
STAFF REPORT 
Design and Historic Review Commission: May 16, 2024 

 
APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness Amendment CA23-24 Amendment: 214 S Chadbourne 

SUMMARY: 

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for new painted lettering on the side of a building 

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

214 S Chadbourne Acres: 0.086, Blk: 1, Subd: SAN ANGELO ADDITION, S25' OF LOT 11 
& S25' OF W 1/2 OF LOT 12 

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONE DISTRICT: VISION PLAN: SIZE: 

Council District 3 – Harry Thomas 
Neighborhood: Downtown CBD Downtown 0.086 acres 

NOTIFICATIONS: 

N/A 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN 
South Chadbourne Street: Major Arterial 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommend denial of the request for new painted lettering on the side of a building at 214 South Chadbourne 
Street. 

 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Petitioner: Luke Horton, Plateau Brewing 
Company 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Austin Reed 
Planner 
(325) 657-4210, Extension 1550 
austin.reed@cosatx.us 

mailto:austin.reed@cosatx.us
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Certificate of Appropriateness:  

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 lettering is being painted onto the original bricks of the building. Each letter will be 54” tall and 
painted in Sherwin Williams Paperwhite. 

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. 

While no historic material is being removed, the building’s original side face is being painted upon for 
signage. This building is described as “contributing” and “medium priority” in the City’s Historic 
Resources Survey. 

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. 

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. 

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

The requested renovations will not remove or conceal the stylistic features of the building, but they are 
a direct modification of them nonetheless. Original brick is a valuable facet of a historical building that 
should be retained, and the future removal of paint may result in damages. 

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. 

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. 

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

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. 

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. 
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The future removal of the lettering would need to be done in a careful and responsible manner as to 
leave the building unimpaired. 

 
 
 
Recommendation:  
Staff recommends denial of the request for new painted lettering on the side of a building at 214 South 
Chadbourne Street. 

 
 

Attachments: 
Rendering 
Paint 
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Rendering 
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Paint 
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APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness CA24-05: 230 N Chadbourne Street 

SYNOPSIS: 

The applicant is requesting to receive a Certificate of Appropriateness approval for items of repair as listed 
in a TIRZ Grant Submittal for funding at 230 N. Chadbourne Avenue, within the San Angelo Historic District 
downtown. Those items include, removing the cement board on the front of the building and repairing the 
brick front underneath, repairing the existing awning and repainting it, painting a mural on the side of the 
building, placing a metal steer skull above the awning, repairing and repainting the side brick and installing 
a fire suppressing system with monitoring system. 

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

230 N Chadbourne Avenue 0.058, Lot: 1, Blk: 27, Subd: BAILEY & PAUL ADDITION 

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

SMD District #3 – Harry Thomas 
Neighborhood – Downtown 

CBD-Central 
Business District 

Downtown District .058 acres 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN: 

North Chadbourne Street – Major Arterial Street, 80’ ROW required (72’ Existing), 64’ pavement required 
(56’ provided with 10’ sidewalk) 
East 3rd Street – Local Street required right of way (49’ Existing), 40’ pavement required (40’ provided) 

NOTIFICATIONS: 

N/A 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case CA24-05 for the proposed 
removal of cement board fascia, restoration of underlying brick, weather resistant awning, replacement of commercial 
front windows and door, metal steer skull, fire suppression system and monitoring system for 230 N. Chadbourne St.  
subject to three Conditions of Approval. 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Blanco Blanca LLC 
Sally Martin, managing member  

TAFF 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:   
Ms. Martin has submitted a request for DHRC approval of her project requesting funding from TIRZ. 
Her building is a corner building at 230 N. Chadbourne St. and East 3rd St.  The building has had several 
exterior makeovers over the years. The construction age of this building is estimated to be around 
1920. It is a brick building, two story with no windows along the street.  There are two side double 
doors along East 3rd Street. The 1986 Historic Survey listed this property as contributing or historic with 
one older small back addition that was added around 1956. The lower half of the building on 3rd St. has 
been painted but the upper story is still unchanged brick. The building front was covered with cement 
board fascia about 20 years ago.  However, the building front was stucco’s and paint a false brick design 
on the stucco.  The owner wants to remove the false front and restore the brick façade. 
 
She also wants to repair and/or replace and repaint the awning above the front doorway.   
She also wants to replace the front windows and door and paint the trim.  She wants to have a fire 
suppression system and monitoring system for the fire suppression system. The owner wants to have 
Raul Ruiz, the local artist, paint a 4’ X 8’ cowgirl on the north side of the building where a display board 
has been built for the past 15 years at least. A mockup of the painting is attached to this report. 
The owner indicated the building has been used for Short Term Rentals and Medium Length Rentals 
for the past few years. The clients enjoy the walkability of the building, and its location in the downtown 
area, entertainment and work. The proposed work estimate is attached to the application. 
 
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 owner wants to remove the façade additions to the front, repair and replace the brick and 
begin the process of taking the building back to its original condition. 

 
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 owner understands this requirement and wants to achieve that goal. 

 
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.  
Staff believe this is also the goal of the owner.  She has volunteered to provide the information 
that her clients have voiced the preference of that type of rental as well. 
 

4. Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 
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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 glass replacement is a good example of this achievement.  The front entrance was 
installed sometime in the 50’s and 60’s, so maintaining that entrance is historic in its own right. 
  

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, 
structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible.  
As they are found they will be retained. 

 
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 proposing there to be no exterior building alterations as part of this request.  
Repair and replacement, like the front glass, is an acceptable compromise.  
 

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 do not anticipate any rigorous forms of cleaning; especially sandblasting or any other 
cleaning methods that would damage the historic building materials on this structure. 

 
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 that would be affected by this project or the proposed temporary sign. 
 

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.  
The proposed changes do not destroy any significant historical, architectural, or cultural material.  

The proposed colors and materials for the building are compatible with the surrounding buildings 

and properties and provide direction for users of this company. 

  
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 intent is to maintain its original appearance as much as possible with only the mural and the 
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addition of the art over the awning being the added elements. That adornment is not anticipated 

to affect the building. 

   
Recommendation:   
Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case CA24-05 
for the proposed exterior improvements, subject to the following three Conditions of Approval: 
 
1. The colors, dimensions, and materials and design of the circular driveway/entrance area 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 permits for the sign from the Building Permits and Inspections 

Division. 
 
3. The use of historic paint color and design elements shall be as presented and approved by the 

DHRC Board. 
 
Attachments: 
Aerial Map 
Pictures  
Working plan 
Color chips and examples shall be presented at the meeting. 
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The stucco wall that covers the existing bricks that are to be cleaned and 
restored. 
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Showing the stucco wall to be removed and the glass to be replaced. 
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Showing the awning to be refurbished and repainted. 
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Showing the painted brick that we hope can be restored and the site to 
the right that shows where the art will be painted (on the white area). 



STAFF REPORT 
Design and Historic Review Commission: May 16, 2024 

 
APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness CA24-07: 226 North Chadbourne Street 

SUMMARY: 

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a front façade renovation including new glass on windows & 
doors, new framing, new lighting, new signage, planters, and new awning framing. 

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

226 N Chadbourne St Acres: 0.063, Lot: 3, Blk: 27, Subd: BAILEY & PAUL ADDITION 

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONE DISTRICT: VISION PLAN: SIZE: 

Council District 3 – Harry Thomas 
Neighborhood: Downtown CBD Downtown 0.063 acres 

NOTIFICATIONS: 

N/A 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN 
North Chadbourne Street: Major Arterial 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of CA24-07 subject to three (3) conditions:  1. An encroachment agreement is obtained 
by applicant for any work proposed within public right-of-way, including the signage and planters. 2. The colors, 
dimensions, and materials of all improvements shall be consistent with the renderings as approved by the Design 
and Historic Review Commission. Minor deviations may be approved by the Planning and Development Services 
Director. 3. The applicant shall obtain any required permits from the Building Permits and Inspections Division. 

 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Petitioner: Adam Rodriguez 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Austin Reed 
Planner 
(325) 657-4210, Extension 1550 
austin.reed@cosatx.us 

mailto:austin.reed@cosatx.us
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Certificate of Appropriateness:  

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 property has been vacant for 8 years and is being renovated in a fashion that will revitalize the 
building and allow it to operate as an attractive business. 

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. 

No remaining distinguishing features are being destroyed or altered in a way that will diminish the 
character. 

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. 

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. 

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

The requested renovations will not remove or supersede the remaining stylistic features 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. 

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. 

Damaging methods of surface cleaning do not appear to be proposed. The original brick has already been 
painted over, so painting it over again in an appropriate color would be preferable to a harmful removal. 

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

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. 

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. 
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Recommendation:  
Staff recommends approval of CA24-07, subject to three (3) conditions:   
 

1. An encroachment agreement is obtained for any features that fall within public right-of-way, including 
signage and planters.  
 

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

 
3. The applicant shall obtain any required permits from the Building Permits and Inspections Division. 

 
 

 
 
 
Attachments: 
Current Façade 
 
Project Details 

- Note: This sheet is outdated in that it shows “Jasper” as the chosen paint. This should now be “Sherwin 
Williams Rookwood Shutter Green.” 
 

Paint 
 
 
Description & Scope of Work 

- Note: This sheet is outdated in that it says the windows/glass will be “mirrored.” 
The glass will not be mirrored, only black tinted. This sheet also mentions the old Jasper color, whereas 
Sherwin Williams Rookwood Shutter Green is used. 
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Current Façade 
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Project Details 
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Paint (Rookwood Shutter Green) 
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Description & Scope of Work 
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STAFF REPORT 
Design and Historic Review Commission: May 16, 2024 

 
APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness CA24-08: 228 N Chadbourne 

SUMMARY: 

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a front façade renovation including removal of metal pole, 
replace all wood in front and the door with black trim, tinted glass windows, paint front façade, new exterior 
lighting, new signage, planters, and new awning located at 228 N Chadbourne. The building is considered non-
contributing and medium priority in the 1985 historic survey. 
LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

228 N Chadbourne Acres: 0.060, Lot: 2, Blk: 27, Subd: BAILEY & PAUL ADDITION 

SM DISTRICT / NEIGHBORHOOD: ZONE DISTRICT: VISION PLAN: SIZE: 

Council District 3 – Harry Thomas 
Neighborhood: Downtown CBD Downtown 0.06 acres 

NOTIFICATIONS: 

N/A 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN 
N Chadbourne Street: Major Arterial 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommend approval of the front façade renovation including painting of the brick as its already painted 
(Rock Wood Shutter Green SW2809), removal of metal pole, new glass windows and door, new exterior lighting, 
new signage, planters, and new awning with four conditions. 

 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Petitioner: Adam Rodriguez 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Rae Lineberry 
Planner 
(325) 657-4210, Extension 1533 
rae.lineberry@cosatx.us 

mailto:rae.lineberry@cosatx.us


Page 2 Design and Historic Review Commission 
Staff Report – CA24-08 
May 16, 2024 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  

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 property has been vacant and is being renovated in a fashion that will revitalize the building and 
allow it to operate as an attractive business. 

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. 

Updating the property as proposed, it includes painting of the brick, staff believes as the building is 
currently painted, it will not alter any historic material or architectural features.  

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

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. 

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

The owners have chosen a color that is included in the historical palette, and the other additions or 
updates will match the stylistic features and/or craftsmanship of the current structure. 

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. 

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 believes requiring surface cleaning or sandblasting to remove the current paint might damage the 
historic building materials. For this reason, Staff is supportive of the painting of the brick with the new 
color, Rock Wood Shutter Green SW2809. 

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

There are no indications to install that archaeological resources will be affected or involved in any way, 
shape, or form. 

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. 
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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. 

 
Recommendation:  
Staff recommends approval of the front façade renovation including painting of the brick as its already painted, 
removal of metal pole, new glass windows and door, new exterior lighting, new signage, planters, and new 
awning with four conditions:  

 
1. An encroachment agreement is obtained by applicant for any features that fall on or over the public 

right-of-way, including signage, awning and planters. 
 

2. Metal pole attached to front of building is removed. 
 

3. 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. 

 
4. The applicant shall obtain the required permits from the Building Permits and Inspections Division, as 

required for new buildings. 
 
 

Attachments: 
Project Details 
Project Scope of Work 
Paint Color 
1985 Historical Study 
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From: Donny Rodriguez
To: Lineberry, Rae
Subject: Re: historical color palette
Date: Wednesday, May 8, 2024 12:45:27 PM

CAUTION: This email was received from an EXTERNAL source, use caution when
clicking links or opening attachments.

 

That is correct.  
Sent from my iPhone
Donny Rodriguez

On May 8, 2024, at 9:14 AM, Lineberry, Rae <rae.lineberry@cosatx.us> wrote:

﻿
Thank you for getting back to us so quickly.
 
Just want to confirm we are changing the paint color for both 226 & 228 N
Chadbourne from Jasper to Rook Wood Shutter Green and the windows/door
will be tinted but nor mirrored. Correct?
 
Thank you!
Rae Lineberry
 
From: Donny Rodriguez <adrodproperties@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 8, 2024 8:51 AM
To: Lineberry, Rae <rae.lineberry@cosatx.us>
Subject: Re: historical color palette
 

CAUTION: This email was received from an EXTERNAL source, use
caution when clicking links or opening attachments.

 

We decided on the rook wood shutter green 
SW2809. Thanks again 
Sent from my iPhone
Donny Rodriguez

On May 7, 2024, at 2:10 PM, Lineberry, Rae
<rae.lineberry@cosatx.us> wrote:

﻿
Good afternoon,

mailto:adrodproperties@gmail.com
mailto:rae.lineberry@cosatx.us
mailto:rae.lineberry@cosatx.us
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APPLICATION TYPE: CASE: 

Certificate of Appropriateness CA24-09: 136 E Concho 

SYNOPSIS: 

The applicant is requesting a new playground for their programs at 136 E Concho.  The project will be new 
equipment and a shade structure on an unused portion of the lot to the back and west of their property.  

LOCATION: LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

136 E Concho 
San Angelo Addition & S38.5' OF 14 & 15 & W25' OF E 50' OF N23' 
OF LOT 7 (AKA 0.764 ACRES OUT OF LOTS 5 & 6 & PARTS OF LOTS 
4, 7, 14 & 15) 

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

SMD District #3 – Harry Thomas 
Neighborhood – Downtown 

CBD Downtown 0.764 acres 

THOROUGHFARE PLAN: 

E Concho Street – A Local Street with adequate ROW and Paving width 
S Magdalen St. – A Local Street with Adequate ROW and Paving width 

NOTIFICATIONS: 

N/A 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case CA20-09 for 
the proposed new playground equipment, shade structure and screening, subject to two Conditions of 
Approval. 

PROPERTY OWNER/PETITIONER: 

Cains Investors,  
San Angelo Autism Center 

STAFF CONTACT: 

Aaron Vannoy 
Director Planning and Development 
Services  
(325) 657-4210, Ext. 1542 
aaron.vannoy@cosatx.us 

mailto:aaron.vannoy@cosatx.us
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Additional Information:   
This project does not impact the current structure which is built in the 1940’s and 1950’s style with a 
flat roof and a stucco exterior.  The property is beautifully landscaped and maintained very well as an 
asset in our downtown and historic district for office space.  
 
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 request is for 
playground equipment, a shade structure and a privacy screen around the playground 
equipment.  All of these enhance the current primary structures on the property and do not 
detract from the aesthetic feel of this 200 block of E concho.  

 
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 improvements will be located at the back western side of the property and is slightly visible 
from E Concho and primarily visible from S Magdalen.  

 
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 improvements will be seen as recent additions to the property however they do not conflict 
or overpower the properties’ purpose.  They will blend based on standard colors and the 
screening will help soften the hardscape for the playground equipment as well as provide protect 
for the children playing onsite.  
 

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.  
 

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, 
structure, object, or site shall be kept where possible.  
As indicated, there will be no changes to any existing stylistic features 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 



Page 3 DESIGN AND HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Staff Report – CA24-09: 136 E Concho 
May 16, 2024  

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 proposing there to be no exterior primary building alterations as part of this 
request.  The playground equipment, shade structure and screening are located on the back 
exterior on the grounds in the parking lot, and therefore, the Planning Division believes the 
proposal meets the intent of the above criterion.  
 

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; especially sandblasting or any other 
cleaning methods that would damage the historic building materials on this structure. 

 
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 that would be affected by this project. 
 

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.  
The proposed changes do not destroy any significant historical, architectural, or cultural material.  

The proposed colors are compatible with the surrounding buildings and properties. 

  
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. 
   

Recommendation:   
Staff’s recommendation is for the Design and Historic Review Commission to APPROVE Case CA20-09 
for the proposed new sign, subject to the following two Conditions of Approval: 
 
1. The colors, dimensions, and materials and design of the playground equipment, shade structure, 

and screening, 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 permits for the shade structure from the Building Permits and 

Inspections Division. 
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Attachments: 
Aerial Map 
Future Land Use Map 
Zoning Map 
Photograph of Subject Property 
Equipment Info 
Colors  
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