  There hasn’t been any finalization 
of applications at this point. 



Ms. Bryant asked if there was some question about whether to do a site or a landmark. 

Ms. Stegall said it would be either site or landmark; it would depend on the structure. 

Mr. Neal defined the difference between a site and a landmark. A local historic site designation allows for a 
sixty (60) day delay on any type of exterior changes or improvements to structure.  An applicant would 
present to the Landmark’s Board and have sixty (60) days to determine if they want to follow what the 
Board approved.  It is not a binding review.  The only district that has a binding architectural review is 
Walnut Street West District.  The landmark designation is actually a zoning overlay district and it does 
having binding architectural review however, there is only a demolition delay with a landmark designation.  
It is a one hundred-eighty (180) day delay, a six month delay; it still does not prevent an owner from 
actually demolishing the structure.  So there is a difference in delay, binding architectural review with the 
landmarks designations and it’s like a zoning case that would have to go through Planning and Zoning 
Commission and City Council for review and approval while the historic site designation takes Landmarks 
Board recommendation and City Council’s approval.  It is a little quicker to do the site, but it doesn’t have 
as much teeth to it. 

Ms. Bryant asked in getting a landmark verses a site designation do you get owner approval. 

Mr. Neal stated it doesn’t require the owner to sign off on that; on the local historic site designation I believe 
you can have either the owner or somebody designate for the local historic site but City Council has to 
ultimately approve it then typically it’s something the property owner would have to agree to.  The rezoning 
as far as the Landmarks Board designation has more to it so the Landmarks Board could initiate that as, 
but there is more that would need to be done in order to get that applicant together without the owner’s 
approval. 

Mr. Eslick commented he feels the site would be easier to get designated than a national register landmark.  
Mr. Eslick said the properties that are on MSU and Drury’s Campuses, it is their buildings and they will do 
what they want with them, asking if there is a problem if we go to them ask about one of their structures 
and they say we can make that a local site. 

Mr. McDonald stated that Drury is a private institution and MSU is a State owned property, a political 
subdivision.   I doubt that we have any say over what MSU does.  It’s probably a different case with Drury 
because they are just another property owner.  We would probably have to get MSU to agreed to 
everything we do.  

Mr. Eslick stated that the Kentwood and Sun Villa Towers will be remodeling soon and if we do decide on a 
university site, we could communicate with the University letting them know what we would like to do.  The 
rest of the properties that are owned privately or by a company, we can visit with them as well, make an 
application and let them know what we want to do.  Mr. Eslick commented the majority of the structures are 
Richard Stahl properties and he would hope to see in the nomination form something that recognizes it as a 
Richard Stahl building.   Mr. Eslick noted Jennifer Wilson, Richard Stahl’s granddaughter will help with the 
process. 



Ms. Bryant commented that she would think Drury would be excited about that since they have the school 
of architecture. 

Ms. Stegall stated she knows specific people at the Drury that are excited about it, but not certain if the 
University itself would be.  She believes the university structures are going to be a challenge.  Ms. Stegall 
commented that maybe she should start with one that is not a university property; Trinity Lutheran Church. 

Ms. Bryant stated she would contact Richard Crabtree who is a member of Trinity Lutheran Church. 

Mr. Neal stated if we go with a historic site designation then that would mean the Board would review the 
application for that designation and then it would go forward to City Council and be quicker and to the point. 
The rezoning to make something a landmark would be for a significant site that we may be worried about 
being altered in the near future as opposed to something we are sure that will stay as is. 

Ms. Stegall noted that the information from St. Louis is a useful resource to see how other cities are 
handling this issue and that is how she will develop a document with the architectural significance and 
features and characteristics, the location, property owner and imagery of a site and then begin to evaluate 
so this document will turn into more visuals and descriptions of the properties. Ms. Stegall said with Trinity 
she has several images from the past; gathering that and putting it together, writing a description and then 
going to the owner at that point. 

Mr. McDonald asked in relation to Trinity Lutheran Church if Ms. Stegall had in mind a historic site 
designation or a landmark designation. 

Ms. Stegall stated that she is a little confused because she thought you could have a local site or landmark, 
but Trinity would be more of a landmark. 

Mr. McDonald stated that if Ms. Stegall feels it should be a landmark assert it as such and we will see 
where it goes.  Don’t take that path of least resistance if you believe in what you are doing as a landmark; 
we will see what happens. 

Mr. Thomas clarified the only difference between local site and local landmark is just the delay in demolition 
or construction. 

Mr. Neal stated it is an actual zoning overlay to do the landmark.  We are able to bring all the exterior 
changes for a historic site to the Board in every case. 

Mr. Thomas asked when they want to change something for a historic landmark if they present to City 
Council. 

Mr. Neal stated the review for both of those come to the Landmarks Board and Council. The landmark 
designation or overlay district has to be approved by Council as like a rezoning case. 

Ms. Bryant asked if it goes through Landmarks, Planning and Zoning and then Council. 



Mr. Neal said it would go through Landmarks to recommend to Planning and Zoning Commission and then 
on to City Council.  There is a way do a designation without the owner’s approval, but it does take City 
Council or another body to initiate the rezoning. 

Ms. Bryant stated the regardless of site or landmark we do also have an awesome knowledge thanks to 
Deb Shields who is a historic preservation consultant.  Ms. Shields did an extensive Ozarks Rock Masonry 
survey in Springfield and we received a grant for this in 2005 we also have knowledge of these structures 
and could perhaps piggy back on her research and further protect some of the rock masonry structures. 

Mr. Eslick stated that Ms. Shield unveiled this before the Landmarks Board meeting and several of the 
property owners were in the audience and they liked seeing the property and what she had to say in her 
study, but because it was their home they weren’t real excited about having it designated as a historic site.  
People think that they cannot do anything to the structure if it becomes a historic site.  We could look at this 
list and look at the properties that are most vulnerable to rezoning and demolition.   

Mr. Neal stated that he included in the packet a core study group of fifty (50) properties that were very 
significant examples of Ozark Rock Masonry, and then the supplemental study group that was done and it 
was sixty-nine (69) properties and they identified two hundred forty-four (244) additional properties that are 
out there.  The core study of fifty (50) properties may be the target group to identify which ones would be to 
follow up with.  This survey could lay the ground work for someone to go for a national nomination or a local 
nomination. 

Ms. Bryant asked about municipal structures. 

Mr. Neal stated they could ask if they wished to be on the register. 

Mr. Eslick noted a recent article in the paper about the Park Board being proud of their rock structures 
considering them a significant part of the parks system, adding that he personally doesn’t feel they will do 
anything to them because they belong to the community they are in. 

Ms. Bryant stated that Ms. Shields noted that as far as eligibility that some of them could be small districts. 

Mr. McDonald stated that he is not certain if the City designates a site or a landmark by ordinance, but in 
the situation of its own properties will probable the Landmarks Board would do a resolution saying we 
recommend that you, the City Council, resolve to say that we are going to treat our own buildings as 
historic sites or historic landmarks and we are not going to destroy them.  The only issue would be that 
there is a ruling that says that one City Council cannot bind the activities and actions of a later Council, 
because each elected body gets to decided what happens in the City, the resolution would be there and it 
would be hopefully be some influence on future City Councils. 

Mr. Neal noted that he could discuss it with someone at the parks department, adding that if the Board 
would like to look through the mid-century modern and Ozark rock structures and pick a couple and start 
having conversations with the property owners to start with and see if they would be open to having that 
designation on their property. 



The Board discussed Historic Preservation month. 

Mr. Eslick described what he had planned, adding the plans are not yet fully developed; he would like to do 
a workshop on the 29th of May and a walking tour of downtown Springfield or Walnut Street or elect to do a 
bus tour. Mr. Eslick noted he hopes to have it finalized in the next week.  

Ms. Bryant commented to newest members of the Landmarks Board that when people approach them and 
ask questions; what’s appropriate, can I do this; to refer them to Mr. Neal. 

Mr. Neal clarified Ms. Bryant’s comments as members of the Board do not want to give an opinion when 
they do not have all the facts of an issue. 

Mr. Eslick commented on the Timmons Temple issue stating he is attempting to get in the structure to see if 
it is structurally sound and the possibility of moving the structure.  Mr. Eslick commented that as members 
of the Board and as historic preservationist the need to be more aware of issues such as this with the 
potential demolition of the church.  Mr. Eslick suggested that as a Board, a letter be written showing 
support of the effort in preserving the building. 

Any other matters that fall under the jurisdiction of the Board. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at approximately 6:40 pm. 

 

 

______________________ 
R. Daniel Neal 



 
LANDMARKS board 

 
City of Springfield 

P.O. Box 8368 
Springfield, Missouri 65801 

417-864-1031 

 
STAFF REPORT 

 
 
HISTORIC SITE 

 
DATE:  May 30, 2014 
 
PROPOSAL: 
 

1. On the east side or rear of the 1996 addition, add a new back porch and deck area 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
 LOCATION:  1414 N. Benton Ave. 
 
 HISTORIC DESIGNATION: Historic Site – Stoughton/Truman House 
 
 APPLICANT:  Chandler Carlson 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends approval of this request.  
 
FINDINGS: 
 

1. The house at 1414 N. Benton Avenue is a contributing structure in the Mid-Town 
National Historic District. It is also a local historic site that was nominated by 
City Council on August 13, 1979.  

 
2. The proposed porch addition will not be easily viewable from Benton Avenue 

which is considered the primary view. 
 

3. The Mid-Town Design Guidelines state that the building materials and decorative 
elements of new additions should be compatible with the historic structure.     

 



STAFF CONTACT: 
Daniel Neal 
Senior Planner 
864-1036 



ATTACHMENT A 
BACKGROUND REPORT 

1414 N. Benton Ave. 
 

APPLICANT’S PROPOSAL:   
 
The applicant is proposing to add a new one story addition, 32’ x 20’, to the back of the 
residence at 1414 N. Benton Avenue. The addition will consist of a screened-in porch 
with a flat roof/deck and railing (see attached certificate for more information). The 
proposed addition will be made to another addition that was approved by the Landmarks 
Board and constructed in 1996. 
 
STAFF COMMENTS: 
 

1. The Mid-Town Design Guidelines state that new additions should be located at 
rear or side of the structure and out of view of the street. The proposed location of 
the addition is at the rear of the structure and will not be viewable from Benton 
Avenue, but will be viewable along Lynn Street which is considered a side yard 
and a secondary view. Staff believes the proposed addition will not overpower the 
historic structure and since it is being added to a later addition will not adversely 
affect the integrity of the historic site. 
 

2. The Mid-Town Design Guidelines state that new additions should use a design 
contemporary in spirit but should be sympathetic to the historic structure. Staff 
believes that the proposed design and materials complement the historic structure 
while not duplicating its appearance. The historic roofline is not altered and false 
historic appearances are avoided. The proposed new addition could be removed in 
the future and the architectural integrity of the historic building would be retained. 
 

3. All proposed work is required to receive a building permit to be issued by 
Building Development Services. All other requirements of the Mid-Town UCD, 
Zoning Ordinance and Building Code shall apply. 



ATTACHMENT B 
DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES 

1414 N. Benton Ave. 
 

ZONING ORDINANCE: 
 
No specific design guidelines have been established by ordinance for historic sites.  The 
Board has the authority to approve or disapprove the proposed application.  A building 
permit will be issued to the applicant, even if the Board denies the application, sixty (60) 
days from the date of the application for the building permit. 
 
 
SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S STANDARDS: 
 
2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal 

of historic materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that 
characterize a property will be avoided. 

 
3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. 

Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding 
conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be 
undertaken. 

 
4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic 

significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 
 
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 

craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved. 
 
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy 

historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. 
The new work will be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the 
historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the 
integrity of the property and its environment.  

 
MID-TOWN DESIGN GUIDELINES 
 
NEW ADDITIONS: 
 
The Applicant Should Consider: 
 
1.  Locating additions at rear or side of structure, out of view of the street. 
2. Using a design that is sympathetic to the original structure but contemporary in 

spirit.  
3. Using building materials and decorative treatments that are compatible with the 

historic structure. 



4. Designing the addition so as to prevent removal of historic elements on the 
principal structure. 

 
The Applicant Should Avoid: 
 
1. Constructing additions that overpower the existing structure. 
2. Constructing an addition on the principal elevation(s).  
3. Constructing additions with false historic appearance. 
4. Altering the existing historic roofline to accommodate an addition. 



ATTACHMENT C 
ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

1414 N. Benton Ave. 
 

ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE: 
 
1. The structure was placed on the Springfield Historic Register on August 13, 1979, 

as a local historic site. 
 
2. The structure was listed as a contributing structure in the Mid-Town National 

Historic District on July 13, 1989. 
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City of Springfield, Missouri 
Development Review Office 

840 Boonville, Springfield, MO 65802 
417.864.1611 Phone / 417.864.1882 Fax 

Page 3 of  

Exhibit B: DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK & SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Please use this form only. Form may be photocopied. Please type or print. 

1. TYPE OF WORK PROPOSED: (Check all that apply. All work items require a written description of the proposed 
work. Additional required supporting information is denoted after each item and must be attached. See 
Instructions, page 5. Maximum size for drawings: 11 x 17 inches. NOTE: Even though you check the “Other” or 
the “New Construction” box, you must still give information on individual features such as windows, doors, etc., 
included in a large project.) 
 

  Addition (1,2, 3, 7)   Handicapped Ramp (1, 2, 3)   Sidewalk (1, 3) 

  Awnings (2, 3, 4 or 5, 6)   New Construction (1, 2, 3, 7)   Siding (3, 4 or 5) 

  Building Relocation (1, 2, 3, 7)   Parking (1, 3)   Sign (1, 2, 3, 6) 

  Demolition (1, 2, 3, 7)   Porch (1, 2, 3)   Window (2, 3, 4 or 5, 6) 

  Door (2, 3, 4 or 5, 6)   Retaining Wall (1, 2, 3)   Archeological Site (1, 3, 8) 

  Fence (1, 2, 3, 5)   Roof-New (3, 4 or 5, 7)  

  Guttering (2, 3, 4 or 5, 6)   Re-roof (3, 4)  
 

  Other (specify):             
 
1 – Site Plans 5 – Product literature 
2 – Elevations 6 – Drawings 
3 – Photographs 7 – Exhibit C – Why proposed work should be approved 
4 – Sample of materials to be used 8 – State historic Preservation Officer Comments 
 

2. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK: (attach additional pages if necessary) 
 

NOTE: An application is considered incomplete until all supporting materials, as specified in Item 1 above, are attached. 
Incomplete applications will not be processed or scheduled for a public hearing. 

see next page✔ ✔

1. FENCE: REPLACE EXISTING 6FT CEDAR PRIVACY FENCE ON EAST AND SOUTH SIDE OF PROPERTY WITH 6FT 
CEDAR PRIVACY FENCE ON EAST AND SOUTH SIDE OF PROPERTY-BID ENCLOSED WITH APPLICATION.  TWO 8" 
GATES (CHAIN LINK) TO REPLACE EXISTING GATES (ALSO CHAIN LINK).  THERE WILL BE NO EXPANSION OF SIZE 
OF GATE NOR OVERALL ENTRYWAY GATE WOULD ENCLOSE.   
 
2. ROOF: TEAR OFF EXISTING ASPHALT SHINGLE ROOF AND REPLACE WITH NEW ASPHALT SHINGLE ROOF-BID 
ENCLOSED WITH APPLICATION.   
 



 
City of Springfield, Missouri 
Development Review Office 

840 Boonville, Springfield, MO 65802 
417.864.1611 Phone / 417.864.1882 Fax 

Page 4 of  

Exhibit C: WHY PROPOSED WORK SHOULD BE APPROVED 

Please use this form only. Form may be photocopied. Please type or print. 

When proposing a major project, please use this page to give information in support of your request. (See Exhibit B, item 
1, above: “Type of Work Proposed,” key # 7. Suggested items of discussion are included in the Instructions, page 7.) 

 2. ROOF: (ITEM 7): WHY PROPOSED WORK SHOULD BE APPROVED: 
The roof shingles system is suffering from material defects and is fully beyond its useful life.  As entire shingle system 
requires repair, this is not not recommended.  As such, we propose to replace roof shingles in similar fashion and material 
of existing roof shingles.  The primary purpose is to mitigate the risks of leaks or other problems associated with material 
defects.  Current use of property (residential rental dwelling) will not change.  We do not anticipate this replacement will 
change the overall character of the property.  This is not an addition nor an alternation, this is merely a replacement of 
roof shingles.
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Note: this is east side of
house. Just like west
side, this stretch of
chain link is to remain.
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Colonial Slate†

TruDefinition®

DURATION® SHINGLES
 with SureNail® Technology

product literature roof



TruDefinition® Duration® Shingles are 
specially formulated to provide greater 
contrast and dimension to any roof. 
Through the use of multiple granule colors and 
shadowing, TruDefinition Duration Shingles 
offer a truly unique and dramatic effect. This 
exclusive combination of color and depth is 
what makes TruDefinition Duration Shingles 
like no other.

TruDefinition Duration Shingles are available  
in popular colors with bold, lively contrast  
and complementing shadow lines for greater  
dimension. They feature a Limited Lifetime 
Warranty*/‡‡ (for as long as you own your 
home), 130-MPH Wind Resistance Limited 
Warranty* and an Algae Resistance Limited 
Warranty.* Beyond the outstanding curb 
appeal and impressive warranty coverage,  
they also come with the advanced performance 
of patented SureNail® Technology.

TruDefinition®

DURATION® SHINGLES
 with SureNail® Technology

The SureNail® Difference  — 
A technological breakthrough 
in roofing.  The innovative 

features of Owens Corning™ TruDefinition 

Duration Shingles with patented SureNail 
Technology offer the following:

Breakthrough Design. Featuring a tough,  
woven engineered reinforcing fabric to deliver 
consistent fastening during installation.  

Triple Layer Protection® A unique “triple layer”  
of reinforcement occurs when the fabric overlays 
the common bond of the shingle laminate layers 
that offers excellent fastener holding power.

Superior Adhesion. Our enhanced Tru-Bond®‡ 

sealant grips tightly to the engineered fabric 
nailing strip on the shingle below.

Excellent Adhesive Power. Specially formulated, 
wide adhesive bands help keep shingle layers 
laminated together. 

Exceptional Wind Resistance. Engineered to 
deliver 130-MPH* wind warranty performance with 
only 4 nails. 33% fewer nails are required for  
maximum warranty protection,1 which can mean 
fewer deck penetrations.

T
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k
†
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k
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Bold contrast. Deep dimension. TruDefinition.®

Enhanced  
Tru-Bond® Sealant

Excellent 
Adhesive 

Power

Triple Layer 
Protection®††

SureNail® Reinforcing  
Woven Fabric Nailing Area



Amber†

Sierra Gray†

Desert Tan† Brownwood†

Quarry Gray† Shasta White†

COLORS AVAILABLE IN ALL SERVICE AREAS—see map below



Driftwood†Teak† Onyx Black†

Chateau Green†Colonial Slate† Harbor Blue†



Slatestone Gray†
Not available in Service Areas 4, 5, 7, 9.

Terra Cotta†

Estate Gray†

ADDITIONAL COLORS AVAILABLE BY SERVICE AREA—see map below

9

7 5

4

1

COLOR AVAILABILITY MAP



Product Attributes 
Warranty Length*

Limited Lifetime‡‡ (for as long as you own your home)

Wind Resistance Limited Warranty*

130 MPH

Algae Resistance Limited Warranty*

10 Years

Tru PROtection® Non-Prorated Limited Warranty* Period

10 Years

TruDefinition® Duration® Shingles 
Product Specifications 

Nominal Size 131⁄4" x 393⁄8"

Exposure 55⁄8"

Shingles per Square  64

Bundles per Square 3

Coverage per Square 98.4 sq. ft.

Applicable Standards and Codes
ASTM E 108, Class A Fire ASTM D 3462 

ASTM D 3161, Class F Wind ASTM D 228

ASTM D 7158, Class H Wind UL 790, Class A

ASTM D 3018, Type 1 CSA 123.52

Similar to the energy-efficient appliances in your home, 

roofing products can provide energy-saving qualities. 

Owens Corning™ ENERGY STAR® rated shingles 

can help reduce your energy bills when installed properly. These 

shingles reflect solar energy, decreasing the amount of heat 

transferred to a home’s interior—and the amount of air conditioning 

needed to keep it comfortable. Actual savings will vary based on 

geographic location and individual building characteristics. Call 

1-800-GET-PINK® or 1-888-STAR-YES for more information.

ENERGY STAR® IS FOR ROOFS TOO

 *  See actual warranty for complete details, limitations and requirements.
 **  2013 Roofing Homeowner Brand Awareness Study by Owens Corning Roofing and Asphalt, LLC. 
   †   Owens Corning strives to accurately reproduce photographs of shingles. Due to manufacturing variances, the limitations of the printing process and the variations in natural lighting, actual shingle colors and 

granule blends may vary from the photo. The pitch of your roof can also impact how a shingle looks on your home. We suggest that you view a roofing display or several shingles to get a better idea of the 
actual color. To accurately judge your shingle and color choice, we recommend that you view it on an actual roof with a pitch similar to your own roof prior to making your final selection. Color availability 
subject to change without notice. Ask your professional roofing contractor for samples of colors available in your area. 

 ††     This illustration depicts Triple Layer Protection and the amount of Triple Layer Protection may vary on a shingle-to-shingle basis.
 ‡    Tru-Bond is a proprietary premium weathering-grade asphalt sealant that is blended by Owens Corning Roofing & Asphalt, LLC.
 ‡‡   40-Year Limited Warranty on commercial projects.
 1 Where allowed by code.
 2 Applicable in Canada only.
  Owens Corning™ Roofing Preferred Contractors are independent contractors and are neither affiliates nor agents of Owens Corning Roofing & Asphalt, LLC, or its affiliated companies.
  SureNail Technology U.S. Patent 7,836,654 and other patents pending.
  ENERGY STAR and the ENERGY STAR mark are registered trademarks of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.



HOME SWEET HOME
Your home is your sanctuary. It’s the place 

where you want to feel the most comfortable. 

Safe. Protected. But no matter how much you 

love your house, it seems the work is never 

completely done. And if purchasing a new  

roof is on your to-do list, it may seem like  

a daunting task—especially if your roof is 

already damaged or leaking. Since a roof plays 

such an important role in protecting you and 

your family from the elements, you realize that 

you can’t let the damage get out of hand. 

Don’t worry, we know that a roof replacement 

project is a big, important decision. You can 

feel confident about choosing our roofing 

products—Owens Corning has been a 

recognized leader in the building industry  

for over 75 years. In fact, we’re America’s  

#1 roofing brand.** Not only can we help you 

choose the right shingle and roofing system 

components, we can also help you select the 

right contractor for the job. An Owens Corning™ 

Preferred Contractor.

Together we can make this a positive 

experience—an opportunity, really. This is 

your chance to choose a roof that not only 

has outstanding performance, but also has 

exceptional beauty. So for years to come, you’ll 

feel great every time you pull in the driveway.

Safe. Protected. Home.



OWENS CORNING ROOFING AND ASPHALT, LLC 
ONE OWENS CORNING PARKWAY 
TOLEDO, OHIO, USA 43659

1-800-GET-PINK® 
www.roofing.owenscorning.com

(Brookville, Kearny, Medina, Minneapolis, Summit)

Pub. No. 10013980-C. Printed in U.S.A. August 2013. THE PINK PANTHER™ &  
© 1964–2013 Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios Inc. All Rights Reserved. The  
color PINK is a registered trademark of Owens Corning. ©2013 Owens Corning. 
All Rights Reserved.

Aged Copper†

Want to know more about Owens Corning™ products or find an  
Owens Corning™ Preferred Contractor in your area? It’s easy to reach us:

1-800-GET-PINK® |  www.roofing.owenscorning.com

Before

WANT TO TURN UP THE COLOR ON YOUR ROOF?

Update it with our TruDefinition® Duration® Designer Colors Collection Shingles. They offer the same exceptional
performance—in seven unique colors you won’t find elsewhere.

To see how they can transform the look of your home, just ask your contractor or visit www.roofing.owenscorning.com.

Merlot†

Sand Dune†

Pacific Wave†

Sedona Canyon†

Storm Cloud†

Summer Harvest†

After
Sand Dune†
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