DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION — November 21, 2019

STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION TYPE:

CASE:

Certificate of Appropriateness and
River Corridor Review

CA19-03 / RCC19-19: All About Signs

SYNOPSIS:

A request for approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness and River Corridor Approval for the construction
of three new signs totaling approximately 45 square feet of signage: 1) a new 32 square foot wall sign, 2) a
new 10.48 square foot window sign, and 3) a new 1.65 square feet hanging sign.

LOCATION:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

506 South Chadbourne Street

Being Lot E, Block 68, Sub Abbott Addition, San Angelo, Tom Green

County, Texas.

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD:

ZONING:

FUTURE LAND USE:

SIZE:

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas
Neighborhood — Ft Concho

CBD

Downtown

0.07 acre

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

South Chadbourne Street —Major Arterial Street, 80 ROW required (80’ Existing), 64’ pavement required

(54’ Provided)

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of case CA19-03 / RCC19-19, subject to two Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Owner: David Mazur

Applicant: Todd Smith

STAFF CONTACT:

Shelly Paschal

Planner

(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1533
shelly.paschal@cosatx.us



mailto:shelly.paschal@cosatx.us
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River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) and Historic Preservation Design Guidelines (HPD):

Section 212(D) of the Zoning Ordinance requires the DHRC to review any new construction including
signs 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 properties within the River Corridor of San Angelo. The
following synopsis has been provided to determine whether each improvement is consistent with the
above policies.

New signage

The HPD requires that “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. Each sign is
a metal di-bond with vinyl overlay. All three signs are proposed to be black lettering with the logo of
“Old Town Books.”

Placement of the sign is necessary in order to identify the establishment. The colors and overall
orientation of the signs reflects the logo of Old Town Books. The total square footage for all three signs
is approximately 45 square feet. The signs meet all of the standards outlined in Section 12.604 of the
Sign Ordinance.

CA19-03 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 exterior building alterations are being sought as part of this request. The di-bond signs
along the north wall of the building can be easily removed in the future with minimal alteration
to the building. Same could be said for the proposed window sign and hanging sign. Staff is
satisfied that the proposed new signs could be removed with minimal alteration which is
repairable and doesn’t hinder the building.

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 sign on the building is located in the blank wall areas and would not result in the
destruction or alteration of any original historic materials or features. The same could be said for
the proposed window sign and hanging sign.
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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 complement neighboring buildings and reflect a traditional
color palette.

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 signage will blend with the building and the 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 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 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.

No major exterior building alterations are being sought as part of this request. The di-bond signs
along the north wall of the building can be easily removed in the future with minimal alteration
to the building. Same could be said for the proposed window sign and hanging sign.

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.

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.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources
affected by, or adjacent to, any project.
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10.

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.

There will be no contemporary design additions or alteration to the project. The entire scope of
work is focused on rehabilitation of the original 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 Case CA19-03
/RCC19-19, the construction of three new signs totaling approximately 45 square feet of signage: 1) a
new 32 square foot wall sign, 2) a new 10.48 square foot window sign, and 3) a new 1.65 square foot
hanging sign, subject to two Conditions of Approval:

The colors, dimensions, and materials of all signs shall be consistent with the renderings approved
by the Design and Historic Review Commission. Minor deviations may be approved by the
Planning and Development Services Director.

The applicant shall obtain Sign Permit(s) from the Inspections & Permits Division for all proposed
signage as required.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map
Zoning Map

Photograph

Renderings of Proposed Sign
Applications
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Location Map RCC19-19 Cegend

All About Signs Subject Properties: .B_
Council District 3 - Harry Thomas Current Zoning:
Neighborhood: Fort Concho Requested Zoning Change: N/A
Scale: 17 approx. = 100 ft Vision: Downtown

506 South Chadbourne Street - Lot E, Block 68, Sub Abbott Addition
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Location Map_RCC19-19

All About Sians Subject Properties: s— N o

Cotneil Distret T Harry Thomas Current Zoning: BD PN

Neighborhood: Fort Concho Requested Zoning Change: N/A I |

Scale- 1" approx. = 100 ft Vision: Downtown \\m&? £
506 South Chadbourne Street - Lot E, Block 68, Sub Abbott Addition
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Front of Subject Property
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Proposed wall sign

506 S.Chadbourne .
San Angelo, TX 76903




DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION Page 10
Staff Report — CA19-03 / RCC19-19: All About Signs
November 21, 2019

Proposed window sign
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Page 11

Eflwctive Japusry 3 2017

City of San Angelo, Texas - Planning Division
52 West College Avenue
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Soction 1: Baaic Information
Name of Applicant(s): Wilvia CT, Ine. dba All About Signs for O% Town Booka

2 Owner @ Rupresentative (Notarized Afsdavit Required)

PO Box 62644 San Angela Toxas 70008
Maliing Addrass Chy Blale Zip Gode
A25-050-4230 sarvicaullaboutsignetx. com
Tomacl Phone Nurmber Gontact E-mal Addross
806 8, Chadboumne San Angalo Toxan TOROY
Tubject Propery Address City Tiate Zip Code
Lot E Rlock 6B Sub Abbolt Addtion

Lugwl Descrption (can be fourd on opey tax shaternent o7 of Wiy tamcrsaead, 0o

Zoning:
Section 2; Site Specific Details

Proposed Work:

0 Gonstruction of & new bullding in the Historic Overlay (HO) zoning distriel.

[ Additien 10 of expanalan of an existing building.

3 Matarial siteration, reconatruction, reslofalion, ot rahabilitalion of @aerior featuras on an exsling Skding,

0 Relocation of an existing bullding e or from any propady In any HO zoning district.

nonmolliooollhmmm-nyumaanlnypmmwhlnauo:onmmm.

Spacific detalls of request:
w-hovooMwhmdmwm.lmmmmuw.umlu|doublo|ld-dmhtnglnghmwunopymmdhmmdw.

Explain why and howyoumnknnpmoudmmumntymdlotconu-mmnmwmmnnmrom-pmpmy:
ﬂnlouoommlmmw.wlomoowhrwbum.

MWPWMWMWW“'O“M(MIIMM:

0 Lvery r00oonable effort shall be made to sdept the proparty In a munner which requires minimol altecation of the bullding, structure, object, of site and
its mnviranment,

@ The distinguishing original qualities or character of # bullding, strusture, object, of slte and its environment shall not be destrayed. The removal or
afteration of uny historio materinl or distinetive architectural features should be avolded whan porsible.

3 ANl bulidnygs, structures, objects, lndonouhllb-nooodndum-dm«memomth-mmmlbuh and which seek
10 oreate an anrlier appoarance shall be discouraged,

® Changes which may have taken place In the course of tima are avidence of the Netary and development of  bullding, structure, object, of site and itx
onvironmant. These changes may have ecquiced sigrificence I their own right, and this significance shall bo rmcognized And respocied.

Hours of Oparation: 8 AM 12 PM & 1PM =5 PM 22858574210, #2 www.cosatx us/planning
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Effactive Jaonuary 3 201 L

Soection 2 Continuad: Site Specific Details
@ Oistinetive stylisfic foatums or examples of okilled craftsmanship which oharacterize » bulkiing, stuclure, objeet, or aite shall bo kopt whare poasitie.

(X Doteriorated architectural features sholl be repaired rithar than replaced, wharever posaible. In the wvent reglacement Is naceasary, the now matarial
ahould raflect the material being replaced in composition, dexign, color, texture, and cther visual quolities, Repwir of replacement of missing wrehooturl
faatures Shoukd be based on accurste duplicolions of foatures, substantioted by historical, physical, of plotorial ovidence rather 1han on conjaciunl dusigns
or tha avallabiity of difforent architectural elaments from other bulldings or struciures,

[ The surfoce cloaning of strectures shall b undertaken with the gentioat means poasible. Sandblasting and athar deaing mothods that will damoge
the histone bullding materals shoukd not be undertaken.

) Eviery masonable atfort shall be made 10 protact and preseve archasological rexources affeiod by, or adjucent lo, any project.

(%) Centarnparary deslgn for alterations and additions (o existing praperties #hol N0t b discouragad when such allertions and edditions do not dexiroy
significant hintorical, architecturdl, or cultural matedsl, and such dosign Ix compalible with the size, scale, color, matoral, and charncler of the property,
nelghborhood, or enviconemant.

[©) Wietever possible, new additions or allerations 1o bulldings, alructues, objects, or sitex shull be done In such a mannes that if such addftions of
alorations ware 10 bE fomoved in the fuure, the essential form and integrily of the budding, structura, objact. of gite would be unimpaired

Section 3: Applicant(s) Acknowledgement
[ Cenficate of Approprintaness may only bo approved by the DHRC, Apponls may be drected (o City Council.
igned acknowledge that the information provided above Is true and corroot.

[y~ &2~ Iﬂ

ud represeniative Datee
@
nted name of llicenake or roproanntalive
ALl 4 bgo F S.qa8
o of busine of reprosentative
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

(1 Doseription/photograph ofsite T Skatehas, plans,sketches of work C1 Sampla(s of material to be used

0 Verified Complete [ Varified tncomplete '

Casa Nout u_.\l_-,_Q_%__omn.qnomuo.: I P

Nonvetundable a8 A Receipt#: 2510 A9 Do puit: A0 7 B2/ \Q

Reviewsd/Accepted by Dater J /

Hourn of Operation; § AM -12 PM & 1PM = § PM 225.857.4210, #2 www.cosali.us/planning
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Effmctiva Japuary 3. 2017

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

Saction 1: Basle Infermation
Mama of Applicani(s) Wibin ST, Ine_dba All Abpis Skgrm for Okd Tewet Bonka

0 Owsmer M Réprasentatve (Molarizad Affdavil Requined)
PO b B354 San Angalo Taxag THEHL
Talling Address Tily Eitala 7ip Coda
e AE0-4230 murvicedallabolislignats. com
Toniaat Phons Humbar Coninct E-mall Addns
B0 5, Chisdhsums Ann Angals T THA0
Tubye0l Propadty Addres ciy Sluta Fip Codis

Lot E Black 6 Sub Abbakt Addition
Lagal DegcApiion (can ba found o proparty s staimmant or ot pry, (0TRERGGRE Gam)

Bootion 2; Siie Bpoecific Dotalls
Froposed Wark:

[] M construs i | the Cormider ovr 1200 squars fasl,

[ Aamodsling tha axteriar of an axdsiing bulding in the Gomdor,
[ Meving of an sisting bullding 12 @ ki wiihin ths Corridar.

[ Signa cvar 50 quans et in the Cemidor,

[ Reguant far nubivisien approval of any kind within B Comidor,
[ niurwnaied aign In the Corder (any 4ize)

SpacHc dutaili of requnst *uss epamte atteshment i necossan”

Hours of Oparatien 8 AM -12 PR & 1PM = § PM J125-857-4210, #3 weww.coaate. dsplanning
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Llfective January 32017

Sootlon 2 continued: Site Specific Detalla
Explain why and how you think the proposed wadk is necesiiry andior conslstant with the eharacter of tha River Corvidor:

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

[3 On administrative upplications, the Director mukes the final decision, appeats may be dirctd to the Design and Histork: Review Committen,
(@ On other applications the Dasign and Hstoro Review Committes makes the final dectsion, appeals may b directed 1o tho City Councll,

[¥] Approval of thin request does 1ot sonetitute approvil of parmits, sitn plans, or other prooessos that require separate approval.

(3 Any ehangos to the design made atlur thig approval may maquiie 4 gecond approval by the Manager and/or the Commission,

[ The decislon of tha Commigsion may be appealed 10 the City Councll.

(3 Proposed construction Info & pubiie GNL-ofway may requite additionl approvals,

Buiidings on historical landmarks of ditict lsa require a Cortficato of Appropraleness.

1IWae the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above is true and corroct,

é % f0=2%2=11
Slgrmtur ne or orlzed roprosenta Dalo

(™
4

nied name of lcanses of AULhONZed representative

'AE val— ,Z““
Name of businoss/Entity of repre: Ive

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:
[ Description/photograph of site [l Sketches, plans, skatches of work  [1 Sample(s) of materials to be used

L1 Verified Complate [ Verified Incomplete

Cave No.: RCC q = ‘q Related Case No.: - ke maired sarmmneark |-} o) |4
nmmmm:;_&ﬂﬁﬁg nsiitin. 201224 satapnas 1O s A3 119
Reviewed/Accepted by: Date: / ST

Hours of Operation] § AM -12 M & 1PM ~ 5 PM 22584874210, 82 www,cosatx.us/planning



