DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION — AUGUST 16, 2018

STAFF REPORT
APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:
River Corridor Review RCC18-23: Brooks
SYNOPSIS:

Arequest for approval for an exterior remodel of the existing building, signage and landscaping on the subject
property. The exterior facades will be painted an off-white color and the current brick along the base of the
facade will be removed. Glass in windows will be replaced with glass block and doors will be replaced with
new aluminum frame doors. Scones will be placed near doors and new signage will be placed on the two
building faces and a street tree added for visual interest.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

100 & 106 West Twohig Avenue South 50' of Lots 1 & 2 & all abandoned street area, Block 9, San
and 131 South Irving Street Angelo Addition, Tom Green County, Texas

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: | ZONING: FUTURE LAND USE: SIZE:

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas

CBD — Central Business District Downtown 0.12 acre
Downtown Neighborhood usi Istric wntow c

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

West Twohig Avenue — Urban Local Street, 50’ ROW required (100’ Existing), 40’ pavement or 36’ pavement
with a 4’ sidewalk required (67’ Provided)

South Irving Street — Urban Local Street, 50° ROW required (97’ Existing), 40" pavement or 36’ pavement
with a 4’ sidewalk required (68’ Provided)

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of case RCC18-23, subject to three Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Conoly O. Brooks, I

STAFF CONTACT:

Hillary Bueker, RLA
Senior Planner

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



mailto:hillary.bueker@cosatx.us
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RCC18-22 Analysis:

Section 12.06.003(b)(2) of the River Corridor Development Ordinance requires the DHRC to
review any remodeling of the exterior of an existing structure in the River Corridor. The new
renovations need to be consistent with the design guidelines of the River Corridor Master
Development Plan (RCMDP).

The RCMDP states that, “the original ornament and detail of building facades should be
preserved. Architectural details add interest to the historic city center and contribute to the
unique identity of older buildings.” The existing building facade with art deco details appears to
reflect the architectural style in form and proportions to other historic buildings in the downtown
area. The brick veneer along the lower side of the facade will be removed to better reflect the
building’s original art deco style. New glass block windows, aluminum frame doors, new signage
and historically consistent lighting will enhance the building style and add visual interest.

The RCMDP also states that “original facade materials or architectural details should be
preserved,” and that “replacement materials that are similar to the original finish in color and
texture should be used.” The new doors and glass block windows add visual interest at a
pedestrian level to stimulate the facade and create interest. Preserved architectural details will
add interest and contribute to the unique identity of this building. Historically equivalent lighting
will be reflective of the earlier settings. Since some of the modern amenities could not be exactly
reconstructed as they would have been originally, a simplified design has been proposed in which
form and scale are complimentary of the original architectural style.

Finally, the RCMDP policy states that “decorative lighting should be used to illuminate the special
architectural features of a building.” The new lighting will accent the existing facade features
and enhance pedestrian experience, while not resulting in negative impacts to the existing
building structure or surrounding properties.

Recommendation:

Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case
RCC18-23 for an exterior remodel of the existing building and landscaping, subject to three
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.

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

3.  Anyimprovements protruding into the right-of-way may require City Council Approval.
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Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Existing Site Photos

Renderings of Proposed Improvements
Application
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RCC18-23 Brooks
100 & 106 West Twohig Avenue Subject Properties:

131 South Irving Street Current Zoning: CBD
Council District: SMD #3 - Harry Thomas Requested Zoning Change: N/A
Neighborhood: Downtown Vision: Downtown
Scale: 1" approx. = 50 ft
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RCC18-23 Brooks
e Legend

100 & 106 West Twohig Avenue Subject Properties; s
Current Zoning: CBD

131 South Irving Street _
Council District: SMD #3 - Harry Thomas Requested Zoning Change: N/A
Neighborhood: Downtown Vision: Downtown
Scale: 1" approx. = 50 ft
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RCC18-23 Brooks
100 & 106 West Twohig Avenue
131 South Irving Street

Council District: SMD #3 - Harry Thomas
Neighborhood: Downtown
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Proposed Improvements
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The Water Mark Signange

THUNDERBIRD
LLOAN

4'x 8'Sign

SE corner of Twohig

THUNDERBIRD
LLOAN

4'x 8'Sign
SE corner of Irving
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DWLC
Effective January 3. 2017

City of San Angelo, Texas — Planning Division
52 West College Avenue
Application for River Corridor Review

Section 1: Basic Information

Name of Applicant(s): C O ( (b (\ 3 e N D k ﬁ ’TT-‘

[X) owner [ Rgpresentative (Notarized Affidavit Required)
— . 4
‘ 3 %OX bELTHR Do A/‘\qé) K. IS0,
Mailmg Address City State Zp Code
v \ 2
= 02 3 % j g L o
Contact Phone Number Contact E-mail Address
/ﬂd L«./ /1,,/5)[)/6, S&A Ana /d) /X 7690
Subject Property Address City State “Zip Code
Blk: 9, Subd: SAN ANGELO ADDITION, S50' OF LOTS 1 & 2 & ALL ABANDONED STREET AREA
Legal Description (can be found on property tax statement or at www_tomareencad. com)
Zoning: C/ B D
Section 2: Site Specific Details
Proposed Work:
[ New construction in the Corridor over 1200 square feet.
E{Remodeling 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.
[ lluminated sign in the Corridor (any size)
Sa—
Specific details of request: *use separate attachment if necessary* -~ 2 Zh O ts: 74, 2
A i folag s prigina /. 4rd Pece” dles: The

N o o L s 2 : ‘s 4
ql;n’\/\ IJ('\IL\S b—“{‘\f\ ’9/&55 lb/o‘-k\\ BOQ -Cf‘C\Mi_S \.Q\\\ t)'Q. ’\'\D\d'&

O{‘ aluaniacan fL/\d %AQ outsi'de 1741/)#1 tasifl ée /92.—

it CoppeeSr WJhich (5 an “QL’/ Colored” ihibes
zé_z?a_ga_ni_;ua_é_ar oLfc, -;éa ba P/a.ce({ A_S, c/-t‘_ 0ue/—_$:q/¢

Llill o Sisna boacd

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM - 5 PM 325-657-4210, #2 www.cosatx.us/planning
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Effective January 3. 2017

Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details

—
Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary and/or consistent with the character of the River Corridor: b /) e

\

P A (< e & .
/Oz),.‘ /C//.‘nc. s a il //dﬂ/)ar)/ /A %’A-(’ /'OL/AA_

s

O/ e /-/'me LB bysd bl baes Daw /ée@/\ Pl B ool

£ i “ Door 744\_{-/'6_« Z -/4?/<,/:<:. e B n i o

fél? /()//a iaa/ L(/4f7l De c o r‘/é src I(IL ol

bhe ” keeDmc, b vkl hisde ~ts ﬂ/./LA PR e

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.
[3'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.

(5.4 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.

W 7 3 J/
Signature of licepsee or authorized representative Date

~, E r
Printed name of licgnsee or authorized representatite

B3 Pcoperties

Name of business/Entity of rebresentative

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:
[ Description/photograph of site [ Sketches, plans, sketches of work [ Sample(s) of materials to be used

[0 Verified Complete [ Verified Incomplete

Case No.: RCC iﬁ - ?/> Related Case No.: -- Date Related case will be heard: l z lE;
Nonrefundable fee: $ Zt/{ Receipt #: Date paid: lo 4 2’1 A g
Reviewed/Accepted by: u a% .('lbkt [ Date: Ct / Z’l / lz

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM - 5 PM 325-657-4210, #2 www.cosatx.us/planning
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APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:
River Corridor Review RCC18-24 / RCC18-25: Balderas
SYNOPSIS:

The applicants have submitted River Corridor applications for exterior improvements on the subject properties. The
applicants obtained River Corridor approval from the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC) on March 15,
2018, for the building immediately adjacent at 10 East Concho Avenue (RCC18-05 & CA18-05). The proposed
improvements on the subject properties will closely reflect those approved on the adjacent building. The applicant
is proposing to install wood pine panels over the existing tiling which was not part of the original rock construction,
but which is consistent with the adjacent building improvements. The applicants also plan to paint over the
remaining exposed rock above the windows and at the far east of 8 Concho Avenue, install two new double pane
windows, and install iron support columns painted black on each of the building facades. There will be some color
variation on the main building facade and doors to provide differentiation between storefronts. Finally, the
applicants plan to remove the diagonal stanchions between the existing support columns and install three new wall
lantern lights consistent with other River Corridor Approvals.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

6 & 8 East Concho Avenue; generally located
approximately 65 feet east of East Concho
Avenue and South Chadbourne Street

Being the east part of Lot 1 and the west 3 feet, 9 inches of Lot 2 in
Block 1 of the San Angelo, Texas

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FUTURE LAND USE: SIZE:
SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas CBD — Central Business
Downtown Neighborhood District D~ Downtown 0.09 acres

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

East Concho Avenue — Urban Parkway (complied with standards at time of platting)
Required: 60’ right-of-way, 40’ pavement
Provided: 100’ right-of-way, 74’ pavement with a 10’ sidewalk

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL for all proposed improvements on the subject properties, subject to four Conditions
of Approval for both RCC18-24 and RCC18-25.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Property Owner and Applicants:
Jacob and Ashlie Balderas (JP Brookeson LLC)

STAFF CONTACT:

Jeff Fisher, AICP

Senior Planner

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



mailto:jeff.fisher@cosatx.us
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RCC18-24 and RCC18-25 Analysis

River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) and Historic Preservation Design Guidelines (HPD):
Section 12.06.003(b)(1) and (2) of the River Corridor Development Ordinance requires the DHRC to

review any new construction of any structure and remodeling of any existing structure in the River
Corridor. The proposed improvements need to be consistent with the design guidelines of the River
Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP), and the Historic Preservation Design Guidelines (HPD) for
commercial properties within the Central Business District of San Angelo. The following synopsis has
been provided to determine whether each improvement is consistent with the above policies.

(1) Installation of wood paneling, removal of tiling, and repainting of exposed surfaces

The RCMDP states that “new buildings should reflect the traditional character of the historic city center
but can use new, innovative elements in ways to express the architecture of current times,” “materials
and color should relate to historic precedents apparent in the immediate environment,” and “quality
finished materials should be used.” The HPD policies for commercial properties in the Central Business
District (CBD) also state that “materials shall appear to be similar to those used traditionally” and “colors
should complement neighboring buildings and reflect a traditional color palette.” The proposed wood
pine panels are of quality construction and already approved on the adjacent building at 10 East Concho
Avenue (RCC18-05/CA18-02), and on retail stores to the east at 16-26 East Concho Avenue, and on the
south side of East Concho Avenue from 19-33. The applicant indicates that the existing facade was
removed behind the tiling and the Planning Division believes that wood paneling will provide a positive
upgrade to the building. The proposed Alabaster White and Original White on 6 and 8 East Concho
Avenue respectively will be consistent with the building at 10 East Concho Avenue and the Historic Color
Palette for this building erected in the late 1800s. The new door colors, “Real Red” on 6 East Concho
Avenue and “Earl Grey” on 8 East Concho Avenue will also reflect a traditional color palette and provide
color variation and building accents. Finally, painting over the remaining portions of exposed rock above
the windows and on the east side of 8 East Concho Avenue will be consistent with the new facade colors.

(2) Installation of two new iron support columns and removal of existing wood column stanchions

The RCMDP encourages “a variety of architectural styles that are complementary to the historic
precedents set in this area. New developments should be compatible in form, height, building elements
and materials with neighboring buildings” and “patterns and rhythms in the fagade of the building can
be created with...columns...and other architectural features.” The proposed columns are consistent with
these policies and the adjacent property at 10 East Concho Avenue which also has these support
columns. The additional columns painted black break up the wall expanse as well as providing an
additional aesthetic feature. The solid black color is consistent with the columns on 10 East Concho
Avenue and accents on other buildings downtown. The Permits Division provided written
correspondence that removal of the wood stanchion supports on the existing front columns pose
potential structural safety issues for the canopy. They will require an engineered drawing to ensure that
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proper support is provided to the new columns, or the stanchions shall remain as part of the structure.
As a condition of approval, the Planning Division recommends that either the stanchions remain on the
building and painted a color generally consistent with the approved building colors, or the applicant
obtains a permit from the Permits and Inspections Division with an engineered drawing showing
adequate structural support.

(3) Installation of three new wall mounted lantern lights and two double pane windows to replace
existing windows

The RCDMP states that “clear, transparent windows should be used for all ground floor retail uses” and
the HPD policies state that “windows should attempt to align with others in a block” and “those on
adjacent buildings.” The RCDMP lighting polices indicate that lighting should “not result in glare or light
spill” and “innovative and attractive light fixtures are encouraged” and “should fit the style of the
building and respect the visual character of San Angelo’s historic city center.” The Planning Division is
satisfied with the proposed improvements and believe they are consistent with the above policies. The
new energy efficient double-pane windows will be consistent in size and shape as the same type of
window on 10 East Concho Avenue, as will the new gas lantern and farm light fixtures. The proposed
lantern lights and farm light will be consistent with other lights and gas lanterns approved in the River
Corridor including the Raw 1899 building at 38 North Chadbourne Street (RCC16-14) and on the building
facades at 204 and 208 South Oakes Street. The Planning Division believes that the lantern and farm
lights will preserve the historic character of the building, enhance the streetscape, and not generate any
significant spillover glare onto adjacent properties, consistent with the RCMDP lighting policy.

The applicant has indicated that the lantern lights will be electric, but could be changed to gas in the
future. Consistent with the approval condition of 10 East Concho Avenue (RCC18-05/CA18-02), the
applicants will require a plumbing permit from the Permits and Inspections Division and a shut-off valve
to be approved by the City Fire Marshal prior to any conversion to gas lanterns.

Recommendation:

Staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Cases RCC18-24
and RCC18-25 for exterior improvements, subject to the following four 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.

2. Priortoremoval of the column stanchions, the applicants shall obtain a building permit from
the Permits and Inspections Division with an engineered drawing showing adequate
structural support. Alternatively, the applicants shall paint the stanchions a color generally
consistent with the approved building colors.
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3. The applicants will require an electrical permit for the lantern lights from the Permits and
Inspections Division. Should the applicant change the lanterns from electric power to gas
in future, they will require a Plumbing Permit from the Permits and Inspections Division and
a shut-off valve to the satisfaction of the City Fire Marshal.

4. The applicants shall contact the Permits and Inspections Division to determine whether a
building permit is required for any exterior improvements. If a permit is required, the

applicant shall ensure all requirements have been satisfied prior to a final Certificate of
Occupancy.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map
Zoning Map
Photographs
Elevation

Colors

Materials
Applications
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Photos of Site and Surrounding Area
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SOUTH NORTH AT 6 EAST CONCHO AVENUE
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10 EAST CONCHO AVENUE (UNDER CONSTRUCTION,
APPROVED BY DHRC RCC18 05/CA18 02)
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Proposed Elevation — 6 East Concho Avenue

6 East Concho: San Angelo, TX, 76903

Iron Columns will be Window Trim will be
Painted Tricorn Black Painted Tricorn Black

All exposed rock
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Alabaster White
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20" Wall

Mount

Lanterns Front Columns
And Awning
will be Painted
Alabaster White

| (-]

T —— e > ]

Nood PinePanels

3

20" Wa
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Lanter:

A

B

Wood Pine Panels

widecorative trim The Front Door Widecorative trim
Painted Alabaster White Will be Painted Painted Alabaster White
Real Red
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Proposed Colors — 6 East Concho Avenue

Sto re C (9) I OF'S. 6 East Concho, San Angelo, TX

Facade (Wood & Rock)

SW 7058
Alabater
Vema | frsens

Nwdey I

Window Trim and lron Columns

Tricorn Black paint color
SW 6258 by Sherwin-
Williams. View interior an...

Front door
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Proposed Elevation — 8 East Concho Avenue

8 East Concho: San Angelo, TX, 76903

Iron Columns will be
Painted Earl Grey

Window Trim will be
Painted City Loft

207 Wall
Mounted
Yanters

Wood Pine _um:m_w
w/decorative trim
Painted Original White

The Front Door
Will be Painted
Earl Grey

All exposed rock

\«5__ be painted
Original White

Front Columns

Wood PinePanels
Widecorative trim

Painted Original White

And Awning
will be Painted
Original White
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Proposed Colors — 8 East Concho Avenue

Sto re C (0] I OF'S. 8 East Concho, San Angelo, TX

Facade (Wood & Rock)

Original White
Sherwin-Williams

" Window Trim

City Loft
Sherwin-Williams

Front door and Iron Columns
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Lighting Details

Brinton 2-Light Outdoor Flush mount

Features

« Qutdcor wall lantern
« Number of lights: 2
« Black finish

Weights & Dimenrsions

« Overall: 20" Hx 8,.24" W

« Back Plate: 14" Hx 6.75" W
« Ovérall Product Weight: 3 Ib
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Application for River Corridor Review Attachment
6 East Concho, San Angelo, Texas 76903

Section 2: Specific details of request

The previous owners exposed the rock on the fagade and partially covered it with
blue tile that caused damage and covered some of the original structure of the
building. We are trying to find a way to cover the damage while also maintaining
the historical integrity of the storefront. We are wanting to paint the rock and use
decorative trim on the Storefront Windows. The woodwork and rock would be
painted white (Alabaster White SW). (Concept Picture of Wood & Trim Work and
Painted Rock Attached). The upper windows trim would be painted black (Tricorn
Black-SW) and the Front door will be painted red (Real Red-SW}. The existing iron
columns by the front door will be exposed and painted black {Tricorn Black-SW)
along with the iron above the upper windows. To tie everything together we
would add 20" Wall Mounted Lanterns to the painted rock celumns on each side
of the Storefront Windows. (Attached: picture of Wall Mounted Lanterns)

Also, we want to take the forks off the wood columns and make them single
straight columns. The columns will match the approved columns from 10 E
Concho. The entire awning will be painted white (Alabaster White-SW).

To improve the energy efficiency and quality of the storefront we hope to replace
the windows with Double Pane Windows. The new windows will be the same size
as the current windows,

(Attached: Store Elevation Concept Picture)

Section 2 continues: Site-Specific Details

We believe the proposed plan will greatly improve the overall character and visual
appeal of the storefront and Downtown San Angelo based on the current
remodeling of other buildings in the River Corridor and the approved design of 10
East Concho. The current storefront needs an aesthetic facelift as well as the
removal of blue tile and exposure/rebuild of the original structures like the iron
columns and windows.

Page 14
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Application for River Corridor Review Attachment
8 East Concho, San Angelo, Texas 76903

Section 2: Specific details of request

The previous owners exposed the rock on the facade and partially covered it with
blue tile that caused damage and covered some of the original structure of the
building. We are trying to find a way to cover the damage while also maintaining
the historical integrity of the storefront. We are wanting to paint the rock and use
decorative trim on the Storefront Windows. The woodwork and rock would be
painted white (Original White-SW). (Concept Picture of Wood & Trim Work and
Painted Rock Attached). The upper windows trim would be painted black (City
Loft-SW) and the Front door will be painted red (Earl Grey-SW). The existing iron
columns by the front door will be exposed and painted black (Earl Grey-SW) along
with the iron above the upper windows. To tie everything together we would add
20" Wall Mounted Lanterns to the painted rock columns on each side of the
Storefront Windows. (Attached: picture of Wall Mounted Lanterns)

Also, we want to take the forks off the wood columns and make them single
straight columns. The columns will match the approved columns from 10 E
Concho. The entire awning will be painted white (Original White-SW).

To improve the energy efficiency and quality of the storefront we hope to replace
the windows with Double Pane Windows. The new windows will be the same size
as the current windows.

(Attached: Store Elevation Concept Picture)

Section 2 continues: Site-Specific Details

We believe the proposed plan will greatly improve the overall character and visual
appeal of the storefront and Downtown San Angelo based on the current
remodeling of other buildings in the River Corridor and the approved design of 10
East Concho. The current storefront needs an aesthetic facelift as well as the
removal of blue tile and exposure/rebuild of the original structures like the iron
columns and windows.
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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 Applcant(s): __-)gm_é'_Aa‘n\\c Sa\de ron

[ Represanatie (Notarized Affcat Required)

w&ﬁ_mﬁﬁ——jl—;lmqo‘\

Mailing Address Ciy
N -G - AR\ 'io\urmugrcheqmak\-com
Contact Phone Number E.msl Address (%)
#_Lc.ggg.bﬁ___&ﬂm e b = Y

jact Property Address City State Dp Coce

(et ?Qr—\

0.6 y

Legad (moem mwmrmom: v lamareacsd o)

of Loy | oand Yoo \Weat Ah Ay ofF Lot 3
Zoning: C%D

Section 2: Site Specific Details

Proposed Work:

() Naw construction in the Coridor over 1200 square feet.
dmwmmmamummngmmwm.
] Mowing of an @xsting bulding fo a ot within the Coeridor.

[ Signs ower 50 saquare feat in the Comidar,

[ Rsquest for subdivision approval of 8ny kind within the Carmidor.
[ sluminated sign in the Coeridor (any 5ize)

Specific delals of request. "use separale attschment ff necessary”, Dee Athack orent

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM = 5 PM 325-8574210, #2 www.cosatcus/planning
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Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details
wmmmmmmwmummmmmmmdmRmc«miuor:
See Dok onen™

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

E/Onammmapplum ummmumlmwmumeawbmmnm Historic Review Comminee.
(6 otber sppcations e Dssign and Hiskk: Review Commitice makes the inal docain, agoas may be dieclsd o the Gly Gouncl
lfwamwm mwmwofmm.ancmawmeummmw.
Jmm«mmem‘mm:ﬂuﬂumvnlmmﬂamwwm Manager andlor the Commission.

2 Tre decision of the Cammission may be appesied to the Gity Counclt
E(Pmmmxﬁmm-mnwdmmwumummk

z( Buikdings on historical landmarks or district also requine 3 Carficate of Agpeopriateness,

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

Cvoxvuy BDald ernop = VR
Signalure of loansas or authonzed repessaiative Date

Printed name of doenses of authonzed reprasenising

Pama of busnes s of reprasentative

| OFFICE USE ONLY:
Description/photogragh of site néomhg, plans, sketches of work H{amph(sl of materials to be used

D/Vodﬂed Complete T Verified Incomplete

o il B 2Y  nassdcasens: x Date Related case will be heard:
Nonrefundable fee: $.3 8 +O° Receipet: | TN Date paid: 7 SO L]
Reviewsd/Accepted by: J + ImiSNe R o A N

Hours of Operation: 8 AM <12 PN & 1PN = 6 PM 325-857-4210, 22 www.cosalx. usfplanning



DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION Page 18

Staff Report — RCC18-24 / RCC18-25: Balderas
August 16, 2018

Efisclive danuary 32017

City of San Angelo, Texas — Planning Division
52 West College Avenue

Application for River Corridor Review

Section 1: Basic Information

Narme of Appicant(s). _,}ar;o\\ o Dedlie Paovdeca s

& Owner [0 Representative (Notarized Affidavit Required)
i 0 Colianloiae LA San Doy "X TS @As
Mailing Adi Cay < Stale " Zip Code
' . Rt ‘o 20 € acai\ . com
Contact Phone Number E-mail Address (&)
%Q\\th Son Doce\n T I o )
Soject Address City s Slate Zip Code

et 5 = axt @ﬂ("l‘

yancad, o)

Lagaleioﬁm(anbe. mmm&wwu
0% Vo |\ nad dhe \:\\e:r“v 5‘?* QA o Ler 9

Zoring: \:- eD

Section 2: Site Specific Details
Proposed Work:

] New construction In the Corfidor over 1200 square feet.
Elmmwﬂhgmmummmgwumghummw.
[ Moving of an existing building to 3 lot within the Corridor.

[0 Sigrs ovar 50 square feet in the Corridor.

I Request for subdivision approval of any kind within he Carridor.
[ uminated sign in the Coridor (any size)

& ) o \
Specific detads of request: *use separate attachment i necessary”___ < &8 A"&’t o cmmme
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7 N~
£ie Ve JSNUBIY 2 -

Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details
Emunmynnanwyoumt:mwm:nmmmmmmmmmmkwm
Jee Axtackhroent

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

[/On administrative applications, the Direotor makes $a fral decision, appssts may be diected to e Design and Hiskric Revies Commitos,
(On other appilcations the Design and Historic Revisw Commitise makas the final decision, sppeals may be directed 1o the City Counci.

& Approwal of this requast does ot consiuae spprovel of permiss, ste plans, or cther Processes hal fequire Separate Spprval
Eﬂwcmmmmuwmmmmmmamwwmwmnmmm
E{mammlmmnmytﬁmwﬁecuc«mﬁ
E(FfmmwmmowtmmeﬁeMIw‘

dmmmwummaamum require a Cortiicate of Approprabensss,

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

Ooruve Botdonorn -5

Sigrature of hcensee of auihofized representslive e
X AQe TR

P Broole
Name of busness'Entity of repeesantative
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:
gé;mnlphmwmm plans, sketches of work O‘Vwk)ofmmbem
ujmumu Verified Incompleta
caseto: Rec |8 A petsted case No-: = Date Related case will be heard:
Me«mdufee:s:g_eg_'_c“ mmm’ﬂ& omuu:? ) (3 A"
Reviewed/Accepted by: ”, . F]'Skylr‘ Date: _’Z_Ji‘s__l_d_[

Howrs of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM < 5 PM 3256574210, 22 www.cosatx. uaiplanning



DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION - August 16, 2018
STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:
River Corridor Review / Certificate of Appropriateness RCC18-26 / CA18-06: Cunningham/All About Signs
SYNOPSIS:

The applicants have applied for a River Corridor and Certificate of Appropriateness to facilitate new exterior improvements
on the former San Angelo Masonic Lodge #570 historic building property at the northeast corner of South Oakes Street and
East Twohig Avenue. The applicants are proposing to erect eight (8) new dibond signs, 6-square feet each; four on the
building’s west (front) elevation facing South Oakes Street and four on the south elevation facing Twohig Avenue. The
signage will contain the business names of four new businesses to occupy the building, and have dark brown, white and gold
coloring, lettering and design characteristic of the Art Deco period when the Masonic Temple was constructed in 1931. The
applicants are also proposing to erect 6-foot high aluminum fencing with entry gates and rounded finials painted black along
the front and rear of the north courtyard area. The fencing will provide security and allow entry into this section of the
property for small entertainment venues in future. Finally, the applicant plans to erect new Italian Cypress street trees along
the west and south elevations and an emergency access step in the rear yard.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

130 South Oakes Street; generally located at
the immediate northeast corner of South Oakes
Street and East Twohig Avenue

Being Lot 1 in Block 6 of the San Angelo Addition, comprising a total of
0.23 acres

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FUTURE LAND USE: SIZE:

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas

Downtown Neighborhood CBD — Central Business District D — Downtown 0.23 acres

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

South Oakes Street — Urban Local Street (complied with standards at time of platting)
Required: 50’ right-of-way, 40’ pavement, or 36’ pavement with a 4-foot sidewalk
Provided: 100’ right-of-way, 64’ pavement with a 5’ sidewalk

East Twohig Avenue — Urban Local Street (complied with standards at time of platting)
Required: 50’ right-of-way, 40’ pavement, or 36’ pavement with a 4-foot sidewalk
Provided: 100’ right-of-way, 70’ pavement with a 5’ sidewalk

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL for all proposed improvements on the subject properties, subject to three Conditions of
Approval for both RCC18-26 and CA18-06.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Property Owner: Alexandra Cunninghmam,
Cunningham Entertainment Group, LLC

Applicants: Alexandra Cunningham and
Kathleen Quanz, All About Signs

STAFF CONTACT:

Jeff Fisher, AICP

Senior Planner

(325) 657-4210, Extension 1550
jeff.fisher@cosatx.us
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RCC18-26 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
construction including signs and fences on any property in the River Corridor. The proposed improvements
need to be consistent with the design guidelines of the River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP),
and the Historic Preservation Design Guidelines (HPD) for commercial properties within the Central Business
District of San Angelo. The following synopsis has been provided to determine whether each improvement
is consistent with the above policies.

(1) New signage

The RCMDP signage policies state that “signs should be incorporated into the architecture of each building”
and “should have a minimum clearance of nine feet above the sidewalk for public safety.” The HPD requires
that “careful consideration should be given to the size, placement and graphics of a sign in order to create
a uniform district and preserve the details of historic buildings.” In addition, “materials shall appear to be
similar to those used traditionally” and “colors should complement neighboring buildings and reflect a
traditional color palette” and be “similar to or comparable to the palette adopted by the National Trust for
Historic Preservation.” The Planning Division believes that the proposed signage meets all of the above
policies and guidelines. Dibond is an aluminum composite that reflects the metal historic marker signs
already on the front of the building and found on other buildings across the United States during the Art
Deco period of construction. The proposed dark brown background, with white letters and gold insignias
are consistent as well with the current signage and Masonic symbols above the front arched windows, and
with the Historic Color Palette. The signs are at least 9 feet above the public sidewalk as required. Their
size and placement closest to the southwest corner of the building are most practical given they will be
visible from both street frontages, and will not clutter or cover the masonic symbols or signs in this location.

(2) New fencing, concrete step, and street trees

The RCMDP states that where “walls or fences are required, they should be designed with unique patterns,
textural differences, or offsets”, “the offsets can be landscaped with clusters of trees and shrubs”, and
“retaining walls should be designed to blend with the adjacent buildings or structures.” The Planning
Division is satisfied that the proposed improvements are consistent with these policies. The proposed
aluminum fence painted black will complement — rather than overpower — the visual aesthetics of the
stucco Masonic building, preserving its historical prominence in Downtown San Angelo. At night, the fence
will not be seen and therefore, not overshadow the building. The posts with round finials even spaced
across the fenced area will be consistent with those found on the building’s entry ramp. The proposed
Italian Cypress trees in front of the fence will break up the large fence expanse. These trees will also achieve
the same objective in front of the blank wall spaces along the west and south building elevations between
the arches and windows. They will also be consistent with the new Cypress trees approved by the DHRC at
the new pocket park (Pfluger RCC16-20) to be located immediately to the south, and at the rear of Raw
1899 also approved by DHRC (RCC16-14). The Planning Division has no objection to the one emergency
step to be placed at the rear of the property. It will provide for safe ingress/egress to the rear parking lot
for employees and those participating in outdoor venues in the new fenced courtyard.
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CA18-06 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.

As stated previously, the Planning Division believes that the proposed aluminum fencing will
compliment and not overshadow the historical stucco building. The dibond signs along the southwest
portions of the building can be easily removed in future with minimal alteration to the building.
Planning Staff during our site visit of July 25, 2018, noticed several small holes on the building’s south
elevation where the applicant indicated a real estate was previously located. However, these holes
could be easily plastered with stucco and not affect the overall character of the building. Staff is
satisfied the same principle could be applied to the locations of the new signs and any future removal
would result in minimal alteration which is repairable.

2. 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.

The proposed signs on the building are located in the blank wall areas and would not result in the
destruction or alteration of any original historic materials or features.

3. 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 proposed sign material and colors are consistent with the Art Deco period (1930s) when the original
Masonic Temple was constructed.

4. 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.

The proposed fencing and signage will blend with the Masonic Temple and surrounding area. The
materials and colors are consistent with both historic and modern trends in Downtown San Angelo.

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

The new exterior signage can be easily removed and not alter or remove any portion of the building.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever possible. In the
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10.

event replacement is necessary, the new material should reflect the material being replaced in
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. 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.

See # 1 above.

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.

Erection or removal of the new signage in future would not require sandblasting or other cleaning
methods that would damage the building. As indicated, any small holes resulting from removal of the
signs could be easily plastered and covered.

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.

Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged
when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural
material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the
property, neighborhood, or environment.

The proposed colors and materials for the signage as indicated are consistent with the Historic color
palette, the building itself, and surrounding area.

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.

See #1 above.
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Recommendation:

Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Cases RCC18-26 and
Case CA18-06 for exterior improvements, subject to the following three 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.

2. The applicants shall require Sign Permits from the Permits and Inspections Division for the
proposed signs.

3. The applicants shall repair all damaged driveway and sidewalk areas in the public right-of-way
in front of the fenced area to the satisfaction of the City’s Engineering Services and Planning
Divisions.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Photographs

Letter of Intent from Applicant
Signage Elevations and Location
Fence Elevations

Applications
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SUBJECT PROPERTY

[\
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1gitalGlobe, G

R USCYNUSGS, AEX, Getmapping
& User. Community )
River Corridor/Cert. of Appropriateness Legend
Subject Properties: me—

RCC18-26/CA18-06 Current Zoning: CBD
Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD #3) Requested Zoning Change: N/A
Neighborhood: Downtown Vision: Downtown
Scale: 1" approx. = 50 ft
Subject Property: 130 S. Oakes Street
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SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Council District: Harry Thomas (SMD #3) Requested Zoning Change:
Neighborhood: Downtown Vision: Downtown
Scale: 1" approx. = 50 ft

Subject Property: 130 S. Oakes Street
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Subject Property: 130 S. Oakes Street
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Photos of Site and Surrounding Area

WEST

NORTH EAST AT EXISTING BUILDING

EXISTING SIGNAGE ON BUILDING
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APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
APPLICATION FOR RIVER CORRIDOR REVIEW
Cunningham Entertainment Group/All About Signs
130 S Oakes
1. FENCE

Site Specific Details/Proposed Work: Installing 42" of fencing (x2) at the front and rear of
adjacent lot, the front elevation with two side by side 4’ gates, centered, and the rear with one
4’ gate. Also installing a modesty panel with gate to enclose air conditioner units. Fences to be
constructed of standard aluminum tube with larger posts, topped with round finials to match
the round finials already adorning the ramp located at the front of the property.

Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary and/or consistent with the
character of the River Corridor: Color of fence will be black, this design making the fence more
“invisible” to passersby. The cross-hatch articulation matches details present on the structure.
All hardware will be black and gold in color, in keeping with the details of the proposed signage
for a consistent exterior appearance. Fences will serve to enclose a section of vacant land for
use as a small venue and act to secure property from theft and vandalism.

2. INSTALLATION OF NEW SHADE TREES

Site Specific Details/Proposed Work: Installing Italian Cypress trees or other drought-
resistant tree at least 6 feet tall at time of planting in front of the fence and along South side of
building as shown in attached site plan.

Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary and/or consistent with the
character of the River Corridor: Drought resistant trees will break up the large fence wall
expanse and enhance the curb appeal of the property. Trees may serve as potential shade areas
for pedestrian traffic. Trees will not block any line of sight areas at intersections.

3. INSTALLATION OF CONCRETE STEP FOR EMERGENCY EGRESS
Site Specific Details/Proposed Work: Construct a concrete step along existing parking lot
that runs adjacent to vacant area on property to provide emergency egress. The grade of the
parking lot is above said vacant area and could pose a safety hazard in the event of an
emergency. The addition of a “step” would allow patrons a safer exit route. This should be
completed simultaneously with fence installation.

Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary and/or consistent with the
character of the River Corridor: Safety Hazard
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4, BUILDING SIGNS
Site Specific Details/Proposed Work: Installing up to four 1’ x 6’ tenant panel signs on South
and West Elevations of designated historic building located at 130 S Oakes St. Signs will be
made on non-corrosive,k rot-resistant dibond material with applied vinyl graphics attached to
walls with minimally invasive, but secure, tapcon screws. Proposed use of building is to provide
retail/studio space for music, art, and photography businesses.

Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary and/or consistent with the
character of the River Corridor: In keeping with Art deco style of building built in 1931, signs
will have a dark bronze background with gold and almond text and detailing. Sign will be
constructed on dibond which is the leading aluminum composite material. It is comprised of
two pre-painted aluminum sheets with a solid polyethylene core and will mimic the look of a
bronze metal sign. Sign will complement other design features of building; ie dark plaques,
gold/brass finials on railing, almond color cast stone ornamentation.
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Staff Report
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Signage Elevations

3534 m:mqiooa Way
San Angelo, Texas 76901
Phone:325-949-7168
sales@allaboutsignstx.com

Job #: 28862-Clef House
Size: 12"h x 72"w

Qty: 3 (1 each)

Sides: single
Material(s): dibond
Finishing: standard
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Sighage Location
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Front Fence and Landscape Elevations
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igns

Cunningham/All About S

Rear Fence Elevations

Fence Width: 42’ with one 4’ gate
Fence Height:6’
Fence Material: Aluminum

I

1

f
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Site Plan

9L
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City of San Angelo, Texas — Planning Division
52 West College Avenue
Application for River Corridor Review

Page 17

Section 1: Baslic Information
Name of Apglicantis): _Cunningham Entertainment Group/Alexandra Cunningham and All About Signs(AAS) for CEG

(A Owmer Representative (Notarized ABdavit Regui
130 S Oakes iy e ool s NI (CEG)
PO Box 62544 San Angelo Y 76908 (AAS)
325-650-4230 AAS; 325-703-1850 CEG __ service@allaboutsignstx.com _backbeatmusic@earthink net
Cortact Phone Numbes Contact E-mail Address
130 S Oakes St San Angelo T 76903
Subject Property Address City S Zip Code

230 acres LOT 1 BLK 6 San Angelo Addn

Legal Description (can be Hund an property tax stsdement or at s fomareencad, con)
Tax 1D 23-41700-0060-001-00

Zoeing: __River Corridor

Section 2: Site Specific Details
Proposed Work:

[J MNew construdtion in the Comidor aver 1200 sguare foel,

(7 Reenodeling the exterior of an existing bulding In the Corridor.  Add fence, landscaping
[ Mowing of an existing buikiing 10 3 lol within the Corridor.

[ Sigres ouer 80 square fect In the Comidor,

[J Request for subdivision approval of any kind within the Corisr,

3 Huminated sign in the Cornider {any size)
v/ Nonauminatod signs lozs than 50 of o hatere buking
Specihic details of request “use sepsrale altachmeant £ necessary® 500 details adached for 1. Fence

Sen detwls ¥2ached for 3. Rear Siap for Ememency Egress

Soe detadls sached o 4 Bulding sigm

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM =~ 5 PM 325.657-4210, #2 www.casatx.us/planning
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Effective Januar Iy

Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details

Explain why and how you ink the propesed work is necessary andior consisient with the character of the River Comidor;
Ses dotads atached for 1. Fence

Soa deluke dved for 2, | apngiShade Treos

Eot defails amazhed foe 3, Step for Emempancy Egrees
See detols atlached for 4, Bulding Sgrs

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

£/0n acmintstrathve applications, the Ditector makes the firal decision, sppeals may be direcied 1o the Design and Historic Review Commisice.
B2Cn other sppications the Design and Hislorc Review Commitiae makss the fingl decision, appeats may be directed 1o the City Coundl

X Appraval of this request does not constitule approval of pemmits, site plans, or other processes that require separate approval

{2 Any changes 1o the design made afer this approval may require 8 second spproval by Tha Manager andiar he Commission.

54/ The decision of the Commission may b sppased to the City Coundl.

] Proposed corstruction into a public rght-of-way may requive addifional approvals,

i Buikdings on historical landmarks or district also require a Certificate of Appropriatenass,

leg the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above Is true and correct.

I emadtn O 2
[ l.l‘ 4 .L-"-’f.‘{-.'l, AL WA property owner
) teriand T25NE
Signatura of licangee or reprezentative Date

Kathiean Quanz, authorized represaniaive for Sgns
Primad name of canses or suthorized representalive

Cumingham Eslartiinment Group LLC/AN About Signs, Inc
MName of business/Entity of representalive

/

FOF(OFFICE USE ONLY: A J '
ption/photograph of site [YSketches, plans, sketches of work ¥ Sample{s) of matarials to bo used
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Section 1: Basic Information

Cunningham Entertainment Group LLC/Alaxandra Cunningham and All About Signs, Inc

230 acres LOT 1 BLK & San Angelo Addn

Name of Applicani(s)
2 Owner Reprasantative (Notarzed Aftdaut Requrod)

AAS - PO Box 62544 San Angelo ™ 76506
Iailng Address Cay State 2p Code
CEG - 120 S Oakes San Angelo ™ 76003
3258504230 AAS, 325.703.1850 CEG mmgmmmm tackbestmusicaarthlinknet
Contact Phone Number Contact E-mal Address

130 S Oakes San Angelo T 765903
Subject Property Address City Suate Zip Code

Legal Descrption (can be fownd an praperty fax statement or & i, forgreencad corm)
Tax 1D 23-41700-0050-001-00

Zoning: River Ceeridor

Section 2: Site Specific Details

Proposed Work:

0 Corginuction of 2 new building in s Histodc Overlay (HO) zoring district.

dehonboorMm of an existng budkding.  Add fence, landscaping

0 Malerial akeration, recanstruction, restorasion, or rehabiitation of exterior feabures on an extsting bulding.
1 Relocation of an axsting budding 10 of from sy property in any HO zoning district.

\t:/omwonofamuwouwmmawpmm-mmmmm
Non-luminated signa less $an 50 af on hislore
Spechc detsis of request %uwumwmm

Sea datails altached for 2. Landscaping’Shade trees

See detils altached for 3. Resr step for Emengency Egress

See delgis sttached for 4. Bulding sgns

Expiain wiy and how you think the proposed work is nacessary andior consistent with the historcal character of the property:

See attached cetails for 1. Fence, 2. Landscaping/Snack Trees, 3. Rear Step for Emergency Egress, 4. Bulding signs

Doss the propasad wark comply with the fallowing (check all that applyx
Its erwironment.

aberstion of ary historic matersal or distnciive architecharad features should be avolkded when possible.
10 créste an earlier appearance shal be discouraged.

environment. These changes may have acquired signifcancs in ther own right, and this signiicancs shal be recognized and respecied

& Every reasonable efiort shal be made 1o adapt the property in a manner which requires minimal akeration of the bulldng, stnucture, azject, or site and
&/ The distinguishing original quakties or character of a buiding, structure, object, or site and its envircnment shall not be destroyed. The remawal or
D’MW‘S, ginuctures, objects, and sites shak be recogrized as produdts of their own time. Allerations that have no historical basis and which seck

dchmoeovﬁch may have tsken placs in the course of time are eviderce of the history and development of a buiding, structure, cbjed, or site and 15
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Section 2 Continued: Site Specific Details
{Z Dstinctive styisac features or examples of silled crafismanship which characlenze a bulking, stnucture, object. of sie shall be kept where possinie.

{A Daterioratad srehitochal features shall be repaired rather than replaced, whearever possitie. In the evant replacament is nacasssry, the New materisl
mwmmmwlnmw.m.mnmmmmamdmom
features should be based on accurate dupications of features, substantiated by historcal, physical, or pictonal evidence rather than on confectural desigrs
or the avalabilty of dfferent architecturs alienints from ofhir buidings o stuckees,

EMWMNdeMMﬁNWMMM“MMWMﬁIW
historic bulkding materials should not be undertaken,

B/ Every reasonsbie effont shall be made 1o protect and presarve archesalogical rescurcss affected by, oc sdiacent 1o, 8ny peojed.

7 Cortemparary dasign for alleraticns and addifions 10 exsling propenies shal not be discournged whan such akerations and addtions do not destroy
sgnificant histoncal, archilechural, or cullural matedal, and such design is compatible with !e size, scale, color, materal, and characker of the property,
m,«m

[ vimerever possitie, new addtions or alerations 10 buldings, struchures, obiecis, o 5166 shall be done in such 3 manner that if such additcns or
Alerstions wers 10 be removed in e future, the essential form and integrity of the building, structure, obijed, of #ile would ba wimpaied,

Section 3: Applicant{s) Acknowledgement
B2 Cerificate of Appropriatencss may only be approved by the DHRC. Appeals may be directed to City Coundil.

mmmduy)ununmwpmmmmmmmnummdem
i 4»! AWt property awner

_Kalhisen Quanz. authorzed reprasertative for 3igns

mmanm«mm

Cunningham Enlarainment Group LLC/AN About Signs. Ing
Name of business/Entity of representatve
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