DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION —July 1, 2021

STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION TYPE:

CASE:

River Corridor Review

RCC19-17 Amendment: 16 East Beauregard Avenue (Peaceful Office
Properties)

SYNOPSIS:

A request for approval of an amendment to RCC19-17 a new awning at 16 East Beauregard Avenue. This is
part of an approved renovation project that is almost complete.

LOCATION:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

16 East Beauregard Avenue

Being S114.9 feet of Lot 25 & $114.9 feet of Lot 24, Block CC, San
Angelo Catholic Block in San Angelo, Tom Green County, Texas.

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FUTURE LAND USE: SIZE:
SM'D District #3 — Harry Thomas CBD Downtown 0.1 acre
Neighborhood — Downtown

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

East Beauregard Avenue — Major Urban Arterial — Required: 80’ right-of-way, 64’ pavement; Provided: 97’

right-of-way, 70’ pavement

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of case RCC19-17 Amendment, subject to three Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Property Owner:
Peaceful Office Properties

Applicant:
Grey Estes

STAFF CONTACT:

Sherry Bailey

Principal Planner

(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1546
sherry.bailey@cosatx.us
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Additional Information: The subject property is a professional office building. The proposed new
awning will be powder coated metal and will span between the brick columns on each side of the
windows. The original approved awning had a shed roofed shape with base bronze scroll support. The
replacement awning will now be a flat roofed dark metal with a ribbed meted undercarriage supported
by two diamond shaped metal fixtures with twisted metal rope reaching from the diamond shaped
fixtures to the center or corner of the flat awning structure in a triangle configuration. The lines are
more classic and are appropriate to the overall building age. The awning will be 20 feet in length and 4
feet wide and will almost cover the front window array and span the door opening. There should be
about a foot on either side of the awning between the brick decorative areas and the start of the
awning. The awning will be 4 inches thick between the top place and the bottom plate. The awning
will be 9 feet 1 inch above the sidewalk and about 12 inches above the entry window grouping.

RCC19-17 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 facade renovations
are consistent with the design guidelines of the River Corridor Master Development Plan (RCMDP).

The RCMDP states that “ground level uses should be retail, entertainment, customer services, and
other uses that generate activity. Large clear windows, prominent entryways, awnings and canopies
should be used, where possible.” The new metal awning will promote increased activity though future
business and increase the aesthetic appeal of the entry. It will also provide shade in the early morning
and protection from rain when that occurs.

Recommendation:

Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case RCC19-17
Amendment for the construction of a new matte black metal awning within the River Corridor, subject
to three Conditions of Approval:

1. The colors, dimensions, and materials of all items 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 building permit(s) from the Inspections & Permits Division for all
proposed improvements as required.

3. Improvements projecting into the right of way shall receive an encroachment approval as required.
Attachments:
Aerial Map Zoning Map Photographs

Future Land Use Map Renderings of Proposed Awning Application
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Location Map RCC19-17 Amendment LCegend <

16 East Beauregard Avenue Subject Properties: se— N i

Council District 3 - Harry Thomas Current Zoning: CBD B,

Neighborhood: Downtown Requested Zoning Change: DHRC X '§

Scale: 17 approx. = 65ft Visjon: Downtown e
Being S114.9 feet of Lot 25 & $114.9 feet of Lot 24, Block CC, San Angelo Catholic Block in San Angelo, -
Tom Green County, Texas.
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Location Map RCC19-17 Amendment Cegend ~

16 East Beauregard Avenue Subject Properties: me— i e

Council District 3 - Harry Thomas Current Zoning: €BD SRR,

Neighborhood: Downtown Requested Zoning Change: DHRC ' 3

Scale: 1" approx. = 65 ft Visjon: Downtown “emne
Being S114.9 feet of Lot 25 & S114.9 feet of Lot 24, Block CC, San Ang’elo Catholic Block in San Angelo, -
Tom Green County, Texas.
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Location Map RCC19-17 Amendment Legend D - 4

16 East Beauregard Avenue Subject Properties: — N PCET

Council District 3 - Harry Thomas Current Zoning: €BD (S

Neighbofhood: Downtown Requested Zonmg Change: DHRC I-::. él.l

Scale: 1° approx. =651 Visjon: Downtown Rt
Being S114.9 feet of Lot 25 & $114.9 feet of Lot 24, Block CC, San Angelo Catholic Block in San Angelo, -
Tom Green County, Texas.
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Front of Subject Property

Picture of 16 East Beauregard with brick “column” additions and mockup of awning placement.
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1 4 More like this

Shows an example of intended awning and placement over window array. 9 ft. 1 inch from sidewalk
to bottom of awning. Awning is powder coated matte black metal, about a foot from window and
door to awning bottom.
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Original Proposed Awning that will be replaced

Same overall dimensions for the new awning.

DESIGN CONCEPT FOR SECURING THE AWNING

3 9
A

4,

4
“ W!o
3/" zﬁy;gﬁ'
Kol
# 1§ ey el le— 87 cha wwel
chamnel =~ __ Frout + Secles
back.




DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION

Staff Report — RCC19-17 Amendment: 16 East Beauregard Avenue ( Peaceful Office Properties)

July 1, 2021

4 meand movf Lo Effective January 3, 2017__

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

Section 1: Basic Information

4 f o P 5 E%. .
Name of Applicant(s): /2/ lZC(Z'://L‘i l /\77/1‘?‘: [ 7/:5';/1:’4’“4’( s, LLC

[Owner ORep (Notarized Affidavit Req
(b £ Beaureqord Ae Sy Anaels, 7 50 3
4 City State Zip Code

Mailing Address
2 7 e Y 4 Py p . » S~
228 bSS-G0 O Meneyman & weedet

Contact Phone Number Contact E-mail’ Address

b & Braurgard Ae Saa Angels . TK  76% 3

Subject Property Address City v State Zip Code

Stnthapl Ctteoke Block, Bik: CC, Spt,g FT_of £etZey SNY9 Fef Lt 24
Legal Descfiption (can be found on property tax statement or at www.tomgreencad.com)

deres . Q. g9 ti

Zoning: (I/ l; D

Section 2: Site Specific Details =
Proposed Work:

[ New construction in the Corridor over 1200 square feet.

[B-Rémodeling 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.

[ Nluminated sign in the Corridor (any size)

See  Arndendev A

Specific details of request: *use separate if Y

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 work is y and/or i with the of the River Corridor:
Szz prrachmicny  j3

Section 3: Appli (s) Acknowled
(By checking the boxes you indi

te that you und d below regulations)

[]/On administrative applications, the Director makes the final decision, appeals may be directed to the Design and Historic Review Committee.
[#On other applications the Design and Historic Review Committee makes the final decision, appeals may be directed to the City Council.
Mppmwl of this request does not constitute approval of permits, site plans, or other processes that require separate approval.

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

E/The decision of the Commission may be appealed to the City Council.

dProposed construction into a public right-of-way may require additional approvals.

P
ﬂ’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.

/J% Y ¢/1/)9

Signature ,l lioer(‘;ée or authorized representative Dals

a1 6%‘/29

Printed name ol)bensee or authorized representative

/ 2. «
frace V/L\// 97%_\6(:' f'€7/7ér74('>

Name of /Entity of

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

O Description/ph ph of site [ Sketches, plans, sketches of work [1 Sample(s) of materials to be used

O Verified Complete [0 Verified Incomplete

Case No.: RCC \C‘ - 15\,\ lated Case No.: - Date Related case will be heard: _. [ 27‘0
Nonrefundable fee: $ 3&(‘2 (_//“. X Receipt #: 3 ) ;g qa’ Date paid: S( / 3\3 /. \C(

d/A  by: g&\@ \\ :) @6.}3{)\0& Date: /. /

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

The plan for 16 E. Beauregard Ave is to spruce up the building’s fagade. The building is a Professional
Office Building. Our plan is to replace the existing front doors with High Quality Commercial doors that
are very attractive and durable. As well as replacing existing windows with a high quality Low E rated
commercial windows. Also, there is weather rotted wood that needs to be replaced around windows.

I am proposing to have windows installed on the 2™ floor above the existing windows as well the same
size and shape as the windows on the first floor.

The building currently has painted brick on each side of the windows spanning up from the sidewalk to
the roof. The paint is no longer attractive. | am proposing to have a stone coat applied to the facing.
This would restore a masonry appearance to the building. The stucco above the doors is to be repainted
a neutral type color that will accent the stone coat around it. There is a decorative stucco bump out
above the door that we are proposing to make a rectangular shape by increasing the two lower sides
equally to the height of the center level. This is the area the awning was attached to. The awning is also
to be replaced as the canvas material was damaged in a storm. The proposed awning will be metal and
will have a pitch. The proposed awing will span between the brick on each side of the windows.

It is my desire to improve the appearance of the building’s fagade at 16 E. Beauregard. Over the next
several weeks before meeting with the committee | will be preparing sketches, photographs and color
samples of selections too help portray the work to be done.

Attachment B

I believe that the improvements will enhance the appearance of the building and the appearance of our
downtown. The current finishes are old and look tired. The proposed changes will be both aesthetically
appealing and protect the building from weather. The type of doors and windows and paint are similar
to many of the buildings that have been worked on over the past few years.
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Changes to the back of 16 East Beauregard including painting, refurbushed parking area and striping.
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APPLICATION TYPE: CASE:
Certificate of Appropriateness CA21-03: 630S. Oakes Street
SYNOPSIS:

The applicant, Fort Concho National Historic Landmark, has submitted this Certificate of Appropriateness
request of a like-for-like replacement of the existing red cedar wood roof shingles, on Barracks 1 and 2 at
Historic Fort Concho. These buildings were originally constructed in 1869 and occupied in March 1870 for
housing of soldiers. Today, Barracks 1 is used as a visitors and administration center, gift shop, and storage,
and Barracks 2 for display for historic wagons, artillery, and storage. On January 21, 2021, the applicant
obtained approval from the Design and Historic Commission (DHRC) to reconstruct Barracks 3 and 4
immediately east, and this new roof replacement on Barracks 1 and 2 is part of the Fort’s continuing
reconstruction and rehabilitation project. It is noted that the applicant is extending the eaves %” to prevent
deterioration of the wood support columns, something they obtained approval for with Barracks 3 and 4.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

630 South Oakes Street; generally located southeast | Being Block 59 and portions of adjacent abandoned
of S. Oakes St. and Henry O’ Flipper Street streets in Fort Concho Addition

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

SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas

PD21-01 Instituti | 4 ac.
Fort Concho Neighborhood 0 Campus/Institutiona ac

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

S. Oakes St. and Henry O. Flipper Street — UrbanLocal Streets

Required: 50 right-of-way (ROW), 40’ pavement, or 36’ pavement with a 4-foot sidewalk; Provided: S.
Oakes St. 100" ROW, 60’ pavement with 12’ sidewalk; Henry O. Flipper St. 60’ ROW, 36’ pavement with 12’
sidewalk

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of CA21-03, subject to two (2) Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Owner: City of San Angelo

Petitioner: Robert Bluthardt, Fort
Concho National Historic Landmark

STAFF CONTACT:

Jeff Fisher, AICP

Principal Planner

(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1550
jeff.fisher@cosatx.us
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Additional Information: The property includes portions of adjacent streets that were abandoned, West
Avenue C and Wool Street, and a portion of Barracks 2 crosses over into the abandoned Wool Street.
This would have triggered a subdivision replat for a new building, however, the current Land
Development and Subdivision Ordinance (LDSO) does not require a replat under Chapter 1.VI.A for
repairs only. Further, the buildings comply with all zoning setbacks as City Council approved a new
PD21-01 district for the property, allowing 0-foot setbacks measured to the end the property holdings
which includes the adjacent abandoned areas.

CA21-01 Analysis:
The subject property is part of the Fort Concho Historic Landmark approved by City Council on July 5,

1994 through a Historic Overlay Zone (294-07). All exterior new construction within a historic landmark
or district shall require approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness. 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 replacing the existing roof like-for-like, except for the %” inch extension of the eaves,
so alterations are minimal. It is noted that the wood cedar roof shingles are identical to the latest
repairs in 1996 and reflective of the original wood shingled roofs (see attached photos). Planning
Staff spoke to Mr. Bluthardt, the Director of Fort Concho and it is understood that the red cedar
matches the original color and over time, it will darken to a gray color to match what is on the
roofs now and other buildings at the Fort.

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. This is a reconstruction and
no historic material is being removed or destroyed.

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 roof replacements will reflect the original character and design
of the original barracks buildings and the roof materials are identical to the surrounding Fort
buildings.

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 new materials will closely reflect the original materials and the minor roof
extension is for functionality only to prevent damage of rainwater falling onto the wood columns
below and damaging them.
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10.

Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building,
structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible. As indicated, the new shingled roofs will
closely match the original design.

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 existing roofs have deteriorated over time, and replacement is the most practical solution to
ensure aesthetic quality and overall functionality.

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 is not aware of any future surface cleaning of these buildings.
However, the Fort Concho Museum and Board maintains guidelines for preservation consistent
with requirements reflecting its National Historic site designation.

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 designs
will reflect historic precedents, including color and materials to be used.

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 buildings themselves are not changing, and will therefore be preserved when the roofs are
replaced.

Recommendation:
Staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE CA21-03,
subject to the following two (2) 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.

The applicant shall contact the Permits and Inspections Division and register their roofing
contractor, if required.
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Note:

1. Roof installation should meet all manufacturing specifications.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map
Zoning Map

Current Photos
Concept Plan

Roof Materials
Historic Photos
Application
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Photographs — Current
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Photographs — Current
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630 S. Oakes Street

Current

Photographs —
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ROOF REPLACEMENTS

Concept Plan

\ PROJECT SCOPE /DESCRIPTION conTuCTON WicevENT
THE CONTRACTOR IS TO PROVIDE ALL LABOR AND NATERIALS TO 52W. COLLEGE AVE.
< REROOF EACH OF THE BUILDINGS LISTED, INCLUDE REMOVAL OF SAN ANGELO, TEXAS 1630;

3 3
W00 SHAKES/SHINGLES, RIDGE CAPS, FLASHINGS, ETC. PHONE: 326-657-4239
SHNGLES afonso fomes@ossaty.us

2 MANTAN A CLEAN AND SAFE WORK AREA. DO NOT ALLOW MATERALS
OR TRASH TO ACCUNULATE OR BLOW ABOUT THE SITE,

3 CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL EXSTNG SITE AND JOB CONDITIONS
AHD REPORT ANY DISCREPANCES TO THE SITE MANAGER.

/

§

\ 4

=

FORT CONCHO
ROOF REPLACEMENT
BARRACKS 1 & 2
630 S. OAKES ST.

SAN ANGELO, TEXAS

7 CONTRACTOR TO MAKE EVERY EFFORT TO WEATHER SECURE ANY EXPOSED
ROOF AREAS FROM MOISTURE INTRUSION AT THE END OF EACH WORK DAY.

~— BUILDINGS TO BE RE—-ROOFED
R Pt

% %ﬁx—. %gﬁ
7 81 BARRAGKS BULDING 1 W75 &
\1\& B2 BARRACKS BULDING 2 1ATS S

i

iy o
a2 1

: Iniar)l
A EORT CONCHO SITE PLAN 4 | [y—

RUST ST.

L SFEET 0.
NOTE: g&)ﬁn;ggggg«\a ; >IA
VERIFY FOR EXACT DNENSIONS ¥ NEEDED,
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OF 1 SHEETS
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Materials — Cedar Wood Shingles
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Historic Photos

8. E.M.B. #2, front view, ca. 1910.

PaBAKRA LS
TE R Hifen P

49, E.M.B. #2, front view, ca. 1910.
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Effective January 3. 2017

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

Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Section 1: Basic Information

Name of Appiicant(s): _Fort Concho National Historic Landmark
B Owner [ Representative (Notarized Affidavit Required)

630 South Oakes San Anipelp X 76903

Mailing Address City State Zip Code
325-234-0316 mtlen,hlmnau%atx us

Contact Phone Number Contact E-mail $

_630 South Oakes San Angelo TX 76903

Subject Property Address City State Zip Code

Eort C t Additi IL of Block 59 & t of st t adi i uth
Legal Description (can be found on property tax statement or at wivw. fomareencad.com)

Zoning: _PD
Section 2: Site Specific Details

Proposed Work:

O Construction of a new building in the Historic Overfay (HO) zoning district.

0 Addition 1o or expansion of an existing building.

R Material alteration, reconstruction, restoration, or rehabilitation of exterior features on an existing building.
0 Relocation of an existing building to or from any property in any HO zoning district.

0 Demodtion of a landmark or any building on any property within a HO zoning district.

Does the proposed work comply with the folilowing (check all that apply):

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

@ The distinguishing eriginal 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.

R All buiikdings, 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.

B Changes which may have taken piace 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.

.~ “ A LB sm A A Jmes e aam mm— smam e
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Effective Janua 17

Section 2 Continued: Site Specific Details
[X] Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characierize a buikding, structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible.

K] Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaiced rather than replaced, wherever possible. In the event repiacement is necessary, the new material
should reflect the malterial 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.

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

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

ﬂmmomqmmmandadmwulmpmporﬁnﬂ\allnolbedisoouragedmnmwomammlmmm(dmoy
historical, architectural, or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the property,

neighborhood, or environment.

[X) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to buildings, structures, objects, or sites shall be done in such a manner that # 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.

Section 3: Applicant(s) Acknowledgement
B4 Certificate of Appropriateness may only be approved by the DHRC. Appeals may be directed to Clty Council,
I/We the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above is true and correct.

Robert F, Bluthardt
Printed name of licensee or authorized representative

Eort Concho National Historic Landmark

Name of business/Entity of representative
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STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION TYPE:

CASE:

Downtown District Overlay

DD21-07: 106 North Chadbourne Street

SYNOPSIS:

A request for Downtown District approval of an exterior remodel, including installation of new glass storefront
system, and exterior painting, located at 106 North Chadbourne Street.

LOCATION:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

106 North Chadbourne Street

N25 ft. of S991/2 ft. of the W 150 ft. of Acre Lots 16 & 17; Miles Acre

Lots Addition.

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONING: FUTURE LAND USE: SIZE:
SMD District #3 — Harry Thomas
Neighborhood — Downtown CBD Downtown 0.087 acre

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

North Chadbourne Street —Major Arterial Street, 80’ ROW required (100’ Existing), 64’ pavement required

(69’ Provided)

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the exterior remodel and the glass storefront system on case DD021-07,
but with no recommendation on the exterior painting without a discussion with the applicant on options,
subject to three Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER:

Owner: DANLU 33 Investments,
LLC

Applicant: Danny & Lucy Nunez

STAFF CONTACT:

Sherry Bailey

Principal Planner

(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1546
sherry.bailey@cosatx.us
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Additional Information: According to the Draft of the of the Historic Resources Survey of Downtown
San Angelo the structure at 106 North Chadbourne was built around 1905 as it is contained on the 1908
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company Maps. The building is a small wood frame commercial building with
a flat roof and an existing brick facade. Glass tiles were added sometime in the 1950’s or 1960’s on a
concrete base. The building is listed in the draft survey as a noncontributing structure to a possible
Downtown Historic District. The building owners, Mr. and Mrs. Nunez own the building to the west,
which is the EPM Engine Pro Machine auto building. Both buildings are similar in age but are considered
non-contributing to a Historic District designation. This is important as the DHRC moves forward with
evaluation of proposed remodeling and restoration of buildings in the Downtown District.

The applicants are wanting to remodel 106 N. Chadbourne to best provide a building that contributes
to the commercial success of the downtown area while doing it with an eye to benefitting the
commercial community. Their intent is to remove the glass tile and the underlying concrete that flanks
both sides of the building. Then, they would like to remove the interior brick below the light brick
cornice. That will open up the interior of the building and provide a large pedestrian viewing ability to
see the older automobiles the B

owner intends to have on display in

the front area of the building at 106 N.
Chadbourne. The owner is known as

a very talented craftsman that is
involved with the restoration of

many antique automobiles. He would
like to be able to share that with people
who come to the downtown area. The back
portion of this building will be meeting rooms for
groups or organizations who might want a place to gather
and talk.

Area to be replaced
with a glass window
and door storefront
assembly.

He intends on painting the building front an off white similar to what is on his existing building so that
they look like one continuous business. The Downtown District guidelines discourages the painting of
brick because once it is painted it is very difficult to undo. The surrounding brick on the building has a
distinctive patterning. The concern comes in where the glass tile was affixed to the building and the
damage to the brick underneath the tile. The applicant wants to tie the two buildings together as part
of his business model and is looking for suggestions on how to accomplish that. Painting the brick will
still keep the brick texture and tie the two buildings in look and style. If you look at the aerial map you
will be able to see that both building areas are tied by an open space area that will facilitate the ability
to move the autos from one area or building to another. Attached to this report is a design page
showing the glass and metal storefront area placement and the remaining facade. When deciding the
approach to the 106 building the multitude of brick colors and types did not lend itself to any cohesive
approach to design and the fear that under the glass tile the brick was deteriorated contributed to the
owners desire to have a uniform one continuous building look.
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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 exterior improvements
including alteration and/or restoration or reroofing of any structure within the Downtown District
Overlay District. 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.

Purpose of Downtown District Overlay Zone

The purpose of the Downtown District Overlay Zone is to facilitate regeneration of Downtown San
Angelo as a principal commercial service and cultural center of the City. This overlay zone is intended
to: 1) protect and enhance the City’s architectural, historical, and cultural heritage through appropriate
design standards; 2) promote economic prosperity within the Downtown Overlay District by
encouraging expanded occupancy and use of property and associated improvements; 3) encourage
redevelopment of a mixture of uses, neighborhood services, and amenities Downtown that enhance
its long term viability and success; 4) protect and enhance the area’s attractiveness to visitors by
ensuring that new development and redevelopment is consistent with the Downtown District Overlay
Zone standards. The proposed renovations is consistent with the above purposes.

Exterior Remodel

The RCMDP states that “ground level uses should be retail, entertainment, customer services, and
other uses that generate activity. Large clear windows, prominent entryways, awnings and canopies
should be used, where possible.” The proposed windows and doors will be transparent. The framing
for both the windows and doors is proposed to be metal that will be painted with a neutral gray metal
color that will blend in with the window/ sliding door storefront look. The proposed new windows
and doors will promote increased activity for the business and increase the aesthetic appeal of the
entry. They will allow the public to view the interior showcase area of restored auto’s and invite people
into the building to talk and question. The stucco area above the window/door area will be a neutral
stucco to blend with the cornice brick row and to provide a finished glass wall effect. Painting the
buildings a similar color will tie them together and provide a backdrop for the large glass window/door
exposure.
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Recommendation:
The staff is seeking input and direction from the Commission on whether or not to allow painting of
the brick and, if so, how best to do so ensuring the best aesthetic outcome for the area.

Otherwise, staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case
DD21-07, for an exterior remodel for a property located at 106 North Chadbourne, subject to three
Conditions of Approval:

1. The colors, dimensions, and materials of all construction 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 required permits(s) from the Inspections & Permits Division for all
proposed construction as required and any portion of the remodel that requires a permit.

3.  Any proposed signage will have to be submitted to the Design Historic Review Committee for
approval.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Photographs

Renderings of Exterior Remodel
Application
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DD21-07:106 North Chadbourne Street Cegend ’

i istoric Review Commission Subject Properties: Loy
DC?:nlglr:)i:rict 3 Banv RO maS Current Zoning: Central Business District (CBD)
Neighborhood: Ddowntgwn Requested Zoning Change: DHRC Review
Scale: 1" approx. = 60 ft Vision: Downtown

N 25 ft of the $991/2 ft. of the W 150 ft. of Acre Lots 16 & 17; Miles Acre Lots Addition being 0.087 acres
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DD21-07:106 North Chadbourne Street Cegend

Design Historic Review Commission Subject Properties: s

N
Council District 3 - Harry Thomas 4 ZC“r.’e"‘Cth'"gf ;:";?; e et (CaR)
Neighborhood: Ddowntown equested Zoning Change: ———

Scale: 1" approx. = 60 ft Vision: Downtown
N 25 ft of the $991/2 ft. of the W 150 ft. of Acre Lots 16 & 17; Miles Acre Lots Addition being 0.087 acres
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\

DD21-07:106 North Chadbourne Street

Design Historic Review Commission Subject Properties:

Council District 3 - Harry Thomas e 2o e ne i (C00)
Neighborhood: Ddowntgwn Heqosled Zuamg Lhange DHRC Review
Scale: 1 approx. = 60 ft Vision: Downtown

N 25 ft of the $991/2 ft. of the W 150 ft. of Acre Lots 16 & 17; Miles Acre Lots Addition being 0.087 acres
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Both Buildings
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106 North Chadbourne Street
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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 Applicant(s): Da nn \f 42 f\/(/( ne Z Sr )

Owner [ Representative (Notarized Affidavit Required)
10 g//\/ L) 1a({b()cufﬂ€, Y. Don fjmqe 0,Tx 70 7035
Mailing Address ! State Zip Code ,
225 374 R @mmeoromac! ne@\erizon- net
Contact Phone Number anlact E-mail l}ddress
06 N. thadbourne St San Angelo, Tx 76903
Subject Property Address City State Zip Code

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

Zoning:

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.

[ llluminated sign in the Corridor (any size)

¢ 4
Specific details of request: *use separate attachment if necessary* vé( ﬁ] AL //L/L” (b 7L ( }/ 0 M y 1/\( ( ( / J v

10 it _orve 108 (///(///J(Ui,lui L &lu’dw/@i

(

Hours of Operation: 8 AM =12 PM & 1PM — 5 PM 325-657-4210, #2 www.cosatx.us/planning i
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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 andlt;ﬂconﬂ dzt with the character of the River Corridor: &41 / a 4///[4’

/IJIIL /’/’m/ﬁ @éé Mxﬁf/f/l/)( o 211 t(é/x’/(c JUNA aﬂ’/&f

N-Chudfpuwens . M Jrot wtll Liape o Lotte, pfen
Wuzp@

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

X
e = ” 2 pa
Signature of licensee or @uthorized repr&ev@ti/ve? Date

Danng Noanez

Printed name of IicTsee or authorized representative

Danny Nunez

Name of business/Entity of representative

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:
Downtown District Review DD21-10: 119 E. Beauregard Avenue
SYNOPSIS:

The applicant has applied for approval from the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC) for
construction of a new oncology center/medical office building; retail pharmacy/office building and parking
garage; two wayfinding signs; and various other site improvements, as part of their medical campus.

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

North of East Twohig Avenue; east of South

Oakes Street; south of East Beauregard Block 6 of the San Angelo Addition

Avenue; west of South Magdalen Street

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

THOROUGHFARE PLAN:

E. Beauregard Ave. — Urban Arterial Street, required: 80’ ROW, 64 paved; provided: 100’ ROW, 70 paved
with 4.5’ sidewalk; S. Magdalen St., E. Twohig Ave, and S. Oakes St. — Urban Local Streets, required: 50’
right-of-way, 40’ paved, or 36’ paved with a 4-foot sidewalk; provided: all 100" ROW with 4’ sidewalks; S.
Magdalen 64’ paved; E. Twohig 70’ paved; S. Oakes 68’ paved.

NOTIFICATIONS:

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of DD21-10, subject to two Conditions of Approval.

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: \—Jﬂ’l ‘ | ‘
Shannon Real Estate Services Fk —i -l J «L/
Mr. Dale Droll A .«/

,»’ \\ i v iy T f
STAFF CONTACT: | S5
Jeff Fisher, AICP - A 1 Y
Principal Planner S oo t : [
(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1550 " SOT R NG|
jeff.fisher@cosatx.us s LJ S
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DD21-10 Analysis:

River Corridor Master Development Plan, Historic Preservation Design Guidelines, and Planned
Development (PD15-04 Zoning District, as amended: Section 212.D.1.a of the Zoning Ordinance

requires the “construction of any part of a structure, canopy, or awning visible from a public right-of-
way” to obtain from the Design and Historic Review Commission (DHRC). All improvements shall also
be consistent with the respective design guidelines of the River Corridor Master Development Plan
(River Corridor Plan) for Commercial and Mixed Use in the Historic City Center and the Historic
Preservation Design Guidelines (Design Guidelines) for the Central Business District. In addition, the
improvements shall comply with the relevant provisions of PD15-04, as amended for the Shannon
Medical Campus.

New 2-story Oncology Center/Medical Office Building

This new structure will be approximately 50,000-square feet and will be constructed of quality brick
and stone veneers, metal panel systems, and glass. All of these materials are allowed per PD15-04,
which was recently amended and approved by City Council on April 6, 2021. While R-panel metal was
prohibited, metal panel systems as part of an overall architectural design, such as this project, were
specifically listed as a permitted building material in PD15-04, as amended. Mechanical equipment on
the roof will also be screened with a perforated metal screen as required by the PD. The proposed
use, a medical office center, is allowed in the PD. A portion of the oncology building is within 5 feet of
the front property lines facing E. Beauregard Avenue and S. Magdalen Street, but the PD allows 0’
setbacks, and therefore, the new building is in compliance. In addition, the building is exempt from
the 30’ x 30’ sight triangle provision as it is adjacent to a signalized intersections with sidewalks at least
4 feet on both streets, per Section 510 of the Zoning Ordinance. The River Corridor Plan states that
“materials and colors should relate to historic precedents apparent in the immediate environment”
and “quality materials promote a sense of permanence and are encouraged”. This mirrors the Design
Guidelines. The proposed colors and quality materials can be found on existing buildings in the area
including the Shannon Medical Office Building at 220 E. College Avenue and the main hospital at 120
E. Harris Avenue.

New 3-story Pharmacy Building

The existing pharmacy building will be demolished for this new building of a mainly stone veneer for
the first floor and brick veneer for the upper floors. Similar to the oncology building, the pharmacy
building is consistent with historic precedents. The red brick is consistent with surrounding Shannon
Medical properties, including Shannon Women’s and Children’s Center and Pediatrics buildings.

New 4-story Parking Garage Building

The new parking garage building will be connected to the pharmacy building and include a 2" story
“sky bridge” to connect to the oncology building. This building will also be constructed of the same
brick and stone veneer as the other buildings, as well as contain the metal paneling systems of the
oncology building. In addition, the finished aluminum/steel screen fencing used to screen the
mechanical equipment on the oncology building will be used as screening of the vehicle parking on this
building. This is consistent with the RCMDP policy that “Wherever possible, parking lots should be




DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION Page 3
Staff Report —-DD21-10: 119 E. Beauregard Avenue et al.
July 1, 2021

screened from public view of adjacent properties with landscaping or decorative fencing.”

New Wayfinding Signage

Shannon Medical plans to erect two small wayfinding monument signs, one at the S. Oakes Street
entrance, and one at the E. Beauregard Avenue. These are consistent with the same fabricated
aluminum signs approved in past by the DHRC and will provide for an attractive entry to the properties.
The signs will comply with all development standards for freestanding signs in the PD zoning.

Note: New Landscaping (not required as part of DHRC review)

None of the new landscaping is within the public right-of-way or associated with a private park per the
Zoning Ordinance, and therefore, the River Corridor Plan policies do not apply. Therefore, the DHRC is
not authorized to review. As a note, the applicant is advised that the new landscaping will be required
to meet the provisions of the Planned Development, including proper irrigation methods. The
applicant has planted trees and shrubs adjacent to the parking areas as required in the PD. Further
review of landscaping for PD compliance shall take place through the Urban Design Review process.

Recommendation:
Staff’'s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE DD21-10,
subject to the following two 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 all required permits from the Building Permits and Inspections Division.

Attachments:

Aerial Map

Future Land Use Map
Zoning Map

Concept Plan
Renderings
Application
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Downtown District Overlay Zone Case Legend:

Neighborhood: Downtown Rt
Scale: 1" approx. = 150 ft P
Subject Property: 119 E. Beauregard Ave.

DD21-10: 119 E. Beauregard Ave.J, 55 soeer®®

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

PD15-04

Downtown
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EXTERIOR MATERIALS

PREFINISHED CANOPY SOFFITS /
METAL PANELS SHADING ELEMENTS
WOOD or ‘WOOD'
FINISH METAL
FASCIAS
ANODIZED
LIMESTONE >_.%§_zc_<_
(ROUGH)
BRICK BLEND
LIMESTONE
(SMOOTH)
FENCING / SCREENS
CLEAR FINISH
ALUMINUM or
STEEL SCREENS
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SHANNON DETAIL REFERENCES

SHANNON LOGO
WAYFINDING MONUMENT SIGN

o .
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SHANNON CLINIC HARRIS
298 E Harris Ave
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GARDEN ELEMENTS

=13

WALLS / SCREENS / TRELLIS

PATTERNED SCREENS

DECORATIVE GATES
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WARM FINISH
SHADING TRELLISES
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Effective January 3, 2017

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

Application for River Corridor Review

Section 1: Basic Information

Narne of Applicant(s): Shannon Medical Center

[ Owner [ Representative (Notarized Affidavit Required)
PO 1879 San Angelo TX 76902
Mailing Address City State Zip Code
3256578233 daledroli@shannonhealth.org
Contact Phone Number Contact E-mall Address
119 E Beauregard Ave San Angelo X 76903
Subject Property Address City State Zip Code

B4, 00 SN ANGELD ACOITION, S + WE OF LOTS B THRU 10, LOT 11, LOT 12 10T V1 WEISFTOF LOT 2AWISFTOF G OF OF LOTS 18 & 10 TAY OF LOT 2 8 WA OF LOT 3 & E 15 OF WD OF LOT 20 WY OF B8 OF LOTS 18 20

Legal Description (can be found on property tax statement or at yarw.lomgresncad.com)

E75°OF LOT 4 8 E75 OF W100 OF LOTS 6 &7, LOT 18 8 15 8 W15' OF LOT 20 TAX ID'S: 23.41700-0060-002-00, 00340, “004.C0. *-003-00, ~-006-20, L1000, “011-02, “-012-03, “013-00, 01400, “013-00

Zoning: CBD, PD15-04

Section 2: Site Specific Details

Proposed Work:

[® New construction in the Corridor over 1200 square feet.

[ Remodesing the exterior of an existing building In the Corridor.

] Moving of an existing building to a %ot within the Corridor,

(] signs over 50 square feet in the Corridor.

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

[ tsminated sign in the Corridor (any size)

Specific detalls of request: “use separate attachment If necessary” Proposed use: Shannon Oncolegy Center - multi-building development
Located on downtown block bounded by E Beauregard Ave (North), S Oakes St (West), E Twohig Ave (South), S Magdalen St (East).
The proposed bullding sizes and uses are as follows: 1) Oncology Center / medical office building will be two stories and approx, 50,000 sf.
2) Retail pharmacy / office building will be three stories, comprised of ground floor retail pharmacy with two drive through lanes, and two flcors
of office space. The Shannen Medical Group HR department will occupy the second floor and Marketing and legal offices will cccupy the third floor.

3) A 4 story, pre-cast concrete structure, parking facility for 350+ vehicles wili serve the two bulidings in addition to a shared use parking agreement

for use of the surface parking located on the Northwest comner of the site, and surface parking adjacent the retail pharmacy pedestrian entrance.

Request: Approval of propesed buildings locations, heights, and appearance as consistent with the River Corridor Master Development Plan

Hours of Operation: 8 AM -12 PM & 1PM - 5 PM 325-857-4210, #2 www.cosatx.us/planning
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Section 2 continued: Site Specific Details

Explain why and how you think the proposed work is necessary andlor consistent with the character of the River Corridor
This project is an Infill development of a mostly undeveloped city block. The wwo and three story buildings fit within the height range of other

dewntown busldings. The bullding materials will be brick, stone, ana metal panels. The facades of the buildings are broken up vertically with banding,

awnings. and roof and parapet height changes, The harizontal dimensions of the buildings retain their relationship 10 the downtown scale with varying setbacks from

the sireet 10 create vehicular crop-off and pegestfian enlry pomnts. Some of the architeciural details wil be borrowed from the nearby Shannan Clinic Harrs ta relate

10 the Shannon famuly of buldings. wivle incorporating 1S own wnique elements, such as punched window openings of a8 size and proportion that relate back 1o

traditional buikdings in downtown. Mechanical equipment will be placed on the tuilding roofs and screened. The architectural screenng matarial used on the roofs

wil 3ls0 be incorp d into the parking facility facade as part of the visual relalionshio between the buldngs, Sldewsiks, traes, and xeriscaping will surround the site.

Additional landscaping will be partially visible behind a seres of playful garden wals securing visual privacy for the infusion treatment wing of the Oncoiogy Center.

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, appeais may be direcled 1o the Design and Historic Review Commitiee.
8 On other applications the Design and Historic Review Committee makes the final decision, appeals may be directed to the City Council.

[W) Approval of this request does not constitute approval of permits, site plans. or cther processes that require separate approval.

W Any changes to the design made after this approval may require a second approval by the Manager andlor the Commission.

] The decision of the Commissicn may be appealed to the City Council

) Proposed construction info a public right-of-way may require additional approvals.

W Buiidings 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.

6- (42
Date

Sig of kcensee l wah’n

Printed name of licensee or authorized

Name of business/Entity of representative

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