DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION - August 17, 2017

STAFF REPORT
APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:
River Corridor Review RCC17-24: Gomez
SYNOPSIS:

The applicant has applied for a River Corridor Approval to allow the construction of a new single-family residence with
an attached carport on the subject property. The new home will replace the original dwelling that was destroyed by fire
in May of this year. The Fire Marshall’s Office has confirmed they have no objections to the new request as submitted.
The proposed dwelling will be approximately 1,200 square feet with a 432-square foot carport. The final gross floor
area will be approved by the Permits and Inspections Division as part of the permitting process. Section 12.06.003(b)(1)
of the River Corridor Development Ordinance requires all new construction over 1,200 square feet to be approved by
the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC). The new dwelling will match the construction materials of the
previous dwelling and other dwellings found in the immediate area, using LP wood particle siding and an asphalt
shingled roof. The carport will also match the material, roof style and pitch of the main dwelling, also utilizing asphalt
shingles with wooden beam posts. New wooden doors and low e-glass windows will be installed. It is noted that the
Zoning Ordinance does not allow accessory structures without a principal dwelling. As a condition of approval, Planning
Staff is recommending either the applicant obtains a permit for the new single-detached dwelling, or a demolition permit
for all remaining accessory structures within 90 days, if approved by the DHRC.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

520 Baker Street; generally located | Being the east 65 feet of the south 210 feet in Lot 19 of the Fort Concho
approximately 245 feet southeast of the | River Lots Subdivision, comprising a total of 0.313 acres
intersection of Baker Street and Rust

Street

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FLU: SIZE:

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas RS-1 — Single-Family N — Neighborhood 0.313 acres
Fort Concho Neighborhood Residential

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

Baker Street — Urban Local Street

Required: 50’ right-of-way, 40’ pavement, or 36’ feet pavement with a 4’ foot sidewalk

Provided: 100’ right-of-way, 34’ pavement and no sidewalk *

(*no requirement for additional pavement as property already platted as part of Fort Concho River Lots
Subdivision, recorded on January 26, 1906)

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of case RCC17-04 for a new single-detached residence, with attached carport, subject
to two Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Property Owner:
Mr. Candelario Gomez

Agent:
Mr. Miguel Garcia

STAFF CONTACT:

Jeff Fisher,

Senior Planner

(325) 657-4210, Extension 1550
jeff.fisher@cosatx.us
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RCC17-24 Analysis

: id | lan (
Section 12.06.003(b)(1) of the River Corridor Development Ordinance requires the DHRC to review any
new construction over 1,200 square feet. In order for the DHRC to recommend approval of this
application, the request needs to be consistent with the applicable policies of the River Corridor Master
Development Plan (RCMDP) for Infill Housing in Traditional Neighborhoods, and address any relevant
Other Environmental Concerns in the RCMDP.

1. Building Mass and Scale

The RCMDP policies for infill housing in traditional neighborhoods state that “architectural form, mass
and scale of new buildings should be similar to or not appear out of character, in comparison with
existing buildings that are typical of the neighborhood.” The majority of the existing dwellings on this
portion of Baker Street, as well as the previous home on this property destroyed by fire, were built in
the 1950s as one-story bungalows of similar size and scale. Consistent with the surrounding area,
the new home will also be constructed with a wood siding facade with an asphalt shingled roof and
attached carport of similar design.

2. Architectural Detail

The RCMDP policies for infill housing in this neighborhood states that “new infill development should
have a comprehensive architectural theme that includes the building form, siding materials, material
colors, window proportions, roof forms, and other building elements that combine to create a pleasing
whole”, “traditional patterns for windows and doors should reflect the scale and patterns found in the
neighborhood”, and “a mix of building materials, both traditional and new, can blend a new building
project into an existing neighborhood, yet add new character. As indicated previously, the new home
will be constructed of LP wood particle siding with an asphalt roof, similar to other homes in the area
and the previous home on the property. The new low-e glass windows will improve overall energy
efficiency while still maintaining the traditional character of the home, consistent with the surrounding
neighborhood. Overall, Planning Staff believe the combination of traditional wood siding with new
low-e glass windows will combine to create an attractive residence consistent with the above policies.

3. Other Environmental Concerns and the River Front

The subject property is located in close proximity to the Concho River, and therefore is also required
to comply with the RCMDP policies for the River Front. These policies require that “building or accent
colors should not be bright or intense nor should highly reflective surfaces be utilized. Colors of
building materials should reflect those found in the natural landscape, such as soft greens, and warm
brown tones.” The proposed main fagade color “homey cream” and trim color “edamame” are
consistent with other solid, earth tone colors in the surrounding neighborhood. The “edamame” color
is a soft green that provides a visually pleasing accent color to the main light yellow facade “homey
cream,” consistent with the Historic Color Palette adopted by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation.
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Recommendation:

Staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case RCC17-24
for a new single-detached residence, with attached carport, subject to two Conditions of Approval:

1. The applicant shall either obtain a Building Permit for the new single-family dwelling, or a
Demolition Permit for all remaining accessory structures on this property, within 90 days of this
approval, in compliance with the Zoning Ordinance which does not allow accessory structures
without a principal building on the property. Extension(s) may only be granted by the Planning
and Development Services Director with significant evidence that the proposed use cannot be
realistically implemented with due diligence within this time period.

2. The building colors, materials, and location shall be consistent with the renderings approved by
the Design and Historic Review Commission.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Photographs

Previous Dwelling (destroyed by fire)

Site Plan

Sample Renderings, Colors and Materials
Application
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River Corridor Case File ... o

i ject Properties: Se——
RCC17'24. Gomez Current Zoning: RS-1 }]
Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD#3) Requested Zoning Change: N/A

N
Neighborhood: Fort Concho Vision: Neighborhood

Scale: 1" approx. = 100 ft

Subject Property: 520 Baker Street
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River Corridor Case File - Legend 8 [ A
5 Subject Properties: me— I vig

RCC17-24: Gomez Current Zoning: RS-1 | 2

Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD#3) Requested Zoning Change: N/A

Scale: 1" approx. = 100 ft
Subject Property: 520 Baker Street

N
Neighborhood: Fort Concho Vision: Neighborhood | i




DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION Page 6
Staff Report — RCC17-24: Gomez
August 17, 2017

18
SUBJECT PROPERTY ’
Sir}gle Family
Residenfjal Low-Rise,
(RS-1) Multi-Family
Residential (RM-1)
12
- Baker
, \
¢ B Single Family
Residential
[ (RS-1)
3 ” \
4 -
Two-Family ”
- Residential \ 2
é: 5 (RS-ZI) 10 -TarverJ- a Ig
9
6 9 1
. '
7 Sourc®: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoE]
USDA, . AEX, Getrhapping
% qmgnsfu—iuv— 7%
River Corridor Case File R oLﬂt,‘-‘"—d 1o
e roperties; S————
RCC17-24: Gomez Biinark Zonwg: FS1
Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD#3) Requested Zoning Change: N/A
Neighborhood: Fort Concho Vision: Neighborhood

Scale: 1" approx. = 100 ft
Subject Property: 520 Baker Street




DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION Page 7
Staff Report — RCC17-24: Gomez
August 17, 2017

Photos of Site and Surrounding Area
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Previous Dwelling (destroyed by fire)
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Site Plan
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Sample Renderings, Colors and Materials
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City of San Angelo, Texas - Planning Division
52 West College Avenue
Application for River Corridor Review

Section 1: Basic Information

Name of Aggticant(s): CHNOE[A‘EIO K\DMEZ_

[ Representasve (Nolarized Atfdavit Required)

220 /;AKM/&&M .. 76 A7

25 262 2983

M{Sﬁ&&sﬂvmééw TH. 76923
&mammmw Slale ZipCode

ok T towche Cued LeTELSDP S 2/0 26T 1T

Lagal Descrpiion (can 2e found an prapedty fax dalemevy or & v lomansancad. com)

L P S

Section 2: Site Specific Detalis
Proposed Work:

Dﬁumnn In the Corridor over 1200 square feel.

[C) Remodeing the exterior of an existing building in the Corridar,
[ Moving of an exdsting bulding to a ket within the Caeridor.

[ Signs aver S0 square feel i the Comidor.

[ Request for subdivision approval of ary knd within the Corrider,
) muminaled sign in the Coeridor (any size)

smmmu;‘é?ﬁ“?’::u,;g ' /-;//Q'J‘ <> H:‘Q fA

(ALA/?LQ 3 ffhnﬁ

,LI‘H/) C»nuu =

L
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—— —

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM — 5 PM 325-8574210, #2 www.cosalx us/planning
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Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details
Explain why and how you think the proposed wark is nacessary andior canglstent with the characher of $e River Corridor:

J2ltnld mid  Coldr &

o isTiw e Lqth VEALI4 Ko R H D

Section 2: Applicant{s) Acknowledgement
?ecklng the boxes you indicate that you understand below regulations)
{on

nistrative appicatons, the Director makes the final decision, appeais may be drectad fo the Design and Hislaric Review Commities,
B{:‘mwmmmmmmmmmnsmmmmmaybemaomecwm‘
| of $is request does not constilule approval of parmits, ste plans, or cther processes that require sepamte approval.
changes to the design made afer this approval may require d spproval by the Manager andiar the Commission.
#ion of the Commission may be sppesled to tre City Council
construction into a public right-ol-way may require additicnal approvals.
QKMWImaGWMWNOCMMWM

UWe the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above is true and correct,

/JG#/Z Caﬁrec“/d Z N

Signalure of lIicensee or acthorzed represertative

Printed name of oanses or suthorzed representathe

Name of buss fEnity of repressntstive

P /
OFFICE USE ONLY: J
photograph of site ches, plans, sketches of work Sample(s) of materials to be used

rified Complet= O Verified incomplete

Case No.: aoc_/7 _-Qiﬂolaudcue"o. - Date Related case will be heard:
Nonrefundable fee: mmmm m:epam:_:z_l 25; z :
Reviewed/Accepted w'j_ﬁdl)/“ mwj_, A -‘—‘2—

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12PM & 1PM - 5 PM 325-857-4210, #2 www.cosatx. us/planning
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STAFF REPORT
APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:
River Corridor Review RCC17-26: Shannon Medical Center
SYNOPSIS:

The applicant has applied for a River Corridor Approval to allow the construction of a new 40-square foot, illuminated,
wayfinding directional sign within the public right-of-way adjacent to the Shannon Medical Center. The proposed sign
will direct vehicles and patrons to the emergency entrance of the Medical Center, replacing the existing sign in this
location. Section 12.06.003(b)(1) of the River Corridor Development Ordinance requires all new lit signs to be approved
by the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC). On April 20, 2017, the DHRC approved 11 new signs in the
River Corridor for Shannon Medical as part of new wayfinding sign program to better direct patrons to their medical
facilities. This included approval of the two other encroaching signs at the main entrance and exit points on East Harris
Avenue. The applicant now wishes to proceed with this new sign and has submitted an associated Encroachment
Application that requires City Council approval. Prior to a Council decision on the encroachment, the applicant requires
this River Corridor application to be approved by the DHRC, consistent with the River Corridor Master Development
Plan.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

Within public right-of-way south of 120 | Being located within a proposed 83-square foot encroachment area
East Harris Avenue, located at the |immediately south of the southeast corner of Shannon Medical Center,
northwest corner of East Harris Avenue | Downtown Campus, Section One, Block 22A, Lot A

and South Magdalen Street

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FLU: SIZE:

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas PD15-04 — Planned D — Downtown 83-square feet
Downtown Neighborhood Development District

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

East Beauregard Avenue — Urban Arterial Street

Required: 80’ right-of-way, 64’ pavement

Provided: 100’ right-of-way, 70’ pavement, with a 5’ sidewalk

South Magdalen Street — Urban Local Street

Required: 50’ right-of-way, 40’ pavement or 36’ pavement with a 4’ sidewalk
Provided: 90’ right-of-way, 70’ pavement

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed illuminated, wayfinding directional sign within the public right-of-way,
adjacent to 120 East Harris Avenue, subject to five Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Property Owner:
Shannon Medical Center

Agent:
Mr. Dale Droll

STAFF CONTACT:

Jeff Fisher,

Senior Planner

(325) 657-4210, Extension 1550
jeff.fisher@cosatx.us



mailto:jeff.fisher@cosatx.us

RCC17-26 Analysis

River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) and Historic Preservation Design
Guidelines (HPD): Section 12.06.003(b)(1) of the River Corridor Development Ordinance
requires the DHRC to review any new signage greater than 50 square feet, as well as any
lit signs regardless of size, in the River Corridor. In order for the DHRC to recommend
approval of this application, the request needs to be consistent with the applicable policies
of the River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) for Commercial Use in the
Historic City Center, and the Historical Preservation Design Guidelines in the Central
Business District (CBD Guidelines).

1. Colors and Materials

The RCMDP policies state that “materials and color should relate to historic precedents
apparent in the immediate environment” and that “quality finished materials should be
used.” The CBD Guidelines further state that “colors should complement neighboring
buildings and reflect a traditional color palette.” The proposed sign will be constructed
of the same high-quality, galvanized aluminum and acrylic lettering as the recently
approved wayfinding signage (RCC17-10). In addition, the proposed Berridge Almond
facade color maintains the same natural earth tone color as the other newly approved
signs, as is consistent with the color found on many nearby buildings. The dark green
clover and translucent red emergency lettering provide colorful accents to the sign,
also consistent with the other recently approved signage. Planning Staff conducted a
site visit on August 8, 2017, reviewing several of the newly approved signs, and some
of the existing signs to be replaced. Staff believes that the newly approved signs, and
the proposed sign, will enhance the overall appeal of the Shannon Medical Campus,
and will direct patrons more easily to existing facilities.

2. Lighting

The lighting policy in the RCMDP requires that lighting “does not result in glare or light
spill” and calls to “eliminate light trespass from building sites, improve night sky access,
and reduce development impact on nocturnal environments.” The proposed sign is
located within the approved Planned Development (PD15-04) Zoning District for the
Shannon Medical Center and is surrounded by exclusively commercial and institutional
buildings. However, given the sign’s location within the River Corridor and in the
Historical City Center, spillover affects onto adjacent properties remains a concern.
The applicant is proposing LED lighting inside the sign, consistent with the other
recently approved signs. Also consistent with the previously approved signage, the
applicant has agreed to install dimmers inside the sign should there be any excess
light frequency emitted.
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Recommendation:

Staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case RCC17-26
for a proposed illuminated, wayfinding directional sign within the public right-of-way, adjacent to 120 East
Harris Avenue, subject to the following five Conditions of Approval:

1. The applicant shall obtain a Sign Permit from the Permits and Inspections Division for the new
sign.

2. The sign colors, materials, and location shall be consistent with the renderings approved by the
Design and Historic Review Commission and shall comply with all relevant development
standards of the Planned Development (PD15-04) Zoning District.

3. Any existing freestanding signage to be replaced shall be removed prior to erection of the new
freestanding sign.

4. There shall be no glare of spillover illumination onto adjacent properties.

5. The applicant shall be required to obtain an Encroachment Approval from City Council for the
new sign, and record the associated sidewalk use license agreement.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Photographs

River Corridor Location Map
Site Plan — Encroachment Area
Sign Renderings

Application
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River Corridor Case File

RCC17-26 Shannon Medical Subject Properties: m—

Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD #3)
Neighborhood: Downtown
Scale: 1" approx. = 751t

Subject Property: S. of 120 E. Harris Avenue

Current Zoning: PD15-04
Requested Zoning Change: N/A N
Vision: Downtown
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PROPOSED SIGN

Us =t © oMty

River Corridor Case File

RCC17-26 Shannon Medical Current Zoning: PD15-04

Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD #3) Requested Zoning Change: N/A
Neighborhood: Downtown Vision: Downtown
Scale: 1" approx. = 75 ft

Subject Property: S. of 120 E. Harris Avenue

Subject Properties: Se—
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RCC17-26 Shannon Medical Current Zoning. PD15-04

Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD #3) Requested Zoning Change: N/A N
Neighborhood: Downtown Vision: Downtown

Scale: 1" approx. = 75 ft
Subject Property: S. of 120 E. Harris Avenue
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Photos of Site and Surrounding Area

LOOKING WEST AT EXISTING SIGN LOOKING EAST AT EXISTING SIGN
(TO BE REPLACED WITH NEW SIGN) (TO BE REPLACED WITH NEW SIGN)

EXISTING EMERGENCY ENTRANCE
SHANNON MEDICAL CENTER
(120 E. HARRIS AVENUE)
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Photos of Site and Surrounding Area

ENCROACHING SIGN TO REPLACE EXISTING ENCROACHING SIGN TO REPLACE EXISTING
(APPROVED BY RCC17-10) (APRPOVED BY RCC17-10)

P -

EXAMPLE OF NEW SHANNON SIGNAGE EXAMPLE OF NEW SHANNON SIGNAGE
(220 E. HARRIS AVENUE) (220 E. HARRIS AVENUE)
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Site Plan — Encroachment Area

Proposed New Sign (RCC17-26)
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Sign Renderings
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City of San Angelo, Texas — Planning Division
52 West College Avenue

Application for River Corridor Review

Page

Section 1: Baslic Information

Name of Applicant{s): s
@epresentstive (Notarizad Aflidavit Required)

oo Tx 75%307“

Masling Address ode
,SW:&.{'G{? -8233 jo—[dro 7@_M_Jmlf‘.a.gg—
Comact Phone Numbes Conlact E-mail Addrass

1RAo £, ; 76 903

Subject Property Address City SH! ¥

Legal Description (can be found an properfy tax stalement or 8t www tomarasncad. com)

i GBI

Section 2: Site Specific Details
Proposed Work:

[0 New censtrucson in he Corridor over 1200 square feet.

[J Ramodeling the exterior of an existing bulkding in the Camidor,

[ Moving of an existing buiiding to a lot wathin the Corridar,

[ Signs avar 50 square fect in the Comidor.

0 est for subdivision approval of any kind within the Corridor.
Hurninated sign in the Corridor (any size)

Specific detals of request: ‘use separate attachment ¥ necassary*
L

. '

(2.3 e vers:

s,
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Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details
d work i r y andioe istent with the character of

Explain wivy and how you think the prop River Cornidor:

Section 3: Applicant(s) Acknowledgement
(By checking the boxes you indicate that you understand below regulations)

?«mmmuvs appications, the Director makes the final decislon, appeals may be directed to the Design and Historic Review Committee.
On other apphications the Design and Historc Renview Commiltae makes the final decision, appeals may be directed 1o the City Councd,
Déproual of this request does not constitule approval of pemils, sile plans, or olher processes thal requine separate appeoval.

anges to the design made after this approval may require & second approval by the Manager andfor the Commission.
Xd@dﬁoﬂ of the Commission may ba appealed to the City Council.
Mposed conztruction into & pubic right-ol-way ray require additional spprovals,

Q@iﬁhﬁs an historical landmarks or distict also require a Cedificale of Appropaalensss.

I/'We the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above is true and correct.

yes’ w 7-3417
Signatura of rsprefemlm Date

ﬁ@zl;;‘_;ém
7. .J Cew?L U

Name of busmeeaEnmy of rapresen ‘SM

OFFICE USE ONLY. J U/
eription/photograph of site  [U Sketehes, plans, sketches of work Y Sampla(s) of materials to be used
Verifled Complete O Verified Incomplete

Case No.: RCC , 7 Q\G Related Case No.: - Date Related case will be heard:

deundablem:saas’w M‘,C,169So9 Date paid: g ‘ / ‘ 2
Reviewed/Accepted by: Ueﬁr Eicher Date: 3{ / ] 2
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STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:

River Corridor Review /

i . RCC17-21 & CA17-03: San Angelo Museum of Fine Arts
Certificate of Appropriateness

SYNOPSIS:

The applicant has requested a River Corridor approval for the following improvements on the back of the
building facing Love Street: 1) install a code compliant fire escape, 2) railing, 3) patio roof at the back of the
building. The purpose of the improvements is to recreate a previously existing roof and a stairway that was no
longer existent at the time the museum purchased the property.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

423 South Oakes Street; generally
located approximately 165 feet Lot: 8 Forrester & Bailey S/D Out Of N1/2 B, Block: 51, Subdivision:
northwest of the intersection of South Forrester & Bailey S/D, comprising a total of 0.057 acres

Oakes Street and Love Street

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FLU: SIZE:

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas

Ft. Concho Neighborhood CBD - Central Business District | D — Downtown | 0.057 acres

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

South Oakes Street — Local Street, 50° ROW required, 40’ pavement required
Love Street — Local Street, 50° ROW required, 40’ pavement required

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of cases RCC17-21 & CA17-03 for new exterior improvements, subject to
two Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Property Owner:
San Angelo Museum of Fine Arts

Agent:
Howard Taylor

STAFF CONTACT:

Hillary Bueker, RLA
Senior Planner

(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1547
hillary.bueker@cosatx.us
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Backaround:

The applicant submitted a building permit application in April of 2017 for the front exterior
renovation on the subject property. This application was generally consistent with RCC07-22
approval in January of 2008. In June of 2017, a building permit application was submitted for
an interior wall but the plans also showed exterior rear improvements that the building
department did not show records for. The applicant was told to apply for a permit for the
construction already in progress which they submitted in July of 2017. During that review it was
determined that the improvements were not in line with the previous RCC07-22 approval. The
applicant was then notified that they would need to go back to the DHRC for the revised exterior
improvements, and have subsequently submitted River Corridor and Certificate of
Appropriateness applications. This Certificate of Appropriateness application is required
because the project is located in the Old Town District.

RCC17-22 Analysis:

Section 12.06.003(b)(1) of the River Corridor Development Ordinance requires the DHRC to
review any new construction of any structure, and Section 12.06.003(b)(2) of the River Corridor
Development Ordinance requires the DHRC to review any exterior remodeling to a structure in
the River Corridor. The exterior improvements need to be consistent with the design guidelines
of the River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP), as well as the guidelines for Old
Town District of San Angelo.

The Old Town District guidelines state that alternations should “minimize the visual impacts of
an additions to a commercial building.” The new additions are located to the rear of the building
which minimizes their effect from South Oakes Street. The patio roof generally aligns with the
previous cover that was lost some time ago, so this should not add drastically different new
features. The current improvements will be constructed on painted metal which sets it apart
as a new addition, yet doesn’t considerably differ from the original color palette. The River
Corridor Development Master Plan states that “building or accent colors should not be bright
or intense nor should highly reflective surfaces be utilized. Colors of building materials should
reflect those found in the natural landscape, such as soft greens, and warm brown tones.” The
selected red color for the fire escape, and green roof colors, are similar to colors found in the
surrounding area and not are reflective in nature. The green roof color will be similar to the
green roof appurtenance on the main building and on the front facades of the buildings on
South Oakes Street, including the retail buildings on the west side and the MHMR building to
the east. The red fire escape stairway and railing will be similar to the red alteration on the
main building. Both colors are solid natural colors, consistent with the policy. The Old Town
guidelines also state that “any addition should be simple in design to prevent it from competing
with the primary fagade.” These improvements are simple in nature and should not stand out
from the original building with significance.
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CA17-02 Analysis:

In considering this application, the Design and Historic Review Commission shall be guided by
any specific design guidelines that may apply and, where applicable, the following from The
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings:

1.

Every reasonable effort shall be made to adapt the property in a manner which
requires minimal alteration of the building, structure, object, or site and its
environment.

No major alterations are being sought as part of this request. The patio roof replaces a
roof that was previously destroyed. This roof is similar to the original, but its differences
are slight enough so as to not be readily apparent. The railing and fire escape stairway
add necessary safety alterations to the rear of the building without drastically changing
the overall appearance of the building.

The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, object, or
site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any
historic material or distinctive architectural features should be avoided when
possible.

There are no distinguishing characteristics evident on the rear of the building where these
alterations are being requested. Any original features of that nature have been lost or
removed over time. The requested alterations do not significantly affect the overall
character of the building.

All buildings, structures, objects, and sites shall be recognized as products of their
own time. Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to create an
earlier appearance shall be discouraged.

The original construction of the building was very simple and utilitarian in form. The roof
alteration follows the building’s original form and utilizes material consistently employed
over time. The railing and stairway do not attempt to mimic construction of the 1920’s
era, and instead, are simply practical in nature.

Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a building, structure, object, or site and its
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and
this significance shall be recognized and respected.
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Any changes which have occurred over time have mostly been limited to the replacement
of deteriorated bricks with either painted stucco or new bricks that have been painted
over. The requested alterations do not affect these previous changes.

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
characterize a building, structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible.

There are few original distinctive features which remain on the building. The new
improvements are located on the rear of the building where no distinctive features are
being disturbed.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should reflect the
material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture, and other visual
gualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based
on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historical, physical, or
pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different
architectural elements from other buildings or structures.

The building has been repaired overtime with new brick or stucco that has been painted.
The few architectural features remaining on the building have been minimally kept and
preserved. The new roof is utilizing the original framework left behind, with minor changes
to ensure structural soundness. The stairway and railing are new features not seen in
1920’s era buildings of this kind. There is little historical evidence to guide staff or the
applicant.

7. The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means
possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic
building materials should not be undertaken.

The construction and design details submitted by the applicant do not show any surface
cleaning.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological
resources affected by, or adjacent to, any project.

To the best of Staff’'s knowledge, there do not appear to be any archeological resources
in the area.

9. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not
be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant
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10.

historical, architectural, or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the
size, scale, color, material, and character of the property, neighborhood, or
environment.

As indicated above, the new patio roof, railings, and fire escape stairway would be
consistent in color with other previous building elements and those found in the
surrounding area. The current improvements are constructed with metal, which although
more contemporary in design, do not detract from any feature found on the structure.

Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to buildings, structures, objects,
or sites shall be done in such a manner that if such additions or alterations were to
be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building, structure,
object, or site would be unimpaired.

The current improvements could be removed and the existing building repaired with
minimal impact to the original building.

Recommendation:

Staff's recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE
RCC17-22 the proposed exterior improvements on the subject property, subject to two
Conditions of Approval.

1.

2.

AND

The colors and materials of all items shall be consistent with the renderings approved by
the Design and Historic Review Commission, and as revised by the Planning and
Development Services Director.

The applicant shall obtain a Building Permit for all improvements as required.

Staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE CA17-
03 the proposed exterior improvements on the subject property, subject to two Conditions of
Approval.

1.

The colors and materials of all items shall be consistent with the renderings approved by
the Design and Historic Review Commission, and as revised by the Planning and
Development Services Director.

The applicant shall obtain a Building Permit for all improvements as required.
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Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Photographs

Renderings with proposed materials
Application
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Photos of Site and Surrounding Area
Rear of Building

Front of Building

Museum Entrance toward the Rear of Building = Stairway
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Renderings with Proposed Materials
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Column B Column C

Twilight Gray Smokey Pewter Black Hawaiian Blue

Marine Green Colony Green

Smokestack Gray Deep River Blue

Forest Green Coco Brown Burgundy Gold

“PBR & PBU PANEL available colors
Chestnut Brown Saddle Leather %Yalume Plus Sad.dle Lecther Brown

Braiwm ite Rustic Red
Light Gray Pairiot Red
Silver Metallic Bright Copper
Charcoal Ton
Ivy Green Light Stone
Burnished Slate Desert Tan
Coco Brown Burgundy

) Chestnut Brown ‘
Rustic Brown Sunset Red

Mueller, Inc. reserves the right to add or discontinue colors without notice. Please
contact your sales representative, or visit our website at www. muellerinc.com for our |
current color selection. ‘

Printed colors may vory. Please contact us for color samples.

*Galvalume has a profective top coat which may possibly change the color of the
panels over a period of time, giving a slight brownish fint fo the panels. For consistent r

Desert Tan color retention, Mueller recommends using painted panels.
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City of San Angelo, Texas — Planning Division
52 West College Avenue

Application for River Corridor Review

Section 1: Basic Information

\o Muswvw OF Fine Ark

Name of Applicant(s):

Owner [ Representative (Notarized Affidavit Required)

1 Love St Dan Angelo TS 16903
Mailing Address City J State Zip Code

(325) (L,53-33%3 clirector @ sumba,ova
Contact Phone Number Contact E-mail Address v

423 S Oakes bcwl"\vt%c[o TN 76963
Subject Property Address City State Zip Code

A : 0,051 ¥ FORRES % RAILE oF N1ja 51, Sulad : FORRESTER & BALLEY S

Legal Description (can be found on property tax statement or at www.tomgreencad.com)

Zoning: CBD

Section 2: Site Specific Details
Proposed Work:

[ New construction in the Corridor over 1200 square feet.
jxﬁemodeling the exterior of an existing building in the Corridor.
[ Moving of an existing building to a lot within the Corridor.

[ Signs over 50 square feet in the Corridor.

[ Request for subdivision approval of any kind within the Corridor.

[ Iluminated sign in the Corridor (any size)

Specific details of request: *use separate attachment if necessary* z Zl‘ musetim 6 wns 7 mm:ﬁcs on H«(, h@ "‘id{ ﬁlﬁ &
Y00 Block of South Oakes S w ; Yoot ra
L. y ‘
i 1

: i He Birerv Gop o

whth ahled ,Jmn,/ Sl y le '

LM&M—MMMM&&%M%ML
sud_detgiled worldvy pluas foe Yot vaninus pooypetrs as we wese sbleFoacyure finds Blort wrshacn

e iv !L( 7 o (€&

4

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM - 5 PM 325-657-4210, #2 www.cosatx.us/planning
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Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details
Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary and/or con%stent with the character of the River Corridor: @38 & MMJSLW&

ol gy sl b comgled §x : by seas Peca

' (smmisson. 1] iy, 5 ° / - )
located mL Y23 SOales md He oHtn ot 42l S Oalua /é’hgbaib_m%ﬁwlp/au Me vae
4 boan He Te wi il Cultwal Disdpst ity e

_MMJMLM_EM;A%UM o our om.an’ Ou_r 1 b fur isstvg o
ﬂdd a CDC!K C(Dlliﬂt[ﬂ! A:{ ﬂ:@!zﬂ i!:t ) !%a a { Qf !i é . C{' j 3 Ces Si 2"'-&24!{

Section 3: Applicant(s) Acknowledgement
(By checking the boxes you indicate that you understand below regulations)

[®] On administrative applications, the Director makes the final decision, appeals may be directed to the Design and Historic Review Committee.
[®] On other applications the Design and Historic Review Committee makes the final decision, appeals may be directed to the City Council.

[®] Approval of this request does not constitute approval of permits, site plans, or other processes that require separate approval.

[®] Any changes to the design made after this approval may require a second approval by the Manager and/or the Commission.

[®] The decision of the Commission may be appealed to the City Council.

[®] Proposed construction into a public right-of-way may require additional approvals.

[® Buildings on historical landmarks or district also require a Certificate of Appropriateness.

I/We the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above is true and correct.

i /1717

SigWe officensé@ of aWsentative Date
Howpuns ~ 7 areors

Printed name of licensee or authorized representative

I/ All/&m/ﬂ%m« oz /LA/C 4/53

Name of business/Entity of representative

/

Q& OFFICE USE ONLY: ¢ B/
Description/photograph of site ketches, plans, sketches of work Sample(s) of materials to be used

D/Verif ed Complete [0 Verified Incomplete ’

Case No.: RCC_}l _Ll Related Case No.: C / iz 1 / 03 Date Related case will be heard: 8 / / 7
Nonrefundable fee: $_| 3 Receipt #: Date paid: / / ) ¥ / [
Reviewed/Accepted by: 3 IW Date: ) )i g Jiit 7

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM - 5 PM 325-657-4210, #2 www.cosatx.us/planning



