Ms. Roach invited everyone to join them. She will provide a link on the Friends of
Architecture Santa Fe website (www.architecturesantafe.org) Revisioning history page.
The first two sessions were video recorded and can be watched as well.

Ms. Paez noted that the rock wall appeal for 868 Alameda will be heard by the
Governing Body on August 12, 2020 due to City Council’s large agendas.

G. ACTION ITEMS

Chair Rios noted there were four action items before the Board. She reminded
applicants if they disagreed with the decision of the Board, they have the option to appeal
to City Council for 15 days after the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are adopted.

1. Case #2020-002251-HDRB. 512 Abeyta Street. Downtown & Eastside
Historic District. Ryan Allen, agent for Steve and Barb Birgfield, owners,
proposes door replacements, yard wall and fence alterations, trellis
addition, and removal and replacement of coyote fencing, install skylights,
HVAC, roof, stucco, hardscape, and construct a pergola at a non-
contributing residential structure. (POSTPONED FROM 7/14/2020) (Angela
Schackel Bordegaray, 955-6127, asbordegaray@santafenm.gov)

Ms. Bordegaray presented the staff report as follows:

STAFF REPORT

512 Abeyta is a northern New Mexico vernacular house built in the 1880s and designated
historically significant.

The house fronts Abeyta Street with a courtyard and low rock wall. Its main entrance is
on the north facade, and a driveway sits to the north. A second house (512%2) was
constructed in 2008 behind and west of the historically-significant house (case H-06-067).

The main house has undergone minor alterations. The front (north) and courtyard (east)
entry doors are not historic. Coyote fencing was added atop the low rock wall, with a gap
of shorter fence near the courtyard gate.

The applicant proposes interior and maintenance alterations to both the main and rear
house that were recently approved administratively by staff.

This case comes to the board revised based on input from the board at its July 14, 2020
meeting.
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The applicant proposes to replace a non-historic entry door on the south facade with a
Territorial style door constructed of solid wood and glass. The applicant also proposes to
replace the non-historic door in the entry courtyard on the east fagcade also with a
Territorial style door. Pictures of the existing and proposed replacements are in the
packet. The applicant proposes to repair and paint existing window and door trim to match
existing. No changes in window or door openings are proposed.

Based on staff and board suggestion, the applicant has agreed to lower the existing 5
feet 9 inches tall coyote fencing along Abeyta Street installed by a previous owner to the
maximum allowable height for this streetscape, 4 feet, 6 inches. The effect will be to level
out the coyote fencing that currently ranges in height along the front and side (south)
facades. Included in this scheme is lowering the 5 feet 9 inches coyote fencing that wraps
around the front southeast corner to the south side to the maximum allowable height of 4
feet 6 inches. The applicant proposes to replace the existing non-historic gate with coyote
fencing of the same height as the leveled out coyote fence. Exhibits C and D photographs
are in the packet.

With respect to the south elevation coyote fencing, the applicant revised the proposal to
add a 6 feet tall coyote fence that starts 36 feet from the front southeast corner of the
significant house that extends west to the rear of the property. The applicant proposes to
remove a section of coyote fence that bisects an interior courtyard between the houses
512 and 512 1/2 and construct a 6 feet coyote fence connecting the rear fencing across
the southern property line south to the rear non-contributing at the southwest corner.

The applicant proposes to replace the existing non-historic courtyard gate in the coyote
fence to the north of the house east facing the street with a stained wood plank style door.

The applicant also proposes to construct a free-standing open trellis at the rear (west) of
the property behind the non-contributing house. The trellis will be stained timbers with
wooden viga columns and metal galvanized flashing. The trellis will be out of public view.

No carport is proposed at this time.

The proposal includes repair and patch of stucco in El Rey’s “adobe” color on the
significant structure. A color sample is in the packet.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommended approval of the application in compliance with Section 14-5.2(D), the
General Design Standards for all Historic Districts; 14-5.2(D)(9) Yard Wall Height, Height,
Pitch, Scale, Massing and Floor Stepbacks; 14-5.2(D)(5) Windows & Doors; and Section
14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards.
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QUESTIONS FOR STAFF

Member Biedscheid noted the report stated there were no changes proposed in
the window openings. She asked to confirm what she assumed was an error. The south
and east fagcades of the proposed drawing each show a window.

Ms. Bordegaray said it was an error. The applicant should be asked to resubmit
the drawings.

Member Biedscheid asked if the proposed stucco color would be the same as the
current stucco color.

Ms. Bordegaray said she understood it would match, but the applicant could
confirm that.

Member Biedscheid asked to confirm that the coyote fence in Exhibit H would be
removed and pulled forward, and a long coyote fence would be in the same plane in front
of the house.

Ms. Bordegaray said that was correct. Staff believed moving the fence would not
change the fagade of the significant house and its relationship to the noncontributing
house behind it. That was based on the applicant’s agreement to lower the fence in that
area which is 36 feet from the street.

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION

Ryan Layton Allen, 2395 Camino Pintores, was sworn.

Chair Rios thanked the applicant for his drawings. She said the drawings reflect
his proposal more accurately, except for the window on the south elevation.

Mr. Allen explained that was a mistake. He agreed to resubmit the drawing.

Chair Rios thanked him for not including the carport as part of the application. She
asked if he had anything further he wanted to add to the report.

Mr. Allen said he agreed with the findings of staff.

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT

Member Biedscheid asked for clarification on the color of the stucco.

Mr. Allen replied it is close to the existing color in the adobe color submitted. He
noted some of the color is peeling and has been stuccoed numerous times, some with
cementitious. He will get as close to the color as possible.
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Chair Rios said Mr. Allen commented that some stucco was cementitious. She
noted that this is a significant house and the stucco should be cementitious.

Mr. Allen explained the stucco is peeling and they want to replicate the color that
is there, which is adobe.

Ms. Roach asked to clarify that the window noted by Member Biedscheid on the
south elevation was omitted, and no change to the light pattern on the north elevation.

Mr. Allen said that was correct. There are no window changes, only to the two
doors on the exhibits he added.

PUBLIC HEARING

John Eddy, 227 E. Palace Avenue, Suite D, was sworn. He asked on the new
door replacement on the north elevation that was said to be Territorial Style. The sample
was a painted white, Territorial pedimented door. He asked clarification that the door
jamb would be consistent with Pueblo Revival style and would not be pedimented. He
asked also if the arched windows would be placed in the door.

Chair Rios asked that the applicant respond.

Mr. Allen replied the door would not have pediments. He explained that the client
likes the arched doors he submitted but agree that the doors do not have to be arched.

Stefanie Beninato, PO Box 1601,was sworn. She appreciated the changes to the
fencing height and moving the fence more to the middle of the property. She said the
fencing was straight across with no height variation. She would ask there be some
variation of height on the coyote fencing.

She added the marker on the Plaza Obelisk was placed by the City in 1999 to say
that the reference to the word “rebel” was a historical reference.

BOARD DISCUSSION

Member Biedscheid asked to clarify whether the arched glass panels of the doors
would be in keeping with the Pueblo Revival style.

Ms. Roach explained the structure is not a Pueblo Revival it is Territorial structure
built in the 1880s prior to the invention of Pueblo Revival.

Chair Rios asked if the structure has brick coping. She asked Ms. Roach what
made her feel that it is Pueblo Revival.
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Ms. Roach replied this was constructed during the Territorial period. The style
described by Ms. Bordegaray is the most accurate; a northern New Mexico vernacular
architectural style, or variant of that.

Chair Rios said she would say it is probably vernacular style. She asked if Board
members had opinions regarding the arches on the windows of the door.

Member Guida stated for the reasons Ms. Roach mentioned, he thought this was
period appropriate.

MOTION: In Case #2020-002251-HDRB, 512 Abeyta Street, Member Biedscheid
moved to approve the application with the following conditions: The drawing
errors regarding the windows, including that the light patterns, would not be
changed, and would be corrected and resubmitted before seeking a permit;
and the coyote fencing in all locations be constructed with latillas irregular
in height with the horizontal support structures on the interior of the property.
Member Guida seconded the motion with a friendly amendment that the
applicant use cementitious stucco and resubmit the color selection to staff.

Member Biedscheid accepted the friendly amendment and added to the
motion that the posts around the door jamb on both doors remain the same
and not include a pediment.

VOTE: The motion passed by unanimous (4-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida and Katz voting in favor and none voting
against.

2. Case #2020-002255-HDRB. 141 Camino Escondido. Downtown &
Eastside Historic District. David Schutz, agent for John Josephakis, owner,
requests a historic status review with primary facade designation, if
applicable, for a non-statused residential, casita, and accessory structures.
(Angela Schackel Bordegaray)

Ms. Bordegaray presented the staff report as follows:

STAFF REPORT:
The applicant is before the board for a historic status determination of 141 Camino
Escondido.

House
Constructed in 1938-39 by a local builder, the former Ralph A. and Adela O. Rodriguez
house is an approximately 1,800 square foot single-family residence designed in the
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Ryan Allen, agent for Steve and Barb Birgfeld, owners, proposes to replace and
repair windows and doors, repair and construct fencing, replace gates, re-roof, install skylights and HVAC,
stucco, and hardscape at a significant residential structure; replace fencing, install skylights, HVAC, roof,
stucco, hardscape, and construct a pergola at a non-contributing residential structure.
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City of Samta 15, New Medico
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July 14, 2020
TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members (g')
FROM: Angela S. Bordegaray, Historic Preservation Senior Planner

Case # 2020-002251-HDRB Address: 512 Abeyta
Historic Status: Significant
Historic District: Downtown and Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):
CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

x__ District Standards & yard wall —x__ Proposal Letter

& fence standards.
X __ Site Plan/Floor Plan

x__ Historic Inventory Form .
x__ Elevations

X__ Zoning Review Sheet
x__ Photographs

X __Other: Previous cases H-06-067
X __ Other: stucco swatch; door photograph

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the application in compliance with Section 14-5.2(D), the
General Design Standards for all Historic Districts; 14-5.2(D}{9) Yard Wall Height, Height, Pitch,
Scale, Massing and Floor Stepbacks; 14-5.2(D)(5) Windows & Doors; and Section 14-5.2(E)

Downtown and Eastside Design Standards.




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

512 Abeyta is a northern New Mexico vernacular house built in the 1880s and designated
historically significant.

The house fronts Abeyta Street with a courtyard and low rock wall. Its main entrance is on the
north fagade, and a driveway sits to the north. A second house (512 %2} was constructed in 2008
behind and west of the historically-significant house (case H-06-067).

The main house has undergone minor alterations. The front {north} and courtyard (east) entry
doors are not historic. Coyote fencing was added atop the low rock wall, with a gap of shorter
fence near the courtyard gate.

The applicant proposes interior and maintenance alterations to both the main and rear house
that were recently approved administratively by staff.

This case comes to the board revised based on input from the board at its July 14, 2020
meeting.

The applicant proposes to replace a non-historic entry door on the south facade with a
Territorial style door constructed of solid wood and glass. The applicant also proposes to
replace the non-historic door in the entry courtyard on the east fagade also with a Territorial
style door. Pictures of the existing and proposed replacements are in the packet. The applicant
proposes to repair and paint existing window and door trim to match existing. No changes in
window or door openings are proposed.

Based on staff and board suggestion, the applicant has agreed to lower the existing 5 feet 9
inches tall coyote fencing along Abetya Street installed by a previous owner to the maximum
allowable height for this streetscape, 4 feet, 6 inches. The effect will be to level out the coyote
fencing that currently ranges in height along the front and side (south) facades. Included in this
scheme is lowering the 5 feet 9 inches coyote fencing that wraps around the front southeast
corner to the south side to the maximum allowable height of 4 feet 6 inches. The applicant
proposes to replace the existing non-historic gate with coyote fencing of the same height as the
leveled out coyote fence. See Exhibits C and D photographs.

With respect to the south elevation coyote fencing, the applicant revised the proposal to add a
6 feet tall coyote fence that starts 36 feet from the front southeast corner of the significant
house that extends west to the rear of the property. The applicant proposes to remove the
section of coyote fence that bisects an interior courtyard between the houses 512 and 512 and
construct a 6 feet coyote fence connecting the rear fencing across the southern property line
south to the rear non-contributing at the southwest corner.

The applicant proposes to replace the existing non-historic courtyard gate in the coyote fence
to the north of the house east facing the street with a stained wood plank style door.
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The applicant also proposes to construct a free-standing open trellis at the rear (west) of the
property behind the non-contributing house. The trellis will be stained timbers with wooden
viga columns and metal galvanized flashing. The trellis will be out of public view.

No carport is proposed at this time.

The proposal includes repair and patch of stucco in El Rey’s “adobe” color on the significant
structure. A color sample is in your packet.

RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS

14-5.2(A}{1) General Purpose

In order to promote the economic, cultural, and general welfare of the people of the city and
to ensure the harmonious, orderly and efficient growth and development of the city, it is
deemed essential by the governing body that the qualities relating to the history of Santa Fe,
and a harmonious outward appearance, which preserve property values and attract tourists
and residents alike, be preserved, some of these qualities being:

(a) The continued existence and preservation of historical areas and buildings;

(b) The continued construction of buildings in the historic styles; and

{c) A general harmony as to style, form, color, height, proportion, texture and material

between buildings of historic design and those of more modern design.

Yard Wall Height:
14-5.2(D)(9) Height, Pitch, Scale, Massing and Floor Stepbacks
{c)(ii} In exercising its authority under this section, the board shall limit the height of
structures as set forth in this section. Heights of existing structures shall be as set forth
on the official map of building heights in the historic districts.
C. Yard walls and fences shall be limited to a height that does not exceed the average
of the height of other yard walls and fences in the streetscape.

windows & Doors:
14-5.2(D)(5) Windows, Doors, and Other Architectural Features
{a) For all facades of significant and landmark structures and for the primary facades of
contributing structures:

(i) Historic windows shall be repaired or restored wherever possible. Historic
windows that cannot be repaired or restored shall be duplicated in the size, style,
and material of the original. Thermal double pane glass may be used. No opening
shall be widened or narrowed.

{ii) No new opening shall be made where one presently does not exist unless historic
documentation supports its prior existence.

(iii) No existing opening shall be closed.
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{b) For all fagades of significant, contributing and landmark structures, architectural
features, finishes, and details other than doors and windows, shall be repaired rather
than replaced. In the event replacement is necessary, the use of new material may be
approved. The new material shall match the material being replaced in composition,
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement or duplication of
missing features shall be substantiated by documentation, physical or pictorial
evidence.

14-5.2(C) Regulation of Significant and Contributing Structures in the Historic Districts
(1) Purpose and Intent
It is intended that:

{a) Each structure to be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as the addition of
conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be
undertaken;

{b} Changes to structures that have acquired historic significance in their own right shall
be retained and preserved, recognizing that most structures change over time;

(c) Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a structure be preserved; and

{d) New additions and related or adjacent new construction be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the original form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

14-12 Significant Structure:
A structure located in a historic district that is approximately fifty years old or older, and that
embodies distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction. For a
structure to be designated as significant, it must retain a high level of historic integrity. A
structure may be designated as significant:
(A} for its association with events or persons that are important on a local, regional,
national or global level; or
(B) if it is listed on or is eligible to be listed on the State Register of Cultural Properties or
the National Register of Historic Places.

14-12 Contributing Structure:
A structure, located in a historic district, approximately fifty years old or older that helps to
establish and maintain the character of that historic district. Although a contributing structure
is not unique in itself, it adds to the historic associations or historic architectural design
qualities that are significant for a district. The contributing structure may have had minor
alterations, but its integrity remains.

14-12 Noncontributing Structure:
A structure, located in an H district, that is less than fifty years old or that does not exhibit
sufficient historic integrity to establish and maintain the character of the H district.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-002251-HDRB 5
Paged4of 6



14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards
(1) 0Oid Santa Fe Style
Old Santa Fe style, characterized by construction with adobe, is defined as including the so-
called "pueblo” or "pueblo-Spanish" or "Spanish-Indian" and "territorial” styles and is more
specifically described as follows:

(a) With rare exception, buildings are of one story, few have three stories, and the
characteristic effect is that the buildings are long and low. Roofs are flat with a slight
slope and surrounded on at least three sides by a firewall of the same color and
material as the walls or of brick. Roofs are never carried out beyond the line of the
walls except to cover an enclosed portal or porch formed by setting back a portion of
the wall or to form an exterior portal, the outer edge of the roof being supported by
wooden columns. Two-story construction is more common in the territorial than in
other sub-styles, and is preferably accompanied by a balcony at the level of the floor
of the second story. Facades are flat, varied by inset portales, exterior portales,
projecting vigas or roof beams, canales or water-spouts, flanking buttresses and
wooden lintels, architraves and cornices, which, as well as doors, are frequently
carved and the carving may be picked out with bright colors. Arches are almost never
used except for nonfunctional arches, often slightly ogive, over gateways in
freestanding walls;

(b) All exterior walls of a building are painted alike. The colors range from a light earth
color to a dark earth color. The exception to this rule is the protected space under
portales, or in church-derived designs, inset panels in a wall under the roof, in which
case the roof overhangs the panel. These spaces may be painted white or a
contrasting color, or have mural decorations;

(¢) Solid wall space is always greater in any fagade than window and door space
combined. Single panes of glass larger than thirty (30) inches in any dimension are not
permissible except as otherwise provided in this section;

(d) The rule as to flat roofs shall not be construed to prevent the construction of skylights
or installation of air conditioning devices, or any other necessary roof structures, but
such structures other than chimneys, flues, vents and aerials, shall be so placed as to
be concealed by the firewall from the view of anyone standing in the street on which
the building fronts;

{e) True old Santa Fe style buildings are made of adobe with mud plaster finish.
Construction with masonry blocks, bricks, or other materials with which the adobe
effect can be simulated is permissible; provided, that the exterior walls are not less
than eight (8) inches thick and that geometrically straight fagade lines are avoided.
Mud plaster or hard plaster simulating adobe, laid on smoothly, is required.

{2) Walls; Fences; Solar Collectors; Administration

Applications for erection, alteration, or destruction of walls, fences, and solar collectors and
required submittals shall be reviewed by the land use department. Approval, disapproval, or
referral shall be indicated by the division on the application for the building permit and on
each of the required submittals, all of which shall be signed by the division staff assigned to
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the review. The division shall report approvals, disapprovals, or referrals to the board at its
next regular meeting as an informational item. (Ord. No. 2007-45 § 30)
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Proposal Letter for HDRB

Case number: 2020 -001572--PAR

512 & 512A Abeyta St.

Date: 7-17-20

HDRB Board Members,

Proposed work for 512 Abeyta (Significant)

REPLACE A NON HISTORIC ENTRY DOOR w/ NEW DOOR CONSTRUCTED OF SOLID
WOOD AND GLASS {SEE EXISTING AND PROPOSED STYLE DOOR PHOTO EXHIBIT A & B}

REPLACE NON HISTORIC COURTYARD DOOR FROM KITCHEN TO COURTYARD W/ A NEW
DOOR CONSTRUCTED OF SOLID WOOD AND GLASS (SEE EXISTING AND PROPOSED STYLE
DOOR PHOTO EXHIBIT A, B, &E}

REPLACE NON HISTORIC ENTRY COURTYARD GATE W./ 4'-6" TALL COYOTE GATE

(SEE PHOTO EXHIBIT C)

OWNER HAS AGREED TO LOWER THE EXISTING 5'-9" TALL COYOTE FENCE ALONG
ABEYTA STREET THAT WAS INSTALLED PRIOR TO OWNERSH!P {SEE SHEET A4.2
DRAWING 1 &2 ABEYTA STREET ELEVATIONS, SOUTH ELEVATIONS AND EXISTING
PHOTO EXHIBIT C & D)

REPAIR & PAINT EXISTING WINDOW AND DOOR TRIM /FLASHING EAVES {Color To
Match Existing SEE PHOTO EXHIBITE, C, & L)

STUCCO PATCH REPAIR / COLOR “EL REY" COLOR: ADOBE (SEE EXH!BIT F)

Proposed work:512A Abeyta (Non Contributing)

STUCCO REPAIR / COLOR "EL REY" COLOR: ADOBE (SEE EXHIBIT F)

NEW OPEN DETACHED TRELIS TO BE CONTRUCTED OF STAINED HEAVY TIMBER AND
10" DIA. VIGA POST W/ METAL GALVINIZED FLASHING OVER STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS.
(SEE SHEET A4.3 DRAWING 1 & PHOTO EXHIBIT G)

REMOVAL OF A SECTION OF COYOTE FENCE THAT BISECTS INTERIOR COURTYARD
BETWEEN 512 AND 512A COURTYARD. (SEE SHEET A1.0 & PHOTO EXHIBIT H & M}

THE ADDITION OF 2 NEW MINISPLIT HYAC GROUND MOUNTED UNIT THAT WILL BE QUT
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OF THE PUBLIC VIEW BETWEEN 512 AND 512A. (SEE SHEET Al1.1 AND PHOTO EXHIBIT H )

® REPLACE EXISTING GATE TO COURTYARD WITH STAINDED WOOD PLANK STYLE . {SEE
SHEET A4.1 DRAWING 1 SEE PHOTO EXHIBIT J)

* ADDITION OF A 6FT TALL COYOTE FENCE STARTING 36 FT BACK FROM THE FRONT
PROPERTYL!INE CONTINUING EAST TO ENCLOSE THE CORNER OF 512 &5312A ABETYA
TO THE SOUTH EAST CORNER OF THE LOT. {SEE SHEET A4.1 DRAWING 3 SOUTH
ELEVATION SEE PHOTO EXHIBIT K)

NOTE: ALL NEW COYOTE FENCING TO HAVE ALTERNATING TOPS AS SHOWN ON ELEVATIONS

Thank you for your consideration.

Owner Rep. : Owner:

Ryan Allen

NCARB Steve. and Barb. Birgfeld
2395 Camino Pintores 512 and 512A Abeyta St.
Santa Fe NM Santa Fe, NM
87505 87505
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DIRECTORY

STEVE AND BARBARA
512 ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE,

NEW MEXICO

a10

PHONE: 505-629—-3997

DRAWING INDEX

A~1.0 EXISTING SITE PLAN

A-1.1 PROPOSED SITE PLAN

A~1.2 EXISTING AND PROPQSED FLOOR PLANS
A-1.3 EXISTING FLOOR PLANS

A-4.1 ELEVATIONS

A~4.2 ELEVATIONS

A~4.3 ELEVATIONS

912 and 512A ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE, NEW MEX!GO

87500
HDRB
JULY 28, 2020

LOT INFORMATION

512 &5124  ZONING RC8
EXISTING LOT S1ZE: (6957.00+ SOFT}

EXITING ROOFED AREA (SINGLE STORY)
(EXISTING HOUSE. 512) 1,252 SOFT +
(EXISTING HOUSE 5124) 1,540 SQFT &

EXISTING COVERAGE 2,792 SQFT «

SiTe:
512 ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE, NM
87505

(\ VICINITY MAP PRPILLL
1) T4



Al NOTES
V PROFERTY LINE ’ ._ () exismve HousE (517)

() DXSTNG HOUSE (512 A)
{(3) EXSTING PARKING AREA
(%) exsmiG PoRTAL

{(3) eastnG kol PoND

{(&) EXSTHG COURTYARD
{(7) EXISTING DRAINAGE POND

G ORI O S X R Oy o0 X e Rt o R YO0 YEE0ETY

G T E T T v e VU T,
0%5% % v v v v Vv
o Rk v v v v
o000

050500 vvvwvwy

9 a0 - ﬁ—“
et - ‘
"

1/ 2 /42

UNIT ' <5/Mj M ]

512 A
3/4 /A4.?> UNIT
® 512

APERTY LINE

CTTTORR

0 O

— A
q

512 & 512A ABYETA ST

:

REMCDEL
512 ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

__2/7/% _vorm
msﬂi ol i T
T T e el REMOVE AND REPURPOSE . ... Dot
e L S n—— EXISTING COYDTE FENGE l - N,
" T PROPERTY TE ‘—A—“ ' — . I N
374 JA4
EXISTING
SITE PLAN

swieAS NOTED st

N = At1.0
@ EXISTING SITE PLAN b+ e 4 s w 1/4" =1"-0" osmza

15




1/ 2 /M NOTES

DISTNG HOUSE (512
PROPERTY LIE ® (512)

T

(2) BisTNG HousE (512 4)
() EXSTNG DRVEWAY AND PARKING AREA
() mxsmig PORTAL

U—E_ I (5) exsTiG Kol PoNa
I 3

(&) pusnnG couRTvARD

(7) NEW OPEN TRELLIS (ACGESSORY)
(&) NEW GOYOTE FEMCE ALONG FROPERTY UNE

JRERTY LINE

©)
FROF

K} YAV,
T |
.
- g,@=§ : —
NEW OPEN I )
TRELLIS
DETACHED FROM
EXISTING HOUSE ] ] | =<
5/M4.5 9
© © |
1/ 2 /A4.5> >
NEW MINI SPLT
UNIT I <
O] 512 l =
e
O O J | 3
I ol
= 7o)
L LN
i J_p g
o —ﬂq
s
I REMODEL
N ® 512 ABEYTA ST
= SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
/a B7505
= : B e
L |
rg ‘N Bata Trgarriplion
[i | \ 7/17/20 HORB ___
T oI T amenmporegy e lg —
' n T
(2) 24" WIDE GATES 3/ 4 /A4l 36'—1 14 \j\
IN RELOCATED COYOTE FENCE S
FROM BACK PROP. TD CORNER L PROPOSED
OF 312 HOUSE SITE PLAN

sarS NOTED  heet

- —_ L A1
¢ 1z 3 4 5§ w 1/4" =1'-0" @05—20

10

@ PROPQSED SITE PLAN




~
™
~
x

v
. s “uia Rogcndgon-1inge
C5 Y T T
5 VWV Y VY VY
@%%v VOV VWV VR
olEN v vV VY %f
ol = N
L/ P\
DINING LVING
=
— —/))/)
NEW OPEN
TRELLIS
DETACHED FROM
EXISTING HOUSE
KEW MINI SPUT
HYAC FOR 512A
& 512
G R
REMODEL
512 ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
MASTER
BEDROOM =
I__7/17/20 _HDRB _
Rtvigigne

EXISTING AND PROPQSED
SITE PLAN

e hG NOTED oo

3»5_20 Al.2

17

(2) 24" WDE GATES
IN RELOCATED COYOTE FENCE 5124 PLAN
FROM BACK FROP. TO CORNER

QOF 512 HOUSE




WINI SPLIT COMPRESSOR —
FOR 512 A

WINI SPLIT COMPRESSOR
FOR 512

@ 512 GROUND PLAN

T JTdoid ’

REPLACE NON

HISTORIC GATE

REPLACE EXISTING
HON HISTORIC

T e e el
. .
v —
— R

744

DWN LMVING

C
!
o
-
. KITCHEN
)
=

1 /

@

BEDROCM

51

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

 sampe—) | ER)|

i

Tt L

512 & 512A ABYETA ST

434

.-—..._.—.....-—_—____.-_....____.._._.__

. .

. . .

. .
— — .

FRONT DOOR

REPLACE EXISTING
NON HISTORIC GATE
WIH A COYCTE STYLE
GAIE.

B

REMODEL
512 ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

REPLACE NON
HISTORIC DOOR

Terucs
Ha Description

Oote  Gwserpper
1_#fi7/20 HoRR

EXISTING FLOOR PLAN
SITE PLAN

%o-AS NOTED oo
@ 0520 AT.S

1o



wlE
I8

ﬂ

i m«m«mt

OV b
”‘ il M i LR

PPPPPP
N

REP, COLOR
STUCCO WITH "EL
COLOR: ADOBE
ANT FLASHING EX
OVEl AND #INDOWS
NG TRM

EEEEEEE

55555

uuuuuu

EEEEEEEEEE




L

[
i
l
i
!
i

]

EEEEEEE

55555

|||||

L]

cur
AAAAAA




NEW MINt SPLT D
A/C UNTS BEHIND =
COYOTE  FENCE D i
{OUT OF PUBLIC VIEW) = ’ il

@msnus EAST 512A ELEVATION (NO CHANGE) 1/4"=1"-0" NGTE:

REPAR / COLOR COAT
STUCCO WITH “EL REY"
COLOR: ADOBE

( ‘ REPAINT METAL FLASHING EAVES
OVER DOORS AND WINDOWS

=] U u TO MATCH EXISTING TRIM

%WWWR

@ EXISTING WEST 512A ELEVATION 1/4"=1"-0"

LT o W
[H
.. NEW DOWN SFOUTS e —
L - [ R

NEHHBEEBEBRBBAEABAA B FE
Y " r

REMODEL
512 ABEYTA ST
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

===
L
EESE
===
—
| .

NEW OPEN TRELLIS
DETACHED FROM
HOUSE

WOOD STAINED TRELLIS
WITH 10” DIA ¥IGA COLUMNS

Tile
FLEVATIONS

‘Shoat

Sede

AS NOTED

o9 A4S
nnnnnn 0 Zl

@ PROPOSED WEST ELEVATION 512A




22



23



24



25



26



27



28



29



30



31



32



33



34



	2020-002251-HDRB



