
















































Kelly 

Chair Woods-

Mr. Flance-

Ms. Rios-

Mr. Rasch-

Chair Woods-

Ms. Brennan-

Chair Woods-

Ms. Rios 

I think that when you make the motion if you want to make that specific fact, that you just say 
so. That you find that .... 

Why don't you, I think you have to give it to us more specifically; if we were to make a motion 
say that was ... 

Are you asking if we are in disagreement Steve, with either Gayla or David that a finding of 
fact be stated, or no matter what's stated in the motion? What are you specifically asking us 
for? 

My feeling, both personally and professionally and having served on this board and lots of 
other boards, is that a finding of fact is finding of fact in context of the regulatory authority 
granted the board. So, in this case were talking about the historic design review board 
ordinance, or whatever ifs called these days. And the finding of fact means that it either does 
or does not meet the requirements of that ordinance. 

So that if you make a finding of fact for example, that f�de number 6 is a primary fa�de, it's 
a primary fac;ade because of the information, which I won't go through, in Mr. Rasch's report. 
He does list in his report the criteria that he has used to make that determination. 

That is what you usually do. 

Madam Chair, I have two sentences that may be useful. Character defining historic integrity 
which substantiates the contributing historic status exists on elevations one, three, four, five 
and six. These elevations embody all of the unique architectural details and establish the 
building massing and step backs with upper floors. That's on the middle of page four. 

Could you please cite the number of the ordinance Kelly, that, so we can draft that? 

That is the DefinitionS'.-it's 14-12. t of Definitions. 

14-12.1 under Definitions. Can I have one more minute and then we do have here a licensed
surveyor who has made her recommendations which is f�e 4 and 5, I'm sorry 3 and 4. And
we have our staff who has cited 1, 3, 4, 5 and 6 based on our ordinance. So we understand if
you are in disagreement; the applicant has agreed to go with staff and be more restrictive than
the surveyor. If you are going to do something different than that, what Mr. Flance is asking is
that you cite ordinance based on why you believe it's that, that then becomes a primary
�e. With that said, then you want to be sure.

In reference to the old hospital building I move to adopt all the fa�des as primary as 
identified by staffs report on page 3 and 4; 1-NWN, 3-N, 4-NEE, 5-NEN, 6-E, 9-S, and 
12-W. As a finding of fact all, of these meet the definition in the ordinance as cited in 14-
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12.1 and they use the definition that they all have character defining features and the 

-� • elevations all embody all of the character architectural details that call for a primary
fa�de.

Chair Woods- Is there a. �n�?

Ms. Walker- Second.

C_hair Woods- Is there discussion?

Ms. Mather - I'd like to discuss fagade number 9. I find the upper half of that to be character defining, but
the lower half has had all of these strange things added to it.

Ms. Rios- In my opinion I think that the character defining features outweigh the few changes in the
lower (indecipherable.)

Chair Woods- Is there any further discussion?

Mr. Featheringill- If you look on page 17 of the Gayla Bechtol report it has a picture of elevation 9. It has all
those windows with a 50's view which makes it basically over 50 years old and historic.

Ms. Rios- Where are you?

Mr. Featheringill- On 17, figure 16 and 18, it has all those windows and they are all in original locations so ifs
not as if it's been changed and is not primary. It's not as if there's been renovation and it's
definitely a primary elevation.

Chair Woods- And that's ... we're talking about which one?

Mr. Featheringill- Nine. Ifs not exactly a beautiful elevation down at the bottom part of it; it's just kind of hodge­
podgy, but it is original.

Chair Woods - Now, in saying whether something is original or not doesn't necessarily make it a primary
f�e.

Mr. Featheringill - But I kind of heard that it was hodgepodge ... I thought I heard somebody mention that it had 
been changed or altered and so I was just showing it has not been changed or altered, it is 
original and so I agree with Ms. Rios. 

Chair Woods - So you agree based on its original, not but.that that makes it a primary fagade. 

Mr. Rasch- No ifs the fact that there are character defining features at the top and I didn't want the 
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Ms. Brennan - On each of these, it's as the applicant has presented. Karen has asked me to qualify building 

one, at that height exception has been, part of it has been changed by the applicant as 

specified by BCD. So it's ... but again it's as shown. 

Chair Woods- So, could we please entertain a motion? 

Ms. Mather- I'd like to make a motion. 

Chair Woods- Christine. 

Ms. Mather• I'd like to make a motion that regarding this case of the Drury Project the height 

exceptions on building one, be accepted and on building two, that the height of .... to a 

height of 36 feet. And on building two, that the height exception be accepted to a height 

of 36 feet And on building three that the height exception of 27 feet be accepted based 

on the applicant's and the findings approved by staff on page, the exceptions on page 

Chair Woods- So we have a motion and ... 

Mr. Featheringill- Second. 

Chair Woods- A second; is there any discussion? 

Ms. Walker - I'm planning to vote with you but I want you to know it's only because there are so many tall 

buildings around. If this were standing alone, I would not agree to it. 

Chair Woods- Is there any other discussion? All in favor? 

All- Aye. 

[The motion passed by unanimous voice vote.] 

Chair Woods- All opposed? 

It's 8:30. Is there a motion to adjourn? 

F. MATTERS FROM THE BOARD

None. 
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