
DESIGN & HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION – November 19, 2020 
STAFF REPORT 

APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

River Corridor Approval  RCC18-21 (Amended): Old Central  Firehouse Bed and Brew 

SYNOPSIS: 

An application for River Corridor approval to add a deck/patio with a canopy and string lights to the rear of the 
building for the Old Central Firehouse Bed and Brew located at the intersection of South Magdelen Street and 
East Twohig Avenue. 

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

200 South Magdalen Street;  
Being Lot 1, Block 1 in the City Park Subdivision, comprising 0.425 
acres, City of San Angelo, Tom Green County, Texas 

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

SMD District #3 – Harry Thomas 
Downtown Neighborhood 

Central Business District (CBD)  Open Space 0.425-acres 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN: 

South Magdalen Street – Urban Local Street, 50’ ROW required (64’ existing), 40’ pavement or 36’ with a 4-foot 
sidewalk required (42’ provided with no sidewalk) 
 
East Twohig Avenue– Urban Local Street, 50’ ROW required (70’ existing), 40’ pavement or 36’ with a 4-foot 
sidewalk required (46’ provided with no sidewalk) 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the request to construct  a deck/patio with a canopy and string lights to the 
rear of the building, subject to two Conditions of Approval. 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Jody and Michele Babiash 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Shelly Paschal 
Planner  
(325) 657-4210, Extension 1533 
shelly.paschal@cosatx.us 

mailto:shelly.paschal@cosatx.us
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Additional Information:  The property located at 200 South Magdalen has received three approvals in 
regards to the river corridor.  In May 2018 (RCC18-19) this property was approved administratively for 
an unlit sign and stairs required for public safety.  In July 2018 (RCC18-21) the DHRC approved a request 
for the construction of two new windows, a garage door, a ramp for emergency egress, and painting 
of the exterior of the building.  In March 2019 (RC18-21-Amended) a request for administrative 
approval for an amendment to the concept plan regarding landscape was approved by the Planning 
Manager.  This current request is to add a deck/patio with a canopy and string lights to the rear of the 
building next to the park. 
 
River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP):  Section 212 of the Zoning Ordinance requires the 
DHRC to review construction of any part of a structure visible from a public right-of-way.  The proposed 
improvements shall be consistent with the respective design guidelines of the River Corridor Master 
Development Plan (RCMDP) for Commercial Use outside the Historic City Center and The River Front 
given its proximity to the Concho River. 
 
The RCDMP states that “development that is visible from or adjacent to the river should have well-
designed facades on all sides.” The applicant is wanting to construct a deck/patio with an awning that 
will be red in color that will match the existing red roof. The color of the roof is a ArmorBrite powder 
coating, number RAL3002 and the color of the awnings will be of a similar color.  The proposed awning 
will be cloth material.  From all viewing points, the addition of this deck/patio with a canopy for the old 
firehouse will provide an asthetically pleasing entryway, especially to the Firefighters Memorial City 
Park, which is directly to the east of the property.  
 
The RCMDP policies state that “high quality durable materials are encouraged.” The applicant is 
proposing for the canopy structures to be constructed of steel support posts with red polyethylene 
fabric coverings.  The proposed red color is one of the approved accent colors as it is already the color 
of the buildings roof.  Planning staff believes that the proposed awnings are aesthetically please and 
will also tie in visually to the existing building.  However, Staff does not believe that the mesh fabric 
coverings are of quality construction and the Fire Marshal’s Office prohibits this material as it does not 
meet the flammability requirements under NFPA 701.  However, the Fire Marshal’s Office has discussed 
to allow this material, if the remainder of the proposed structure, the deck/patio, must be fire retardant 
and be made of blocks/brick and steel.   
 
The RCMDP indicates that “quality finished materials should be used” and the HPDG states that 
“materials shall appear to be similar to those used traditionally.”  The proposed changes for this 
building include using blocks around the exterior and back filling with dirt; then adding the flooring 
comprised of pavers.  The applicant is proposing all the railing will be steal pipe with rebar in between 
and all will be painted black.     
 
Recommendation: 
Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case RC18-21 
(Amended) for all proposed improvements, subject to the following two Conditions of Approval: 
 
1. The colors, dimensions, and materials of the proposed renovations shall be consistent with the 
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renderings approved by the Design and Historic Review Commission.  Minor deviations may be 
approved by the Planning and Development Services Director. 

 
2. The applicant shall obtain required permits from the Permits and Inspections Division for the 

proposed renovations.  
 

Attachments: 
Aerial Map 
Future Land Use Map 
Zoning Map 
Improvement Plans 
Photographs 
Example of canopy 
Application
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Site Plans 

 



Page 8 DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Staff Report – RC18-21 (Amended) 
November 19, 2020 

 



Page 9 DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Staff Report – RC18-21 (Amended) 
November 19, 2020 



Page 10 DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Staff Report – RC18-21 (Amended) 
November 19, 2020 

Front of the building 

 
 

Side of the building 
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Rear of the building 
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DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION – NOVEMBER 19, 2020 
STAFF REPORT 

APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness and 
Downtown District Review (Amend.) 

CA20-03 /DD20-10 (Amendment): 1 E. Twohig Avenue  

SYNOPSIS: 

The applicant has submitted applications for amendments to the approved Certificate of Appropriateness 
and Downtown District Review approval for 1 E. Twohig Avenue. Both applications are required because the 
property is located in historical overlay and the City’s Downtown District Overlay.  In May 2020, the applicant 
received approval from the DHRC Commission to “repaint the front door ground floor on 1 E. Twohig Avenue 
to red to reflect the original building color and match the upper floors.  Trim and decorative elements around 
the doors and windows will be painted generally consistent with the approved colors at 202 South 
Chadbourne Street (RCC17-17/CA20-01).”  However, after examining the door and the access problems it 
presents, the applicant would like to amend their original applications and construct a simple 42 inch stained 
wooden door with a wavy clear glass insert in keeping with the historic character of the building.  The door 
will be fitted with an automatic opener to aid access for persons and deliveries. 

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

1 East Twohig Avenue 
Being the west ½ of the north 55 feet of Lot 19, and the north 55 
feet of Lot 20, Block 1, San Angelo Addition. 

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

SMD District #3 – Harry Thomas 
Neighborhood – Downtown 

CBD Downtown 0.189 ac. 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN: 

East Twohig Avenue – Urban Local Street, Required: 50’ right-of-way, 40’ or 36’ with a 4’ wide sidewalk  
pavement; Provided: 100’ right-of-way, 69’ pavement with an 8’ sidewalk 

NOTIFICATIONS: 

N/A 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends APPROVAL of case CA20-03 / DD20-10, amendments, each subject to one Condition of 
Approval. 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

One East Twohig Partnership 
Robert Post 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Sherry Bailey 
Principal Planner  
(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1546 
sherry.bailey@cosatx.us 

mailto:sherry.bailey@cosatx.us
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Additional Information:  Since receiving the approval of the Commission in May to move forward, the 
applicant has been consistently working toward achieving the approved changes.  This small 
amendment will facilitate a better entrance into the building that accommodates those with disabilities 
and deliveries to the buliding.  The two door entrance was a relative new addition to the building 
(achieved in the 1980’s remodeling) and the applicant believes that the single simple stained wooden 
door with glass that reflects the glazing process consistent with the period of the building will actually 
better represent the stature and age of the building.   
 
CA20-03 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.  
The applicant is maintaining the existing exterior finishes and only replacing the two double doors 
on 1 East Twohig Avenue with a single 42 inch simple stained door with a wavy clear glass insert.  
Staff believes this change should not significantly alter the existing buildings and is more in 
keeping with the character of 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.  
There will be no destruction or removal of any of the original historical materials on the building.  
The new door will be of simple construction, stained and with a wavy glass insert that is in keeping 
with the age and design of the building. 
 

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 new change is consistent with historic precedents.  The staining is consistent with the historic 
color palette and original materials and the wavy glass is in keeping with historic glazing materials 
and patterns.   
 

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 double doors were a later 1980’s addition to the building so the removal of the doors and the 
replacement with a single simple door is in keeping with the constructions patterns of a building 
of this age. 

 
5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, 
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structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible.  
As indicated, there will be no changes to any existing stylistic features of the building.  The 
existing decorative moldings around the doors will be preserved, and painted new colors that 
maintain historic precedents.  
 

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. 
The applicant is still restoring the original red brick color of the building.  This proposed change 
as presented will have a minimal effect on the overall changes that were approved by this 
Commission. 
  

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.  
Staff does not anticipate any rigorous forms of cleaning that would be needed to paint over the 
existing door framing. 

 
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 historical, 
architectural, or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, 
material, and character of the property, neighborhood, or environment.  
While the new colors and materials reflect historic precedents, staff is confident the new door 
will enhance curbside appeal of the buildings. 

 
10. 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 addition of the single door will be done in such a way that the integrity of the building and 
its adherence to historic standards will not be impaired. 

 
DD20-10 Analysis: 
 
River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) and Historic Preservation Design Guidelines 
(HPDG):  Section 212.D of the Zoning Ordinance requires the construction of any part of a structure, 
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canopy, or awning visible from a public right-of-way to obtain approval from the Design and Historic 
Review Commission (DHRC). The proposed improvements shall be consistent with the respective 
design guidelines of the River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) for Commercial and Mixed 
Use in the Historic City Center and the Historic Preservation Design Guidelines (HPDG) for the Central 
Business District. 
 
Colors 
The RCMDP policies indicate that “materials and colors should relate to historic precedents apparent 
in the immediate environment” including the use of “subtle yet rich colors rather than intense, bright 
colors” and “contrasting colors for architectural details, awnings, and at entrances”.  In this case the 
cleanness of the door design, the subtleness of the staining and appropriateness of the single wavy 
glass insert are all appropriate to the building and do not distract from its character. The historic 
character of the building will be maintained while meeting the needs of the building owners and the 
use by the public. 
 
Materials 
The RCMDP also indicates that “quality finished materials should be used” and the HPDG states that 
“materials shall appear to be similar to those used traditionally”.  Again, staff believes that the new 
door will enhance the curbside appeal of the existing building which maintaining its integrity, using 
quality material and colors indicative of historic precedents.  
 
Recommendation:   
Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case CA20-03 
and Case DD20-10 amendment for each case, for the replacement of the double door entrance on 1 
East Twohig Avenue with a single simple stained 42 inch door with a clear wavy glass insert, subject to 
the following one Conditions of Approval for each case: 
 
1. The colors, dimensions, and materials of the building and canopies, 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. 
 

Attachments: 
Aerial Map 
Future Land Use Map 
Zoning Map 
Photographs of Site  
Current Buildings and Improvements 
Renderings  
Applications  
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Photo of Site and Surrounding Area 
 

1 E. TWOHIG AVENUE FROONTAGE 
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Twohig Avenue View - Rendering Presented in May, 2020 
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PROPOSED 1 EAST TWOHIG AVENUE DOOR CHANGE 
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APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness and 
Downtown District Review 

Amendment to CA18-26/DD20-20:  130 S. Oakes Street  

SYNOPSIS: 

On August 16, 2018, the applicant received River Corridor and Certificate of Appropriateness approvals from 
the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC) for new building signage, decorative fencing along the 
front and rear of the outdoor courtyard, and trees on the subject property (RCC18-26/CA18-06).  The 
applicant has submitted requests to amend the Certificate of Appropriateness and Downtown District 
approval (formerly in the River Corridor) for 1) new decorative fence to enclose the north property line next 
to a recently demolished building, 2) three new cabana shade structures, 3) a performance stage, 4) a mobile 
food unit (hot dog cart) with signage, and 5) a freestanding flag sign. 

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 Downtown 0.23 ac. 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN: 

South Oakes Street – Urban Local Street 
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 
East Twohig Avenue – Urban Local Street 
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 of an Amendment to CA18-26 and APPROVAL of DD20-20, each subject to 
six Conditions of Approval. 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Alexandra Cunningham 
Cunningham Entertainment Group, LLC 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Jeff Fisher, AICP 
Principal Planner  
(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1550 
jeff.fisher@cosatx.us 

mailto:jeff.fisher@cosatx.us
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DD20-20 Analysis: 
 
River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP) and Historic Preservation Design Guidelines 
(HPDG):  Section 212.D of the Zoning Ordinance requires the construction of any part of a structure, 
canopy, or awning visible from a public right-of-way and a food truck without a temporary permit to 
obtain approval from the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC).  Section 212.C of the Zoning 
Ordinance allows the Planning Director to administratively approve the fencing and signage, but the 
staff is bringing the improvements forward to the board as a complete project.  This will eliminate a 
second fee for the applicant and allows the Commission to review all of the improvements.  All 
improvements shall be consistent with the respective design guidelines of the River Corridor Master 
Development Plan (RCMDP) for Commercial and Mixed Use in the Historic City Center and the Historic 
Preservation Design Guidelines (HPDG) for the Central Business District. 
 
New Cabana Shade Structures and Stage  
The three new cabana shade structures and performance stage will be located in the courtyard next to 
the main building, Backbeat Music Company (formerly the Masonic Temple).  Each shade structure will 
be 10 feet by 16 feet with a vertical clearance of 8 feet and the stage will be the same dimensions on 
the ground.  The shade structures will be constructed of natural pine wood support posts with green 
polyethylene fabric coverings.  The stage will be constructed of natural wood.  The proposed wood will 
be of quality construction as required by the RCMDP and HPDG policies and can be found on the trellis 
structure at the rear of RAW 1899 at 38 North Chadbourne Street (RCC16-14).  The solid neutral green 
fabric covers can be found on similar shade structures approved across the street (Heritage Park at 202 
S. Oakes St. RCC16-20) and is one of the approved accent colors during the period the main building 
was constructed (1900-1950).  However, Staff does not believe that the mesh fabric coverings are of 
quality construction and the Fire Marshal’s Office prohibits this material as it does not meet the 
flammability requirements under NFPA 701.  Staff has communicated this to the applicant and 
recommends an alternative product of quality construction is used, similar to the canopies at Heritage 
Park or the Cactus Hotel building, and that meet current flammability requirements.  Staff recommends 
that this alternative product be submitted to the Planning Director to be approved administratively. 
 
Decorative Fence Extension 
Shannon Medical Center recently demolished their building immediately north of the subject property, 
leaving an opening between the front and rear fence on the subject property that was approved by the 
DHRC (RCC18-26/CA18-06).  The new fence will close this opening and match the existing black six-foot 
tall aluminum fencing with posts topped with round finials.  This is consistent with the RCMDP policies 
that fences should be designed with unique patterns, textural differences or offsets.   
 
Mobile Food Unit (hot dog cart) and new signage 
The new hot dog cart will be 4 feet by 7 feet and will be placed on a paved concrete pad located in the 
courtyard behind the front fence.  Section 419.D.2 of the Zoning Ordinance requires that a mobile food 
unit located at its commissary be parked on a paved surface and the concrete pad will satisfy this 
requirement.  Two magnet signs each under 2.5 square feet will be placed on either side of the cart to 
advertise the business.  The HPDG policies indicate that signage colors should complement neighboring 
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buildings and reflect a traditional color palette.  The signs on the historic building approved in 2018 
were carefully scrutinized for conformity with the Art Deco period of the original building construction. 
The cart signs, while still worthy of aesthetic considerations, have more flexibility given their small size 
on a mobile food unit that is not a permanent building.  Staff believes that the solid neutral colors of 
the sign allow for some creativity to support the applicants’ business while not overpowering the site. 
The new freestanding flag sign is 9 feet tall by 18 inches wide, 13.5 square feet.  The gold yellow and 
dark brown colors are consistent with the approved building signage, historic placards, and RCMDP and 
HPDG policies. 
  
Original Improvements to be restored (CA18-26/RCC18-26)  
Staff conducted a site visit on November 4, 2020, and observed that the original approved front and 
rear fencing north of the front gate, and the three cedar trees north of the front gate, were removed 
during demolition of the adjacent building.  These improvements are required to be restored and have 
been made a condition of the new approval.   
 
Amendment to CA18-26 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. The new 
canopies, stage, flag sign, and mobile food unit are separate from the main building and will not 
significantly alter the property and can be moved if necessary. 

 
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.  There will be no removal of 
any historic material or architectural features on the property. 
 

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 new improvements will complement the historic character of the building 
and the recent DHRC approval in 2018.   
 

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.  Staff believes the improvements will be consistent with the recent approval and 
complement the original building. 

 
5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, 

structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible. There are no proposed changes to the 
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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. 
There are no proposed changes to the building. 
 

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.  Staff does not anticipate any surface cleaning of the original 
structure. 

 
7. 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. 
 

8. 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 new 
improvements will be compatible with the existing building and surrounding area.  The shade 
structures and food truck will enhance the site allowing outdoor venue space for occasional music 
and special events. 

 
9. 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.  
If the improvements were removed, the existing site would be unimpaired.   

 
Recommendation:   
Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE an Amendment 
to CA18-26 and APPROVE DD20-20, each subject to the following six Conditions of Approval:  
 

1. The colors, dimensions, and materials of all improvements 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. 

 
2. The applicant shall obtain a food service permit for the new mobile food unit from the City’s 

Health Services Department. 
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3. The applicant shall obtain building permits from the Building Permits and Inspections Division, as 
required. 

 
4. An alternative material for the new cabana shade structures shall be submitted that meets the 

flammability requirements of the City Fire Marshal, and is consistent with the policies of the River 
Corridor Master Development Plan and the Historic Preservation Design Guidelines to the 
satisfaction of the Planning Director.  

 
5. That all original approved property fencing is restored and all missing trees are replanted to the 

satisfaction of the Planning Director, per cases RCC18-26 and CA18-06.   
 
6. The banner sign attached to the front railing in the public right-of-way and not part of this request 

shall be removed from the property. 
 
Attachments: 
Aerial Map 
Future Land Use Map 
Zoning Map 
Photographs of Site and Surrounding Area 
Concept Plan  
Courtyard Elevation  
Cabana Shade Structures 
Mobile Food Unit and Signage  
Applications
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Photos of Site and Surrounding Area  
 
FRONT OF BUILDING      COURTYARD AREA (PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS) 

   
 
CLOSE-UP OF COURTYARD     INSIDE COURTYARD   

   
 
HERITAGE PARK (CANOPY EXAMPLE)    CACTUS HOTEL (CANOPY EXAMPLE)   
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Concept Plan 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

OAKES STREET  FLAG SIGN  

N
 



Page 11 DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Staff Report – Amendment to CA18-26/DD20-20:  130 S. Oakes Street 
November 19, 2020 

Courtyard Elevation 
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Cabana Shade Structures 
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Mobile Food Unit and Signage 
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