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November 26, 2024

Historic Districts Review Board

Paul A. Duran, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

2024-009377-HDRB, 449 Camino Monte Vista, Downtown & Eastside Historic District, Lorn
Tryk, agent for Joseph and Mark Clark Rev. Trust, owner, proposes to construct a 4,695 sg. ft.
residence, a 1,111 sq. ft. casita, a 436 sq. ft. accessory structure and an 877 sg. ft. garage to a
maximum height of 17°-10” where the maximum allowable is 18’-0”, and a 5’-0” to 6’-0” high
yard and retaining walls.

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

District Standards & yard wall _x__Proposal Letter
& fence standards.

Xx___ Site Plan/Floor Plan

X __Historic Inventory Form
x__Elevations

X__Zoning Review Sheet

x__Photographs

____ Other:
Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the proposed project and finds that the application complies with
Section 14-5.2(D) General Design Standards for all Historic Districts, and 14-5.2(E) Downtown
and Eastside Design Standards.

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY :

The property at 449 Camino Monte Vista is a vacant lot in the Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. The lot previously held a single-family residence that was constructed between 1949 and
1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. The structure was listed as non-contributing to the
Downtown & Eastside Historic District. On April 28, 2015, under case H-11-081, the HDRB
approved demolition of the non-contributing structure and approved construction of a 1,568 square




foot residential structure to the maximum allowable height of 18’-0” with a pitched roof exception
request. While the previous residence was demolished, the residential structure was not
constructed.

The applicant now proposes to:

1)

2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

Construct a 4,695 sg. ft. single-family residence to a maximum height of 17°-10” where the
maximum allowable is 18°-0”

Construct a 1,111 sq. ft. casita to a height of 14°-0”,

Construct a 435 sq. ft. accessory structure (guest bedroom) to a height of 13°-3”,

Construct a 342 sq. ft. accessory structure (exercise studio) to a height of 17°-9”,

Construct an 877 sg. ft. garage to a height of 13’-107,

Construct a 107 sq. ft. pergola to a height of 10’-0”,

Construct 5°-0” to 6°-0" high yards and retaining walls,

Install Exterior Lighting,

Install HVAC ground mounted with a yardwall screening at a height of 4’-0”,

10) Install a swimming pool, and
11) Install hardscaping.

RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS:

14-5.2 HISTORIC DISTRICTS

(A) General Provisions

(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:

(@) 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.

(D) General Design Standards for All H Districts

In any review of proposed additions or alterations to structures that have been declared
significant or contributing in any historic district or a landmark in any part of the city, the
following standards shall be met:

(9) Height, Pitch, Scale, Massing and Floor Stepbacks

The height, pitch, scale, and massing of any structure in an historic district, as defined
in this section, shall be limited as provided for in this section, unless further restricted
within this chapter.

(@) Applicability
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(f)

The following sections identify specific areas and specific projects subject to this
section. Planning and land use department staff shall determine whether or not
properties are included within this section. (Ord. No. 2007-45 § 30; Ord. #2020-22,
8 16)

F.  When the proposed building, yardwall, or fence is located in a
streetscape that includes no buildings , yardwalls, or fences, the
height of the proposed building shall not exceed sixteen (16) feet.
Yardwalls and fences in this streetscape shall not exceed five (5)
feet in height.

Height

(if) Inexercising 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.

Scale

The height of a proposed building or addition, its facade length, and its roof form
and pitch shall appear to be in proportion to the height, facade length, and roof form
and pitch of buildings in the applicable streetscape, or the building on which the
addition is proposed.

Massing and Floor Stepbacks

The Board may require that upper floor levels be stepped back, to carry out the
intent of this section; provided that the board in making such determinations shall
take into account whether the height of the proposed building, yardwall, fence, or
proposed stepback of upper floor levels is in harmony with the massing of the
applicable streetscape and preservation of the historic and characteristic visual
qualities of the streetscape. The Board shall also require that the publicly visible
facades of the structure be in conformance with Subsections 14-5.2(E) through (H),
and in meeting those requirements, may require that different floor levels be stepped
back.

(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards

The governing body recognizes that a style of architecture has evolved within the city from
the year 1600 to the present characterized by construction with adobe, hereafter called "old
Santa Fe style", and that another style has evolved, hereafter called "recent Santa Fe style",
which is a development from, and an elaboration of the old Santa Fe style, with different
materials and frequently with added decorations.

(1) Old 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
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(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

()

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;

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 facade 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;

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;

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; and

It is characteristic of old Santa Fe style commercial buildings to place a portal so
that it covers the entire sidewalk, the columns being set at the curb line.

(2) Recent Santa Fe Style

Recent Santa Fe style intends to achieve harmony with historic buildings by retention of
a similarity of materials, color, proportion, and general detail. The dominating effect is
to be that of adobe construction, prescribed as follows:

()

(b)

No building shall be over two stories in height in any facade unless the fagade shall
include projecting or recessed portales, setbacks or other design elements;

The combined door and window area in any publicly visible fagade shall not exceed
forty percent of the total area of the facade except for doors or windows located
under a portal. No door or window in a publicly visible fagade shall be located
nearer than three (3) feet from the corner of the facade;
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No cantilevers shall be permitted except over projecting vigas, beams, or wood
corbels, or as part of the roof treatment described below;

No less than eighty percent of the surface area of any publicly visible facade shall
be adobe finish, or stucco simulating adobe finish. The balance of the publicly
visible facade, except as above, may be of natural stone, wood, brick, tile, terra
cotta, or other material, subject to approval as hereinafter provided for building
permits;

The publicly visible fagade of any building and of any adjoining walls shall, except
as otherwise provided, be of one color, which color shall simulate a light earth or
dark earth color, matte or dull finish and of relatively smooth texture. Facade
surfaces under portales may be of contrasting or complimentary colors. Windows,
doors and portals on publicly visible portions of the building and walls shall be of
one of the old Santa Fe styles; except that buildings with portals may have larger
plate glass areas for windows under portals only. Deep window recesses are
characteristic; and

(f) Flat roofs shall have not more than thirty (30) inches overhang.

APPROVED AS TO FORM BY THE PLANNING AND LAND USE DEPARTMENT:

Title Name Initials
Department Director Heather Lamboy

Assistant Department Director Maggie Moore VA
Planning Manager Gary Moquino GgM

. e

Planner Senior Paul Duran
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2024-009377--HDRB

Project Description: 2024-009377-HDRB, 449 Camino Monte Vista, Downtown & Eastside Historic
District, Lorn Tryk, agent for Joseph and Mark Clark Rev. Trust, owner, proposes to
construct a 4,695 sq. ft. residence, a 1,111 sq. ft. casita, a 436 sq. ft. accessory
structure and an 877 sq. ft. garage to a maximum height of 17°-10” where the maximum
allowable is 18°-0”, 5’-0” to 6’-0” high yard and retaining walls.

Project Location(s): 449 CAMINO MONTE VISTA
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:
Applicant: LORN TRYK lorn@ltryk.com
4011 ENCLAVE WAY LOT #30
SANTA FE, NM
Property Owner: Joseph and Mary Clark mary@summerstoryalys.com

Historic District: HD: Downtown And Eastside

Historic Building Status:

Non-Statused: Non-Contributing: Contributing: Significant/Landmark:

Primary Elevations:

Publicly Visible Facade-East:
Publicly Visible Facade-North:
Publicly Visible Facade-South:

Publicly Visible Facade-West:
Historic District Inventory Number: NA
Year of Construction:

Project Type: New Construction

Historic Building Name:
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- HCPI Base Form (FORM 1) (Continued) page 2

Historic Preservation Division, New MexIico Office of Cultural Affairs LOCAL REFERENCE NUMBER: 37660
ADDITIONAL PERSPECTIVE: (Pholo, drawing, footprint, etc.; indicate north arrow when possible)

-
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NOTES ON ADDITIONAL PERSPECTIVE: (If photo, include photo info, as in #10)
Site. Santa Fe GIS base map. NTS.

SURVEYOR BUSINESS NAME: Ragins Research and Pltanning OWNER OR OTHER KNOWLEDGEABLE PEOPLE:

SURVEYOR FIRST NAME: Mary |Victor Hansen, owner

SURVEYOR LAST NAME: Ragins iS THE PROPERTY ENDANGERED?: No

SURVEYOR STREET ADDRESS: 9 Stone Ridge Road HOW IS THE PROPERTY ENDANGERED?:

SURVEYOR CITY: Santa Fe [ |
SURVEYOR 2IP CODE: 87505 SIGNIFICANCE TO CURRENT COMMUNITY: Moderate
SURVEYOR TELEPHONE: 50598950852 DESCRIPTION OF COMMUNITY SIGNIFICANCE:
SURVEYOR EMAIL: p@intergate.com essential hsitosric form, massing, and features are preserved

OTHER INFORMATION OF INTEREST:  (Such as historical, legendary, structural, former ownership, character-defining features, efc.)

This historic structure, while having had its former portal infilled in modern time, retains sufficient historic integrity of location, setting
materials, feeling and association to warrant its preservation.

The building and property appears to have some relationship with the property and residence to its north. Also a property owned by the
Hansen family, the northern property is accessed from this one through a gate in the low rock wall along the north property line.

IS PROPERTY INDIVIDUALLY LISTED ON A REGISTER?: No IS PROPERTY (N A REGISTERED DISTRICT?: Yes
INDIVIDUALLY LISTED ON SRCP?: No DISTRICT DESIGNATION: Contributing
INDIVIDUALLY LISTED ON NRHP?: No DISTRICT NAME:

IF NOT LISTED, IS IT ELIGIBLE?:  No Downtown and Eastside Historic District

r'f ELIGIBLE, WHY? DISTRICT IS ON THE SRCP?: Yes

ARE CONTINUATON SHEETS ATTACHED? V] DISTRICT IS ON THE NRHP?: . Yes
CONTINUATION SHEET PAGE NUMBERS: 1 IS HCPI FORM 2 ATTACHED?:







Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

Site Address:
449 CAMINO MONTE VISTA

To Be Completed By Applicant:
Date Submitted:  10-7-24

Property Owner of Record: JOSEPH & MARY CLARK JOINT TRUSTProposed Construction Description:

Applicant/Agent Name:  LORN TRYK NEW RESIDENCE

Contact Person Phone Number: ( 50p - 4700949 TOTAL ROOF AREA: 7334 SF

Zoning District: RC5 Lot Coverage : 23.2 ¢,
0Open Space Required:

Overlay: o0 Escarpment
o Flood Zone* Setbacks:
o Other: Proposed Front: 10 Minimum: 7

nd 9 0
Submittals Reviewed with PZR: 2" Front? 87-9 7

X Legal Lot of Record 0 Development Plan &XBuilding

Proposed Rear: Minimum:

o ] j Proposed Sides: LS' RS5' Minimum: 5
Plans O Existing Site Plan XProposed Site Plan XX - —
Elevations Height: Proposed  17'-6

Maximum Height: 18'-0" or
Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: XRegulated by Historic Districts Ordinance

0 Zero Lot Line Affidavit o Regulated by Escarpment District
Access and Visibility: o Arterial or Collector** Parking Spaces:
o Visibility Triangle Required Proposed 3 Aemeasisie
Use of Structure: X Residential Minimum:_3
o Commercial Type of Use: Bicycle Parking**:

Terrain: o 30% slopes Proposed:_ Minimum:
** Commercial Requirement

* Requires an additional review conducted by Technical Review Division.
** Requires an additional review conducted by the Traffic Engineering Division.

THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING REVIEW WILL BE PERFORMED AT THE TIME OF
BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

LORN TRYK [COWNER ¥APPLICANT 0AGENT]

PRINT NAME
hereby certifies that the information provided for preliminary zoning review is accurate and will not be modified without consulting

Land Use Department staff prior to submittal for Historic Districts Review Board review.

10-7-24

SIGNATURE DATE

To Be Completed By City Staff: 2024-009268PAR
Additional Agency Review if Applicable:
o Escarpment Approval by Date: /

o Flood Plain Approval by Date: / C

o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date:  / /
Notes:

Zoning Approval:
%Preliminary Approval owith conditions 0 Rejected
omments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: DATE: _10/10 /2024

Original color form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) application packet.

Revised 20 November 2020
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City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #H-11-081

Address-449 Camino Monte Vista.

Agent’s Name- Elisabeth Wagner
Owner/Applicant’s Name- Theodora Portago

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (*Board”) for heal
October 13, 2015.

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY: .

449 Camino Monte Vista is a single-family residence that was constructed betwe
1949 and 1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. The original southeast corner was in
one bay of the garage was infilled on the south elevation, and a non-historic portal was
constructed. The structure is listed as non-contributing to the Downtown & Eastside His
District.

On April 28, 2015, the HDRB approved demolition of the non-contributing struct
approved construction of a 1,568 square foot residential structure to the maximum allov
height of 18' with a pitched roof exception request.

Now, the applicant proposes to amend the previous approval with the following 1
items.

1. The total square footage has increased slightly to 1,641 with a decrease in the
the entry portal.

2. A cross gable will be added to the previously approved pitched roof with a met
standing seam finish.

3. Fenestration design has been changed. Non-divided lites on the west elevatio
not be publicly visible.

4. Exterior lights will be a lantern-styled sconce.

~ Finding of Fact Form
HDRB Case # H-11-081

p.1



FINDINGS OF FACT

1. After conducting public hearings and having heard from the Applicant and all int
persons, the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

2. Zoning staff determined that the Application meets underlying zoning standards

3. Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of this application which cc
with Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and A
and (E) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

4. The projectis subject to requirements of the following sections of the Santa Fe L.
Development Code: Section 14-5.2(D)(g) General Design Standards, Height Pitct
and Massing and Section 14-5.2(F) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

5. The property is located in the following district:

_X_Downtown and Eastside Historic District

Historic Review District

Historic Transition District

Don Gaspar Area Historic District

—_ Westside-Guadalupe Historic District
6. An Exception Request was Applicable to this Application:
X __No Exception Request Applicable
Exception Request Applicable:
—Exception criteria were met
__ Exception criteria were not met

7. Under Sections 14-2.6(C), 14-2.7(C)(2), 14-5.2(A)1), 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-d & f) a
5.2(Q)(3)(b), the Board has authority to review, approve, with or without conditis
deny, all or some of the Applicant’s proposed design to assure overall complianc
applicable design standards.

8. Under Section 14-5.2(C)(3)(b), the Board has the authority to approve an applicat
alteration or new construction on the condition that changes relating to e
appearance recommended by the Board be made in the proposed work, and no |
is to issue until new exhibits, satisfactory to the Board, have been submitted.

9. The information contained in the Application, and provided in testimony and evi
establishes that all applicable requirements have been met. -

Finding of Fact Form
HDRB Case # H-11-082
p.2
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimo
the Board acted upon the Application as follows:
1. ‘The Board has the authority to review and approve
2. The Board approved the Application as submitted.
a. No additional conditions.
b. X___Additional Conditions, which are:
i. Condition that there will be no visibl

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS X7 DAY oF Octoes
REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

Chairperson

A
APPROVED AS TO FORM
Assistant City Attorney

Finding of Fact Form
HDRB Case # H-11-081

pP-3



City 8t Santa Fe, Rew Mexico

200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909
www.santafenm.gov

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor Councilors:
Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist.

Patti J. Bushee, Dist.

Signe I. Lindell, Dist.

Joseph M. Maestas, Dist.

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist.

Christopher M. Rivera, Dist.

Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist.

Bill Dimas, Dist.

AW W N R =N

Project description: Elisabeth Wagner, agent for Theodora Portago, owner, proposes to amend a
previous approval to construct a 1,641 sq. ft. residential structure to the maximum allowable
height of 18’ with square footage, massing, and other changes.

Case number: H-11-081
Project Type: HDRB /

PROJECT LOCATION (S): 449 Camino Monte Vista

PROJECT NAMES:
" OW — Theodora Portago 449 Camino Monte Vista

Santa Fe, NM 87501 ' 505-920-2928

AP — Elisabeth Wagner | 518 Old Santa Fe Trail Ste. one #628
. Santa Fe, NM 87505

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their
hearing on October 13, 2015. The decision of the Board was to approve the application with the
conditions that the previously approved materials, finishes, and colors shall not be changed and

that there shall be no publicly-visible rooftop appurtenances. For further information please call
955-6605. :

Sincerely,

David Rasch
Supervising Planner, Historic Preservation Division

NOTE: Applicant can use this action letter to apply for construction permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the appeal
period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerk’s office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your permit will be
denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please attach copies of this letter
to all sets when submitting for construction permits.




To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Richard Stump and | am constructing a fenc:
. Portago, at 449 Camino Monte Vista. We applied for pet
foot high coyote fence with an uneven top and received

The cedar posts we ordered could only be ordered as se
to cut them down to the height that my daughter request
approved, six (6) feet. We are not finished with the fence
the majority of the posts, and will begin cutting the posts
posts and finish up the back side of the fence which was
Due to my personal work schedule, the final work on the
until November, 2015.

"When the work is complete, the fence will comply with wi
every intention of making changes to the fence so that it

If you have any questions you can call me at 505-470-0€

Richard Sturhp

e

Theodora Portago, Owner
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S

To Be Completed By Applicant: Pilsdoges;
Date Submitted: 8/\'5/ 1S Lu’\q
Property Owner of Record: /\'\}\e@dcxv\@r—\qc\o Proposed Constru
Applicant/Agent Name: (= \} 50\\06’\'\/\ UQMC\W%(‘ /\L&(\’io\)@ &
Contact Person Phone Number: ( 509 720 - Z“tl‘é‘) TOTAL ROOF Al

. H /
Zoning District: /2( -2

Overlay: O Escarpment
o Flood Zone*
o Other:

Submittals Reviewed with PZR:

& Legal Lot of Record o Development Plan 0 Building Plans
s’ Existing Site Plan #Proposed Site Plan ﬁ Elevations

Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit:
-0 Zero Lot Line Affidavit

Access and Visibilify: o Arterial or Collector**
‘ o Visibility Triangle Required

O Residential
o Commercial Type of Use:

Use of Structure:

i
1
i

Terrain: O 30%:slopes

* Requires an additional review conducted by Technical Review Division.
** Requires an additional review conducted by the Traffic Engineering Division.

THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZO
TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

R \

\ V‘@cﬁ‘)fv\ ;WA'U\CJ\O mﬂ
~ PRINTNAME N\ 4

hereby certifies that the information provided for preliminary zoning review is accurate ar

Land Use Department staff prior to submittal for Historic Districts Review Board review.

SIGNATURE

To Be Completed By City Staff:
Additional Agency Review if Applicable:

o Escarpment Approval by Date: /[
o Flood Plain Approval by Date: / /
o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date:  / /
Notes: 4
|
Zoning Approval:

25Preliminary Approval owith conditions 0 Rejected
Comments/Condiltions:

REVIEWER: ZW/A / 4 Ot g

Original color form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) appli
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DATE: October 13, 2015

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members

FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner in Historic Preservation]_
CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 449 Camino Monte Vi

Historic Status: NA
Historic District: Downtown & Ea

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS
x_ Case Synopsis X___ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall

& fence standards. ___Vicinity Map
Historic Inventory Form __Xx__ Site Plan/Floor Plan
_X__Zoning Review Sheet _Xx__Elevations
____ Other: __X__ Photographs
____ Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Se
5.2(D)(9) General Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E
Downtown & Eastside Historic District.




.

ROUND & SUMMARY:

49 Camino Monte Vista is a single-family residence that was constru
1 19490 and 1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. The original si
ras infilled, one bay of the garage was infilled on the south elevation,
dsortal was constructed. The structure is listed as non-contributing to
vn & Eastside Historic District.

in April 28, 2015, the HDRB approved demolition of the non-contribu
2 and approved construction of a 1,568 square foot residential structi
m allowable height of 18' with a pitched roof exception request.

'ow, the applicant proposes to amend the previous approval with the
1S. ’

. The total square footage has increased slightly to 1,641 with a dect
1€ entry portal.

. A cross gable will be added to the previously approved pitched rooi
anding seam finish.

. Fenestration design has been changed. Non-divided lites on the w
1 will not be publicly visible.

. Exterior lights will be a lantern-styled sconce.
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August 11, 2015

Historic Design Review Board
City of Santa Fe

P.O. Box 909

Santa Fe, NM 87504

RE: 449 Camino Monte Vista
Members of the Board:

It is our pleasure to submit a proposal for the house to be built at 449 Camino
Monte Vista. The project was submitted and approved at your hearing on April 28,
2015. In the interim, Ms. Portago has hired me to assist in developlng the details of
her house and we propose the following changes:

Change of Massing;:

_In order to delineate the entry of the house, we propose a cross gable at the South
Elevation.

-We have reduced the size of the Entry Portal.

Final Window Design:

-We have developed window placement, size, and Territorial trim details

-We have detailed the Entry Portal and posts.

Change of Floor Plan

_The Floor Plan is now 1356 square feet heated, 285 square feet unheated with a
footprint of 1641 square feet.

Light Fixtures:

-Exterior Sconces have been chosen and tear sheet submitted.

We respectfully submit our proposal and look forward to a favorable response.

Cordially,
Elisabeth Wagner

s oLdsancaFctrall
SUICE ONC #6106
SANCA FE NCUJMEXICO 671505
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D‘  HF 169-1

Fixture Size: 12" D1, 20" H
1 X 100W - MED.
Shown in #38- Verde

HF 169-2 |
Fixture Size: 10" Di1A, 16" H
1X60W - MED. RS

PM 169-3 S PM 169-4 . PM 169-5
Fixture Size: 14" Dia, 26" H " Fixture Size: 12" DIA, 21"H . Fixture Size: 10" Di1A, 18" H
1 X 100W - MED. ' 1 x 100W - MED. ' 1 X 75W - MED.
D _ Shown in #44- Antique Umber - . Shown in #48- Black Rust Shown in #42p- Premium Vintage Rust

1000 Chestnut Street, Burbank, CA 91506 « (818)753-4559, Phone * (818) 563-1015, Fax
e-mail: sales@artedemexico.com * www.artedemexico.com ¢ Copyright © Arte De Mexico. All Rights Reserved. @
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DATE: September 8, 2015

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members

FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner in Historic Preservation Dﬂ
Laa—————————— |

CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 449 Camino Monte Vista
Historic Status: NA
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

x__ Case Synopsis X__ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. Vicinity Map

Historic Inventory Form X__ Site Plan/Floor Plan

X__ Zoning Review Sheet X__ Elevations

____Other: X__ Photographs

Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-
5.2(D)(9) General Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E)
Downtown & Eastside Historic District.




- ———

e e —

Ot R o et Krme b b e e memsy e
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IROUND & SUMMARY:

49 Camino Monte Vista is a single-family residence that was constrt
1 1949 and 1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. The original s
vas infilled, one bay of the garage was infilled on the south elevation
portal was constructed. The structure is listed as non-contributing to
nn & Eastside Historic District.

n April 28, 2015, the HDRB approved demolition of the non-contribu
3 and approved construction of a 1,568 square foot residential struct
m allowable height of 18' with a pitched roof exception request.

low, the applicant proposes to amend the previous approval with the
1S.

. The total square footage has increased slightly to 1,641 with a deci
ne entry portal.

. A cross gable will be added to the previously approved pitched roof
anding seam finish.

. Fenestration design has been changed. Non-divided lites on the w
1 will not be publicly visible.

. Exterior lights will be a lantern-styled sconce.
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ITEM # /‘5—0333

City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #H-11-081

Address-449 Camino Monte Vista
Owner/Applicant’s Name-Theodora Portago
Agent’s Name-Sommer Karnes & Associates

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing on April
28, 2015 upon the application (“Application”) of Sommer Karnes & Associates as agent for
Theodora Portago, owner (“Applicant™).

449 Camino Monte Vista is a single-family residence that was constructed between 1949 and
1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. The original southeast corner was infilled, one bay of
the garage was infilled on the south elevation, and a non-historic portal was constructed. The
structure is listed as non-contributing to the Downtown & Eastside Historic District. '

The Applicant proposes to remodel the property with the following three items.

1. The non-contributing structure will be demolished. The building is not historically
important, it does not represent a unique block section, and the building official cites structural
and code compliance issues.

- 2. A 1,568 square foot residential structure will be constructed to the maximum allowable
height of 18'. It is designed in the northern New Mexico Territorial Revival style with a pitched
roof. The building will feature a standing-seam metal roof, portals with square posts, Territorial
cornices above windows and doors, and an earthen plaster finish on walls. While there are
pitched roof structures in the streetscape, the code requirement of 50% is not met. Therefore, an
Exception is requested to construct a pitched roof (Section 14-5.2(D)(9)(d)).

3. A yardwall will be constructed at the northwest corner to the maximum allowable
height of 8'.

After conducting public hearings and having heard from the Applicant and all interested persons,
the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Board heard testimony from staff, Applicant, and other people interested in the
Application.

Zoning staff determined that the Application meets underlying zoning standards.

Staff recommends approval of the exception request to construct a pitched roof and
recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2(D)(9)

bt

HDRB Case # 11-081
p-1



11.

12.

13.

General Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E) Downtown &
Eastside Historic District.
The property is located in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District and the project is
subject to requirements of the following sections of the Santa Fe Land Development
Code:

a. Section 14-3.14(G), Demolition of Historic Structures

b. Section 14-5.2(D), General Design Standards

c. Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(i-vi), Height, Pitch, Scale, Massing and Floor Stepbacks

Exceptions.

d. Section 14-5.2(E), Downtown and Eastside Historic District
Under Sections 14-2.6(C), 14-2.7(C)(2), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-d & f) and 14-
5.2(C)(3)(b), the Board has authority to review, approve, with or without conditions, or
deny, all or some of the Applicant’s proposed design to assure overall compliance with
applicable design standards.
Under Section 14-5.2(C)(3)(b), the Board has the authority to approve an application for
alteration or new construction on the condition that changes relating to exterior
appearance recommended by the Board be made in the proposed work, and no permit is
to issue until new exhibits, satisfactory to the Board, have been submitted.
Under Section 14-3.14(C), City staff must provide information to the Board on a
structure under consideration for demolition.
Under Section 14-3.14(G), the general rule is that Board shall consider the historic
importance of the structure, whether the structure is an essential part of the unique street
section/block front, whether the street section/block front will be reestablished by a
proposed new structure and the state of repair and structural stability of the structure.
The structure is not an essential part of the unique street section/block front.

. Under Section 14-5.2(D)(9)(d), the general rule is: “If the determined streetscape

includes over fifty percent buildings with pitched roofs, the proposed building may have
a pitched roof. A pitched roof is defined as a gable, shed, or hipped roof. The pitch of
the roof shall match the predominant pitch extant in the streetscape.”

The Exception meets the Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(i) criterion because the request will not
alter the character of the streetscape because five other pitched roof structures already
exist within the streetscape and the proposed pitched roof is in keeping with those and
others historically built in the area.

The Exception meets the Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(ii) criterion because a pitched roof
remedies hardship to the Applicant and prevents an injury to the public welfare because
the Applicant requires a natural healthy home, and the materials needed to construct the
home require the protection of a pitched roof in order to preserve their integrity.

The Exception meets the Section 14-14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(iii) criterion because the project will
strengthen the heterogeneous character of the City because a pitched roof, territorial-style
structure of Light Straw-Clay and natural earth stucco would strengthen the unique
heterogeneous character of the City.

14. The Exception meets the Section 14-14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(iv) criterion because there are

special circumstances due to the need for building materials to be used for health and
environmental reasons.

HDRB Case # 11-081
p.2
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15. The Exception meets the Section 14-14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(v) criterion because there are
circumstances that are not the fault of the Applicant because there is a need for bt
materials to be used for health and environmental reasons.

16. The Exception meets the Section 14-14-5.2(C)(5)(c)(vi) criterion because there
negative impact as the roof is being modified to the style that best embodic
represents the unique character of Santa Fe architectural vernacular to bene
neighborhood, while simultaneously allowing the Applicant to meet her heal
welfare requirements.

17. The Applicant at the hearing stated roof color would be slate grey and the chimney
be light tan sandstone veneer.

18. The information contained in the Application, and provided in testimony and evi
establishes that all applicable requirements have been met.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimony submitted during the hearii
Board acted upon the Application as follows:

1. The Board has the authority to review and approve the Application.

2. The Board approved the Application and the Exception with the conditions:
Applicant’s selection of materials shall be considered as part of the applicatic
(b) exterior lighting shall be submitted to staff for review and approval.

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS gzﬂi)AY OF MAY 2015, THE HISTORIC DISTR
REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

//\\ o Lﬁ%@/ s
Sharob/W ovds Date:

Chair

FILED

Yatoncia ¢y sg 513[15
landa Y. Vi Date:
ity Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM

2N (/\'\ 6/vis
Zachary Shandler Date:
Assistant City Attorney -

HDRB Case # 11-081
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City of Santa Fe, New Mexico
: 200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909

www.santafenm.gov

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor Councilors:
Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist.

PattiJ. Bushee, Dist.

Signe I. Lindell, Dist.

Joseph M. Maestas, Dist.

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist.

Christopher M. Rivera, Dist. 3

Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4

Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

W N = =N

Project description: Summer Karnes and Associates, agents for Theodora Portago, owner,
propose a historic status review of a contributing residential structure.

Case number: H-11-081

Project Type: HDRB

PROJECT LOCATION(S): 449 Camino Monte Vista

PROJECT NAMES:

OW — Theodora Portago 460 Camino de las Animas
Santa Fe, NM 87501 505-920-2928

AP — Summer Karnes & Associates P.O. Box 2476

Santa Fe, NM 87504 505-989-3800

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their
hearing on October 28, 2014. The decision of the Board was to downgrade the historic status of
the residence from contributing to non-contributing. For further information please call 955-
6605.

Sincerely,

David Rasch
Supervising Planner, Historic Preservation Division

NOTE: Applicant can use this action letter to apply for construction permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the appeal
period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerk’s office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your permit will be
denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please attach copies of this letter
to all sets when submitting for construction permits.
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October 28, 2014
TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members

FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner in Historic Preservation ‘DJL

CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 449 Camino Monte Vista
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

x__ Case Synopsis X __ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. Vicinity Map

X __ Historic Inventory Form Site Plan/Floor Plan

Zoning Review Sheet Elevations
x__ Other: Photographs

_____ Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends downgrading the historic status from contributing to non-
contributing due to non-historic alterations in compliance with Section 14-5.2(C)
Regulation of Historic Structures.




;ROUND & SUMMARY:

149 Camino Monte Vista is a single-family res|
n 1949 and 1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Reviy
iting to the Downtown & Eastside Historic Dis

"he 2007 Historic Cultural Property Inventory |
or this structure, recognizing that the original
one bay of the garage was infilled on the souf
ras constructed. The applicant requests an hi
e.




SOMMER KARNES & ASSOCI

Mailing Address
Post Office Box 2476
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-2476

Street Address
200 West Marcy Street, Suite 133
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Tele?h9ne: (505) 989.3800 September 16,2014
Facsimile: (505) 982.1745

David Rasch

City of Santa Fe Historic Preservation Division

200 Lincoln

Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re:  Request for Status Review — 449 Camino Monte Vi
Submitted under Old Business — Case #11-081

Dear David:

On behalf of property owner Theodora Portago, we request
out for the above-referenced property and placed on the ne:
understand is October 14.

Attached are copies of the Historic Cultural Properties Inve
5/22/07, the plat and the deed. Please note that since the de
lot split shown on the plat, it covers both 460 Camino de la
property at 449 Camino Monte Vista. ~

Please confirm that the matter will be heard on the October
additional materials by this Friday, September 19. If we do
request that the matter be heard on the following agenda.

seph M. Karnes



Historic District Review Board
Santa Fe, NM

RE: Request to (
Gentlemen:

We understand that at your Octobe
Designation of the property at 449 C:

My husband, Hartley, and I are or
CMYV is one of the few dirt roads in ¢
traffic than the road was designed to
“charm” of the existing homes.

If, however, the plan is to remode
“Santa Fe way”, we would not oppos

Sincerely,

Brenda Bingham



i

STATE OF NEW MEXICO % ) SEP 3
COUNTY OF SANTAFE )

AFFIDAVIT OF JOSETTE DE LA HARPE

I, Josette De La Harpe, being first duly sworn and under oath, do hereby de
state as follows:

1. [ am over 18 years of age, and [ make the following statements upor
personal knowledge.
2. My late husband, Volker De La Harpe, and I purchased the property

corner of Miller Street and Camino de las Animas on June 20, 1963.

3. I have lived in the house on that property continuously since that de
present.
4, I have been familiar with the property known as 460 Camino de las .

(the “Tract A-1") and 449 Camino Monte Vista (the “Tract A-2") shown the certain
survey entitled "Lot Split Plant of Survey Prepared for Theodora Portage of Tract
Camino de las Animas,” recorded in the records of the Santa Fe County Clerk, on M
2012, at Plat book 745, Page 012, which plat is attached hereto as Exﬁibit B

5. Victor and Marjorie Hansen purchased Tract A-1 and Tract A-2 for I
year. However, at that time the two Tracts properties comprised a single tract of 1

6. The Hansens were very good friends of ours, and our fémily spent a
deal of time together in their house and on their property. I remained friends witt

Hansens for the remainder of their lives.



7. After we moved into our house, the Hansen:
renovations to their property, and I am personally familiar
additions and remodeling that the Hansens made to their t

8. In addition to many changes on the main res
Hansens made many changes to the Gu_esthouse/ Garage (S
into our property.

9. Specifically, prior to any renovations by the |
Guesthouse/Garage shown on Tract A-2, I was familiar wit

10.  First, they enclosed the open portal on the s¢
guesthouse/garage, adding a wall on the newly created sot
window to the newly created east fagade. (the “Portal Encl

11. Second, they converted an denclosed one of
and two windows on the south fagade (the “Garage Conver
Installations” on Exhibit A).

12. Third, and sometime after the changes descr
on the south and east fagade of the guesthouse (the “Portal

13.  The photo attached as Exhibit B shows the o
Guesthouse/Garage prior to its enclosure. The portal was
south and east sides were open.

14.  The photos attached as Exhibit C show the sc
Portal Enclosure.

15.  The photos attached as Exhibit D shows the

Door Installations on the south fagades.



The photos attached as Exhibits E, F, G and H show the Portal Addit
uth facades.

All of the changes described above in this affidavit to the Guesthous
er the Hansens moved on to their property in 1971.

iant sayeth naught.

iﬁZ— (. Q??éu’ X

.a Harpe

foregoing was subscribed and sworn to before me by Josette De La Har
7 of September 2014.

;sion expires: 3-11-15 %/ )U /%WW\«—’

/ Karl H. Sommer
Notary Public
State of New Mexico
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Return to First American Title Insurance Company
File No. 1365894-SF01 SJL

WARRANTY DEED

Marjory M. Hansen and her successors in interest as Trustee of the Marital Trust created pursuant to
Paragraph (B) of Article THIRD of the Victor H. and Marjory M. Hansen Trust under agreement,
dated September 13, 1993, for consideration paid, grant(s) to Theodora Portago, an unmarried
woman whose address is 460 Camino de las Animas, Santa Fe, NM, Santa Fe, NM, the following

described real estate in Santa Fe County, New Mexico:

Tract A, as shown on plat entitied “Boundary Survey prepared for Victor Hansen , Marjory M. Hansen
and Theodora Portago”, filed in the 8-0; the County Clerk, Santa Fe County, New Mexico, on
st 2009, in Plat Book ,page O\ .as Instrument No.

A8
Subject to patent reservations, restrictions, and easements of record and taxes for the
year 2009 and subsequent years.

with warranty covenants.

WITNESS my/our hand(s) and seal(s) this Eighteenth day of August, 2009.

Marjory M. Hansen and her successors in
interest as Trustee of the Marital Trust
created pursuant to Paragraph (B) of Article
THIRD of the Victor H. and Marjory M.
Hansen Trust under agreement

A IR k' %AM/VW
Je B nﬁTmstee

Representative Capacity
State of New Mexico )
)8
County of Santa Fe )
This instrument was acknowledged before spaon August 18, 2009, b ﬁ ery Brannen as
Turstee of Hansen Marital Trust, a . / W
) f
My commission expires: Notary Public
- il P
(Sea) T \,__‘:-; * "osncm.sen‘w - -
LA STEPHANIE LEMASTER
2\ 2, Notary p“"%}g
LIRRRANTY DEED ' Stata of Nuw {Q
OF SANTR FE ) X . Expires,
F NEW MEXICO ) ss PRGES: 1 v vaf“‘"‘_ e <

y Certify That This Instrument Uas Filed for
On The 18TH Day Of August, 2009 at 03:09:04 PN
Duly Recorded as Instrument B 1574523 )
Recards Of Santg-Fe County

Uitne y Hand And Seal Of Office
— Valerie Espinoza
el T T County Clerk, Santa Fe, NN
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GENERAL NOTES

1, SITE PLAN PER LOT SPLIT SURVEY PLAT
PREPARED BY DAWSON SURVEYS INC.
FILE #8956LE DATED O4/11/2012.

SHOWN ARE PER THE CITY OF SANTA FE
GIS MAPFING SYSTEM. FIELD VERIFY AS
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Preli‘glinary Zoning Review.Worksheet

City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

¥ P
‘z‘\/

1 d¢
Wlingg,
o
o
-
g,
om0

R
1??(?
BN

NPo

Site Address:

To Be Completed By Applicant:
Date Submitted: 3 | 30 / 15
Property Owner of Record: 'ﬂ»eoc’ ora Por +6\90 . .,
Applicant/Agent Name: Sc()'f"" KW‘-/ L"?L'}(MJ:FV( Z""‘dw E’”’l “’7 Qes'ale“at 4. BU‘ )d(. UCOJ
Contact Person Phone Number: ($65) $77- 954 ¢ TOTAL ROOF AREA: 1900 5F
Zoning District: }k’ -4 Lot Coverage : S %

: oOpen Space Required:

S Camine Mout< Vs 14

Proposed Construction Description:

Overlay: 0 Escarpment
o Flood Zone* ' Setbacks:
o Other: Proposed Front: Minimum:

nd 9
Submittals Reviewed with PZR: 2" Front?

. Legal Lot of Record 0 Development Plan 0 Building Plans groposed Re ar:‘ o Mmlmprp: ——
e . : roposed Sides: L R Minimum:
& Existing Site Plan rProposed Site Plan Q{Elevatlons - I
) . . . . Height: Proposed
Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: Maximum Height:_— ar
0 Zero Lot Line Affidavit o Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance
Access and Visibility: o Arterial or Collector** 0 Regulated by Escarpment District
o Visibility Triangle Required Parking Spaces: '

Use of Structure: o Residential Proposed Accessible
o Commercial Type of Use: Minimum:_____

Terrain: 0 30% slopés Bicycle Parking**:

Proposed: Minimum:

** Commercial Requirement

* Requires an additional review conducted by Technical Review Division.
** Requires an additional review conducted by the Traffic Engineering Division.

THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING REVIEW WILL BE PERFORMED AT THE
TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

L, L. Secott Clierry [JOWNER CAPPLICANT YAGENT]
PRINT NAME '

hereby certifies that the information provided for preliminary zoning review is accurate and will not be modified without consulting

Land Use Department staff prior to submittal for Historic Districts Review Board review.

ST G — 3/30 |15

SIGNATURE / U [DATE /

To Be Completed By City Staff:

Additional Agency Review if Applicable:

0 Escarpment Approval by Date:  / [/

o Flood Plain Approval by Date: / /

o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date: /|
Notes:

Zoning Approval:
‘é_y f’reliminary Approval owith conditions 0 Rejected

Comments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: Zo2/A %M 7 | DATE: 7 /701 /5

Original color form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) application packet.

Revised 1-14-13
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DATE: October 28, 2014
TO: Historic Districts Review Board Memt
FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner in I

CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: :
. Historic Sta
Historic Dis'

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPL

X__ Case Synopsis X

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. !

X___ Historic Inventory Form X
X__ Zoning Review Sheet X
x__ Other: bldg. official rpt. X

\D[A,S’l/\'e calC

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the exception re
and recommends approval of this application which c«
General Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and M:
Eastside Historic District.

i
I
|
I



BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

449 Camino Monte Vista is a single-family residence that was constri
between 1949 and 1953 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. The original s
corner was infilled, one bay of the garage was infilled on the south elevation.
historic portal was constructed. The structure is listed as non-contributing to
Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

The applicant proposes to remodel the property with the following thre

1. The non-contributing structure will be demolished. The building is 1
historically important, it does not represent a unique block section, and the b
official cites structural and code compliance issues.

2. A 1,568 square foot residential structure will be constructed to the t
allowable height of 18'. It is designed in the northern New Mexico Territorial
style with a pitched roof. The building will feature a standing-seam metal roc
with square posts, Territorial cornices above windows and doors, and an ear
finish on walls. While there are pitched roof structures in the streetscape, th:
requirement of 50% is not met. Therefore, an exception is requested to cons
pitched roof (Section 14-5.2(D)(9)(d)) and the required exception responses
end of this report.

3. A yardwall will be constructed at the northwest corner to the maxim
allowable height of 8'.

EXCEPTION TO CONSTRUCT A PITCHED ROOF (14-5.2(D)(9)(d))

)] Do not damage the character of the streetscape;

Five other pitched roof structures already exist within the streetscape and the propos
roof is in keeping with those and others historically built in the area and, therefore, ¢
damage the streetscape.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(ii) Prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

The owner requires a natural healthy home, and the materials needed to construct the
require the protection of a pitched roof in order to preserve their integrity.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(iii)  Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a ful
design options to ensure that the residents can continue to reside within the Historic




We believe that a pitched roof, territorial-style structure of
stucco would strengthen the unique heterogeneous characte
particular. The genuine authenticity of the material would
in a beneficial way while respecting the historic character ¢

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.
(iv)  Are due to special conditions and circumstances wh
structure involved and which are not applicable to other lan

streetscape,

The pitched roof will protect the integrity of the straw-clay
materials to be used for health and environmental reasons.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(v)  Are due to special conditions and circumstances wh
the applicant;

Current historic code prevents us from building a structure
to meet the health and welfare requirements of the owner.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(vi)  Provide the least negative impact with respect to the
section 14-5.2(A)(1).

We have chosen a roof design that provides the least negati
that best embodies and represents the unique character of S:
benefit the neighborhood, while simultaneously allowing th
welfare requirements.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.




City & Santa Fe

200 Lincoln Aven

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor

April 2, 2015

David Rasch,
Historic Preservation

Re: 449 Camino Monte Vista

On April 1, 2015, I conducted an inspection of an existing single 1
referenced address. The structure is approximately 1565 square f¢
feet, the garage is 280 square feet and the portal is 350 square feet
concrete block with wood roof framing.

My inspection was a visual observation only and it appears that th
early 1950’s. The structure does not conform to energy codes or s
pane and no insulation on the exterior walls. There are some signs
portal supports that are rotting at the bottom and the condition of t
building does not comply with the current electrical codes as it ha:
the site is graded toward the foundation of the structure and does 1
requirements.

Sincerely,

I

Bobby Padilla,
Building Inspector Supervisor
Inspection & Enforcement Division
Land Use Department



| Letter

seeking approval to remove the existing structure at 449 Camino Monte
ice it with a new stray-clay structure.

nolition

vner is proposing to remove the existing structure. The structure was bt
metime between 1949 and 1953, with several significant alterations
curring after 1972. On October 28th, 2014, during a status review, the
stricts Review Board designated the structure as non-contributing.

¢ Construction

vner is proposing to replace the existing structure with a new stray-clay,
ched roof structure.

are Footage

le new structure is proposed to be approximately one thousand one hunt
enty-eight (1,128) heated square feet. The portal area is proposed to be
proximately four hundred forty (440) square feet.

sight and Other Dimensions

1eight of eighteen (18) feet is proposed, which is the maximum allowable
ilding height calculated for the property. (See, Exhibit 1, Lisa Roach’s
/15/14 Email to Joseph Karnes, and, Exhibit 2, 449 Camino Monte Vista
lilding Height.)

e structure is proposed to be fifty-four (54) feet, as viewed from the sout
ist facades, by thirty (30) feet, as viewed from the east and north facade:
rtal area is included in these dimensions.

aterials, Colors and Finishes

vner is proposing that the structure be built out of straw-clay with natural
icco and a metal colored grey standing seam roof. White lime stucco is
yposed for the areas under the portal. The portal posts are proposed to
ritorial in style and painted white; the roof rafters, beams and decking ar:



Jposed to be painted white. The flooring of the portal is proposed to be t
d the owner is proposing a natural stone chimney.

ndows and Door

vner is proposing french and half french doors; and casement wirdows &
)posed. The windows and doors are proposed to be white metal clad w
h territorial-style white wood trim.

e queshinn o uild au B e dar \afla feace alomg He ol
u for your consideration of the above. ©°P¢Y/ wheve ¥l o clom
8.’ —i\/\p\v\\ﬂ \/uu \‘ b



Exception Request

Owner is requesting an exception for a pitched roof. Itis
an exception complies with all the criteria listed as follows

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

Do not damage the character of the streetscape;

Three other pitched roof structures already exist wi
proposed pitched roof is in keeping with those and
area and, therefore, does not damage the streetsc:

Prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury 1

The owner requires a natural heaithy home, and th
construct the home require the protection of a pitct
preserve their integrity.

Strengthen the unique heterogeneous characte
full range of design options to ensure that the r
reside within the Historic Districts;

We believe that a pitched roof, territorial-style struc
natural earth stucco would strengthen the unique h
City and the neighborhood in particular. The genui
would enhance the range of design options in a be
the historic character of the area.

Are due to special conditions and circumstanct
land or structure involved and which are not ap
structures in the related streetscape;

The pitched roof will protect the integrity of the stra
building materials to be used for health and enviror
Are due to special conditions and circumstance

the actions of the applicant; and

Current historic code prevents us from building a s
that is necessary to meet the health and welfare re



ovide the least negative impact with respect to the purpose of this
«ction as set forth in section 14-5.2(A)(1).

e have chosen a roof design that provides the least negative impzct, anc
ddified it to the style that best embodies and represents the unique chare
inta Fe architectural vernacular to benefit the neighborhood, while

nuitaneously allowing the owner to meet her health and welfare requiren

u for your consideration of the above.
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Hi, Joseph -

I have been revisiting the height calculation for 449 Camino Monte Vista, as you requested. | a
your pointing out to me that the lot is at a Y-intersection rather than just on the corner and dir
to the section of the code that describes exclusions. | recalculated a maximum height of 18 fee
the following changes: 1) extended the applicable streetscape 300 ft down Camino Atalaya, an
excluded obvious out-buildings. | did not exclude the two structures you indicated to :ne were
unit” because | interpret the intention of that clause to mean large apartment complexes rath
duplexes or single family homes that have been converted to house 2 or 3 units. Since it is imp
drive out to examine each streetscape when doing a height calculation, we have to rely on our
interpretations based upon the building footprints in the official map. In looking at the two foc
you pointed out were “multi-unit”, it did not seem likely to me that these were built as multi-
complexes, and so | did not exclude them. It’s not a perfect system, but in the interest of equa
treatment, | went with this methodology. | hope that the extra foot of height will allow your cl
build to their satisfaction.

Let me know if you'd like to discuss further.

~ Lisa G. Roach

Senior Planner — Historic Preservation
City of Santa Fe

P.O. Box 909

200 Lincoln Ave.

Santa Fe, NM 87504-0909

Direct Line: 505-955-6660

Email: lgroach@santafenm.gov

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by MailScanner, and is
believed to be clean.



SOMMER KARNES & ASSOCIATES LLP

Mailing Address Karl H. Sommer, A
Post Office Box 2476 khs@somy
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-2476 Joseph M. Kamnes, A
jmk@somy
Street Address 3
200 West Mal'Cy Stl'eet, Suite 133 Mychal L. Delgado, Cerl
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 . mld@som
Telephone: (505) 989.3800 )
Facatmile (505) 982.1745 March 31, 2015 James R. Havley, A
Licensed in New Mexico
VIA HAND DELIVERY jh@som
David Rasch
City of Santa Fe Historic Preservation
200 Lincoln Ave.

Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re: 449 Monte Vista, Santa Fe, New Mexico

Dear David:

In accordance with our conversation last week, please find enclosed the Application
all attachments) on behalf of Theodora Portago for an exception to the standards relz

to pitched roofs in Downtown Eastside Historic Standards.

I am also enclosing the e-mail establishing the allowable height received from your
office. I provide this for your reference.

Please confirm that the application is complete and that nothing more is required.

Sincegely,

é 1 H. Sommer



° - i | X ®
City of Santa Fe, New Mexico
200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909
www.santafenm.gov

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor : Councilors:
Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist.

Patti J. Bushee, Dist.

Signe I. Lindell, Dist.

Joseph M. Maestas, Dist.

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist.

Christopher M. Rivera, Dist.

Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist.

Bill Dimas, Dist.

BSbh WO R, PN

Project description: Proposal to construct a 6° high coyote fence along the west lot line of a
contributing residential property.

Case number: H-11-081
- Project Type: HDRB
PROJECT LOCATION (S): 449 Camino Monte Vista
PROJECT NAMES:
OW — Theodora Portago 449 Camino Monte Vista
Santa Fe, NM 87501
AP — Sommer, Karnes & Associates, LLP P.O. Box 2476
Santa Fe, NM 87504-2476 505-989-3800

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their
hearing on July 22, 2014. The decision of the Board was to approve your application with the
recommendation that the coyote fence latillas shall be spaced and tapered in a similar manner to
the fence at the Water History Park and Museum on Upper Canyon Road, for which staff can
provide a photo for design assistance. For further information please call 955-6605.

Sincerely,

David Rasch

Planner Supervisor, Preservation Division

NOTE: Applicant can use this action letter to apply for construction permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the appeal

period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerk’s office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your permit will be
denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please attach copies of this letter

to all sets when submitting for construction permits.
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Attachment 1

Photograph 1
On Camino Monte Vista looking west toward Old Santa Fe Trail. Units 441 through 447 % Car

Vista are on the north side (right), and 448 Camino Monte Vista is on the south side (left).

Photograph 2 _
On Camino Monte Vista looking west toward Old Santa Fe Trail. 448 Camino Monte Vista is o

side (left).

Photograph 3
On Camino Monte Vista looking east. Units 447 and 447 % Camino Monte Vista are on the nc

(left), and 448 Camino Monte Vista is on the south side (right).

Photograph 4 )
On Camino Monte Vista looking east. Units 441 through 447 % Camino Monte Vista are on th

side (left).

Photograph 5
On Camino Monte Vista looking west at Unit 447 % showing the fence posts where fence con

proposed at 449 Camino Monte Vista.
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H pininary Zoning R
2{ e i Préliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
3} Voes: City of Santa Fe Land Use Department
N //»". ,‘Q 2/
e
To Be Completed By Applicant: Site Address: \
Date Submitted: = [6& ' !L'} qqq LA'Y\ ) Mb MU TR \/ 67'%
Property Owner of R e’cor J: TR ECDIRA an—T'ﬂM Prop?sed Construction Description:
Applicant/Agent Name: (AR L H . St {SVL F ENC’Q
Contact Person Phone Number: §{% Cﬁyﬁ - 3‘80& TOTAL ROOF AREA:
Zoning District: “ - R-K Lot Coverage : %
Overlay: o Escarpment oOpen Space Required:
o Flood Zone* Setbacks:
o Other: Proposed Front: Minimum:
Submittals Reviewed with PZR: 2" Front? ——
’ Proposed Rear: Minimum:

o Legal Lot of Record o Development Plan 0 Building Plans

Ng Flans  p.hosed Sides: LR Minimum:
O Existing Site Plan O Proposed Site Plan o Elevations roposed Sides: LR Mimmum:____

Height: Proposed

Supplemental Zoning Sl'lbmittals Required for Building Permit: Max it Height:_— or
0 Zero Lot Line Affidavit a Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance

Access and Visibility: o Arterial or Collector** o Regulated by Escarpment District

O Visibility Triangle Required Parking Spaces:
Use of Structure: o Residential Prgppsed Accessible

o Commercial Type of Use: Minimum:
Terrain: 0 30% slopes Bicycle Parking**:

Proposed: Minimum:

* Requires an additional review conducted by Technical Review Division.

** Commercial Requirement
** Requires an additional review conducted by the Traffic Engineering Division. o i

THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING REVIEW WILL BE PERFORMED AT THE
TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

Kiamnl H. SdWANE_ [COWNER )éAPPLICANT ;)iGENT]

PRINT NAME
hereby certifies that the information provided for preliminary zoning review is accurate and will not be modified without cpnsulting

Land Use Department staff prior to submittal for Historic Districts Review Board review.
fi

—— S/K //“)

SIGNATURE -~ [ [DATE

To Be Completed By City Staff:
Additional Agency Review if Applicable:

o Escarpment Approval by Date: /[

o Flood Plain Approval by Date: /[

o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date: __ / _/
Notes: ‘

Zoning Approval:
@®Preliminary Approval owith conditions o Rejected

Comments/Conditions: S Le 3} nsgrefie
_/JQ_L%MZLL_&AV

REVIEWER: s

Original color form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) application packet.

. Revised 1-14-13
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DATE: July 22, 2014
TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members

FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner in Historic Preservation D ﬁ

CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 449 Camino Monte Vista
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentiaily):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS
X __Case Synopsis X __ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. Vicinity Map

X ___ Historic Inventory Form X ___ Site Plan/Floor Plan

X__ Zoning Review Sheet X ___ Elevations

X __ Other: letter from neighbor Xx__ Photographs

Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-
5.2(D)(9) General design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E)
Downtown & Eastside Historic District.







SOMMER, KARNES & ASSOC.

Mailing Address
Post Office Box 2476
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-2476

Street Address
200 West Marcy Street, Suite 139
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Telephone:(505)989.3800
Facsimile:(505)982.1745

April 9,2014

VIA HAND DELIVERY

David Rasch

Historic Design Review Board Staff
P. O. Box 909

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504

Re:  Administrative Approval of Amendment
Property Address: 449 Camino Monte Vista
Owner: Theodora Portago
Property Legal: Lot 6, Blk 127
Existing Permit: 13-00000778

Dear David:

By this letter, we request the Board approval for a six-foot fenc
which property has already received approval for a fence along
Our client requests that the Board allow the fence along with sc
approved by the HDRB along the east side of the property. En
elevations.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

F10 Wl b

Karl H. Sommer



To: Historical Districts Review Board

200 Lincoln Avenue, Santa Fe, NM87501

From: Anne and James Thomson

447 % Camino Monte Vista, Santa Fe, NM87505

Reference: Application No. 13-00000778; dated 05/29/13 and subsequent fence construction on the
west side of 449 Camino Monte Vista; Notice to stop work: dated 03/25/14.

Dated: 04/17/14

Dear HDRB, please see below a copy of the contents of a letter to David Rasch, Planning Supervisor,
dated 04/17/14 ...

“David, we are following up on the e-mails and informal meeting with you on 04/03/14 regarding
application no. 13-00000778. The intent of this letter is to make formal our position in regard to the
non-permitted fence construction (and subsequent red tag) on the west side of 449 Camino Monte
Vista.

Our objections remain the same and we wish to make formal our position as stated in the e-mail to you,
dated 04/02/14 ... We have already stated that we have no wish to object to the existing permit # 13-
00000778; replacing the chain link fence on the south and east side of the said property. We are
however objecting to a six (6) feet high fence being built on the west side (on the boundary between,
449 and 447 % Camino Monte Vista). We reiterate our proposal that we would have no objection to the
construction of a coyote fence no higher than four (4) feet in height (as measured from the grade level
of 447 ¥; Camino Monte Vista).

We feel that the negative impact of a six feet high fence leaves us little choice but to object in the
strongest terms to its continued construction. We will therefor appeal any decision that permits a fence
higher than the four feet that we have proposed.

We further request that the six feet posts which are in place at this time (unpermitted), either be
removed or cut down to match our proposal of four feet in height (as measured from our grade level).

We would appreciate a response to our proposal and would invite you or one of your colleagues to visit
our home to see (in person) the negative impact of a six feet high coyote fence”.

Yours sincerely,

James Thomson Anne Thomson N




June 17, 2014

Eric M. Cole
439 % Camino Monte Vista
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Mr. David Rasch, Supervising Planner
Historic Preservation Division

P.0. Box 909

Santa Fe, NM 87504-0909

E-Mail: darasch@santafenm.gov

Subject: Comments on Proposed Fence Construction at 449 Camino Monte Vista/460 Camino de
Las Animas

Dear Mr. Rasch:

| reside at 439 % Camino Monte Vista and have done so for over 17 years. | was born in the Santa Fe/Los
Alamos area and have resided in Santa Fe as a renter or homeowner continuously since 1973, during
which time | lived predominately on the eastside of Santa Fe. For my entire life, | have had a great
appreciation for the historic nature of the Santa Fe area, and it’s the primary reason | live in Santa Fe, so
much so that | commuted outside of Santa Fe on a daily basis for 37 years.

It has come to my attention that a coyote fence is proposed to be constructed along the property at 449
Camino Monte Vista/460 Camino de Las Animas. It is my understanding that the fence is intended to be
six feet in height. | believe that a solid, uninterrupted, six-foot coyote fence would not be conducive to
promoting the general welfare of the property and not in keeping with the historic character of the
neighborhood. In addition, it is not harmonious with the historic layout of the neighborhood. | would
like to submit the following comments, and | respectfully request the consideration of the Historic
Districts Review Board.

Over the years, Camino Monte Vista has developed a historic character that consists of a mixture of
walls of different heights, ranging from low walls interspersed with some intermediate and higher walls.
Generally, there is not an extensive span along the street that is not broken up by low walls, vegetation,
or access openings to properties. There s a common theme throughout the area which provides the
historic sense of the neighborhood, which | would hope to see maintained. | believe that an
uninterrupted six-foot-high coyote fence is not in keeping with'the historic character of the area, is not
conducive to promoting the general welfare of the property, and is not harmonious with the historic
layout of the neighborhood. The extensive continuous fence is incompatible with the nature and
general welfare of the area from a historic perspective.

| believe that the fence is not in the best interest of the area. However, if the fence construction is to
proceed, then in order to provide a sense of compatibility with the rest of the Camino Monte Vista
neighborhood and to protect the historic value of the property, | respectfully request that the fence be
variable in height, and | respectfully request that the coyote fence have the supporting posts and



bracing facing inward toward the 449 property and that the latillas be variable in height, not
at the top.

In addition, if the fence is constructed at the six-foot height, the property at 447 %: will be sig
impacted in that the view, air flow, light, and potentially the monetary value will be severely
compromised. While | recognize that this is not a historic issue, | would appreciate considerz
the fence be no more than 4-feet high at the southwest corner of the 449 property, adjacent
length of the 447 % Camino Monte Vista property, or that some other mutually acceptable d
considered.

I have provided photographs (described in Attachment 1 to this letter) of the neighborhood t
general openness of the neighborhood as described in the statements above. Unfortunately,
photographs are not of the quality that | would have desired, but hopefully they will give you
of the character of the neighborhood.

I thank you for your assistance in this matter, and | thank the Historic Districts Review Board
consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

By /A

Eric M. Cole

439 ¥ Camino Monte Vista
Santa Fe, NM 87505
Telephone: (505) 982-9474



Karl H. Somme
Tuesday, June
RASCH, DAVID
Mychal Delgad
Confirmation ¢

we are requesting approv:
/e been approved.

Suite 142
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City of Santa Fe ,‘New Mexico
‘ " 200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909
www.santafenm.gov

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor Councilors:
' - Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist.

Patti J. Bushee, Dist.

Signe I. Lindell, Dist.

Joseph M. Maestas, Dist.

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist.

Christopher M. Rivera, Dist. 3

- Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4

Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

W N = = DN

Project description: Proposes to construct a 6” high coyote fence along the west lotline of
a contributing residential property.

Project Number: 11-110081
Case number: H-11-081
Project Type: HDRB

PROJECT LOCATION (S): 460 Camino de las Animas & 449 Camino Monte Vista

PROJECT NAMES:
OW — Theodora Portago 460 Camino de las Animas
Santa Fe, NM 87501 505-920-2928
AP - Karl Sommer 200 W. Marcy Street
+ Santa Fe, NM 87504 505-989-3800

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) at their heéring

on May 13, 2014, the decision of the Board was to postpone your request to the June 10,
2014 hearing pending reconsideration of the proposal. For further information please call
955-6605. E

Sincerely,

=)
David Rasch
Planner Supervisor, Preservation Division

NOTE: Applicant can use this action letter to apply for construction permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the
appeal period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerks office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your
permit will be denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please

attach copies of this letter to all sets when submitting for construction permits.




City off Sama e, New Mesdfico

memo

May 13, 2014
TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members
FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner in Historic Preservation :D&

CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 449 Camino Monte Vista
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS
x__ Case Synopsis ’ x__ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. Vicinity Map

x___ Historic Inventory Form x___ Site Plan/Floor Plan
X __ Zoning Review Sheet x ___ Elevations
X__ Other: letter from neighbor X __ Photographs

Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-
5.2(D)(9) General design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E)
Downtown & Eastside Historic District.




ROUND & SUMMARY

49 Camino Monte Vistz
d 1953 in the Spanish-
ling to the Downtown &8

he applicant proposes
stuccoed retaining wa

lence was constructed
I'he structure is listed a
rict.

oyote fence along the \
irregular latilla tops.




RASCH, DAVID A.

From: ESQUIBEL, DANIEL A.

Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 8:12 AM

To: RASCH, DAVID A. (darasch@ci.santa-fe.nm.us)
Subject: FW: 449 Camino Monte Vista

From: MONTOYA, ROBERT B.

Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 1:58 PM
To: ESQUIBEL, DANIEL A.

Cc: khs@sommer-assoc.com
Subject: 449 Camino Monte Vista

Hi Dan,

I went to 449 Camino Monte Vista, which accesses Camino Monte Vista for a sight distance evaluation. | met with Karl
Sommer at the location to do this evaluation.

At the far west of the property, the driveway is right up against the corner of the property. The neighbors to the west,
447 Camino Monte Vista, has a permanent wall structure which is currently blocking the sight distance for 449 Camino
Monte Vista. By allowing a 6’ fence to go all the way to the road on the west of the property will not make the current
sight distance any worse. Because of this, we will allow the property owner to build the 6’ fence to the west of the
driveway.

I also looked at sight distance to the east of the driveway. Although the proposed wall does not meet section 14-7 of the
City code we will still approve placement of the wall. This is because there are only 2 driveway east of the property, and
they are both across the street from 449 Camino Monte Vista. Because of this, if a car is exiting 449 Camino Monte Visa,
the driver can see both driveways across the street and see if any vehicles are exiting those properties.

In conclusion, 449 Camino Monte Vista can have a 6’ fence all around the property without having to lower it for sight
distance. If you have any questions please let me know.

Thank you,

Sk 3 3 3 ok o ok ok 3k sk ok ok sk ok ok ok ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok ok sk 3k ke sk sk ok %k

Robert B. Montoya

Traffic Engineering Division
City of Santa Fe

Phone: (505) 955-6637
Fax:  (505) 955-6439

rbmontoya@ci.santa-fe.nm.us
kkkk ok kKK kkkEk KKKk KK KKKk kKKK R%




APR 21 2014

To: David Rasch, Planning Supervisor

From: Anne and James Thomson

f

f

{

200 Lincoln Avenue, Santa Fe, NM87501 l

447 % Camino Monte Vista, Santa Fe, NM87505

Reference: Application No. 13-00000778; dated 05/29/13 and subsequent fence construction on the
west side of 449 Camino Monte Vista; Notice to stop work: dated 03/25/14.

Dated: 04/17/14

David, we are following up on the e-mails and informal meeting with you on 04/03/14 regarding
application no. 13-00000778. The intent of this letter is to make formal our position in regard to the
non-permitted fence construction (and subsequent red tag) on the west side of 449 Camino Monte

Vista.

Our objections remain the same and we wish to make formal our position as stated in the e-mail to you,
dated 04/02/14 ... We have already stated that we have no wish to object to the existing permit # 13-
00000778; replacing the chain link fence on the south and east side of the said property. We are
however objecting to a six (6) feet high fence being built on the west side (on the boundary between,
449 and 447 % Camino Monte Vista). We reiterate our proposal that we would have no objection to the
construction of a coyote fence no higher than four (4) feet in height (as measured from the grade level
of 447 % Camino Monte Vista).

We feel that the negative impact of a six feet high fence leaves us little choice but to object in the
strongest terms to its continued construction. We will therefor appeal any decision that permits a fence
higher than the four feet that we have proposed.

We further request that the six feet posts which are in place at this time (unpermitted), either be
removed or cut down to match our proposal of four feet in height (as measured from our grade level).

We would appreciate a response to our proposal and would invite you or one of your colleagues to visit
our home to see (in person) the negative impact of a six feet high coyote fence.

Yours sincerely,

/4nes Thomson Anne Thomson







Cit® of Santa Fe®New Mexico

200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909

David Coss, Mayor Councilors:
Rebecca Wurzburger, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist.
Patti J. Bushee, Dist.
Chris Calvert, Dist.
e Rosemary Romero, Dist.
{ IN THE UNITED STATES : Miguel M. Chavez, Dist.

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist.
Matthew E. Ortiz, Dist.
Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist.

SR WO = =N

Project description: Proposes a redesign for a gate on a contributing residential property.

Project number: 11-10100081
Case number: H-11-00081
Project type: HDRB

PROJECT LOCATION (S): 460 Camino de las Animas

PROJECT NAMES:

OW — Theodora Portago 460 Camino de las Animas
Santa Fe, NM 87501 505-920-2928

AP — Spears Architect ' 1334 Pacheco Street

Santa Fe, NM 87505 . 505-983-6966

" BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Design Review Board (HDRB) at their hearing on,
September 27, 2011, acted on the above referenced case. The board accepted your

request to indefinitely postpone this application. For further information please call
- 955-6605.

Sincerely,

David A. Rasch
Planning Supervisor Historic Preservation Division

NOTE:  Applicant can use this action letter to apply for building permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the
appeal period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerks office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your
permit will be denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please

attach copies of this letter to all sets when submitting for building permit..































AREA CALCULATIONS
PROJECT - EXISTING

EXISTING AREA (BUILDING FOOTPRINT):

EXISTING AREA (INTERIOR):

PROJECT - ADDITION

ADDITION AREA (BUILDING FOOTPRINT):

ADDITION AREA (INTERIORY):

PROJECT - TOTAL
TOTAL:

LOT COVERAGE

TOTAL EXISTING BUILDING FOOTPRINT:
ADD LOBBY +ADMIN.
REMOVE WALLS

TOTAL NEW BUILDING FOOTPRINT:

LOT AREA (SITE):

LOT COVERAGE ( % ):

ROOF AREA (EXISTING):
ROOF AREA (PROPOSED):

+ 10,661 SF
9,426 SF

- £2,382 SF (1,680 ADMIN /LOBBY +°

+T.B.D. SF

¥12,960 SF

+ 12,960 SF (EXISTING)
2,382 SF
-1,387 SF

+ 36,777 SF (TOTAL AFTER ADDITION

+484,605 SF/11.152 ACRES (TRACT
+62,770 SF / 1.441 ACRES (TRACT'2'

7.5% (OF TRACT 1)

( 36,777 SF/ 484,605 SF)
+23,611 SF
+4498 SF



Prehmn‘nry Zoning Review%\forkshem

ent- Building Permit Division

\ City of Santa Fe Land Use Depa
) 4

To Be Completed By Applicant: © * i i R e ey
Date Submitted: 7/2)/1’( SlteAddreSS:%O CAM;V)D 029//05 /(V

Property Owner of Record: Theodloyp. Po f‘}‘w\ 0 Proposed Construction Description: A/ew e’y
s d . Y
Applicant/Agent Name: Speax® ArchhifeedS . Jo I‘QPfAce/ &' tall chain link
{
Contact Person Phone Number: (503) Q%’;zé% b TOTAL ROOF AREA:

NOTE: Preliminary zoning reviews are provided as a courtesy and are intended to address general zoning compliance issue.
advised to do an independent search of applicable zoning ordinances and research documents related to property history v
permitting. Additionally, applicants are advised to contact appropriate City Staff with questions related to Terrain manageme:
water budget, Sangre de Cristo, wastewater, and other development codes which may affect permitting.

BASED ON INFORMATION PRESENTED ON APPLICATION DATE, THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONIM
AT THE TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING APPROVAL WILL BE GRANTED ONCE ALL COMP]

ZONING HAS BEEN MET.
W 7

OOWNER CAPPLICANT  GAGENT / D.

To Be Completed By City Staﬁ Mv HlStOl’lc PZR ‘

..“-

Zoning District: R s' b‘i’¢ {4&“‘&

Overlay: ﬁ Historic

Requlrec
Requlred

: Max1mum Helght sg
"dRegulated by Histo;

Zonmg Submlttal Requlrements
- g Legal Lot of Record / Dev_elopment Plan

‘etc..)

Addltlonal Agency Review if Applicable:

o Escarpment Approval by Date: ™ o Flood Plain Approval by u‘ k
Notes: MSM_LTXA

Zoning Approval:

gPreliminary Approval owith conditions 0 Rejected

REVIEWER: W " DATE: ‘7[3 4 Z /!




City off Saumta IRe, New Mies

memo

DATE: September 27, 2011

TO: Historic Design Review Board Members

FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner, Historic Preservation Division
CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 460 Camino de las Anima:

Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS
x__ Case Synopsis X___ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall

& fence standards. _____Vicinity Map
_x Historic Inventory Form __x__Site Plan/Fioor Plan
__X__Zoning Review Sheet _ _x___ Elevations
__ Other: __x__ Photographs
_____ Other:
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff defers to the Board as to whether this revised design is in harmony
streetscape, although staff acknowledges that it is in harmony with the other ge
property. QOtherwise, this application complies with Section 14-5.2(E) Downtow
Eastside Historic District. ’



BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

460 Camino de las Animas is a single family residence was constructed before
1958 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. A free-standing secondary residence,
accessed from Camino Monte Vista, was constructed at an unknown date in a simplified
Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. Both structures are listed as contributing to the Downtown
& Eastside Historic District.

On August 9, 2011, the Historic Design Review Board approved a height exception
to remove a chain-link fence and vehicle gate at both street frontages and replace it with
a coyote fence at 72" high where the maximum allowable height is 60" along Camino
Atalaya and 58" along Camino Monte Vista. At the same hearing, the Board requested
that the applicant reconsider the pilaster and gate design which was introducing a variety
of materials and a unique design element in a large scale.

The 14’ wide bi-leaf vehicle gate is proposed on the Monte Vista frontage flanked
by 24” x 24” river rock pilasters. The gate will be white painted wood and steel featuring a
diagonal lattice with decorative scrolls on the top and bottom that resemble Mayan or
Baroque designs. The decorative scrolls have been reduced in scale from 18” high to 12"
high. '



Spears Architects

ECEIVE

SEP -7 201

September 7, 2011

Historic Design Review Board
City of Santa Fe

202 Lincoin Ave.

Santa Fe, NM

Dear Board Members,

With this letter we are submitting a revised gate for the property at 460 Atalaya along the south
boundary at the dead end of Monte Vista. The design has been revised based on comments
from the Board. The decorative scrollwork on top of the gates has been reduced in size from a
maximum height of 18" to a maximum height of 12°. We have retained the scrollwork which is
copied from an old garden gate on the property, a photo of which is attached. The scrollwork
indeed does reflect European origins as do many traditional New Mexican Spanish Colonial
designs in tinwork, woodwork, colcha embroidery, santos and other artifacts. Some of the
handcarved historic lintels throughout the house also reflect this motif. '

The white color reflects the white trim of the B J O Nordfeld house as well as many other
houses in the district. The stone pillars will match the extensive historic stonework on the
property as well as elsewhere in the neighborhood. Thank you for your consideration of this
submittal.

Cordially,

architecture - landscape architecture « urban design
Z334 Pacheco Street - Santa Fe, New Mexsco 87505
505.983.6966 * fax 505.983.2691 - studio@spearsarchitects.com
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City of Santa Fe
Historic Design Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #H-11-081

Address — 460 Camino de las Animas
Owner/Applicant’s Name — Theodora Portago
Agent’s Name — Spears Architects

. THIS MATTER came before the Historic Design Review Board (Board) for hearing on August 23,
2011 upon the application (Application) of Spears Architects, as agent for Theodora Portago, owner.

460 Camino de las Animas is a single family residence was constructed before 1958 in the Spanish-
Pueblo Revival style. A free-standing secondary residence, accessed from Camino Monte Vista, was
constructed at an unknown date in a simplified Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. Both structures are
listed as contributing to the Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

The Applicant requested a remodeling project (Project) including removal of a chain-link fence
and vehicle gate at both street frontages and replacement with a 72" high coyote fence with irregular
tops and a 14” wide bi-leaf vehicle gate with white painted wood on steel framing featuring a diagonal
lattice with decorative scrolls on the top and bottom that resemble Mayan or Baroque designs will be
constructed on the Monte Vista frontage flanked by 24” x 24” river rock pilasters. An exception was
requested to exceed the maximum allowable height for the street-frontage fences (Section 14-
5.2(D)9)).

After conducting public hearings and having heard from the Applicant and all interested persons,
the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Board heard testimony from staff, the Applicant, and other people interested in the
Application.
2. Zoning staff has determined that the Application meets underlying zoning standards.
Board staff recommended that the Board approve the Application as having met the exception
* criteria to exceed the maximum allowable height (Section 14-5.2(D)(9)) for the street-frontage
fences.
4, The Property is located in the Downtown & Eastside Historic District and the Project is subject to
the requirements of the following sections of the Santa Fe Land Development Code
(a) Section 14-5.2(C); Regulation of Significant Structures;
(b) Section 14-5.2(D)(1)-(9), General Design Standards for All H Districts;
(c) Section 14-5.2(E), Downtown & Eastside Historic District.
5. The maximum allowable height for a street-frontage fence is 60 along Camino Atalaya and 58~
along Camino Monte Vista.
6. The proposed gate and pilaster design has too many differing materials and the scroll designs
appear to be out of proportion on this large gate.

>



Case #H-11-081, page 2

7. Under Sections 14-5.2(A)(1)(b) and (c), 14-2.7(A)(1), and 14-2.7(A)(3), the Board has the
authority to review, approve, with or without conditions, or deny, all or some of the Applicant’s
proposed design to assure overall compliance with applicable design standards.

8. Under Section 14-5.2(C)(3)(b), the Board has the authority to approve an application for alteration
or new construction on the condition that changes relating to exterior appearance recommended by
the Board be made in the proposed work, and no permit is to issue until new exhibits, satisfactory
to the Board, have been submitted.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimony submitted during the hearing, the
Board acted upon the Application as follows:

The Board concludes that the Project has met the exception criteria as submitted to exceed the
maximum allowable height for the streetscape fences (Section 14-5.2(D)(9)) with the highest
latillas not exceeding 72”. The Project is approved with the conditions that the gate and pilasters
shall be redesigned and brought back to the Board for review.

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS s ?24'/‘\ DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2011 THE HISTORIC DESIGN
REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

/M .
Sharon Woods Date?

Chair

FILED

Hatpsglo 4 - wa/\p 9-14~-1]
@(ﬁlymg:rz V 1 ﬁ-\ Date:

Appzai V7 ¢/

Kelley Brennan Date:/
Assistant City Attorney

Page 2 of 2



Cit9 of Santa Fe®New Mexico

200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909 '

" David Coss, Mayor h Councilors:
Rebecca Wurzburger, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist. 2
| ] Patti J. Bushee, Dist. 1
" ; . : : Chris Calvert, Dist. 1
SANTAF E%OO 1 Rosemary Romero, Dist. 2
‘ IEHTE{%LU%TA%S . : Miguel M. Chavez, Dist. 3
' Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist. 3
Matthew E. Ortiz, Dist. 4
Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4
Project description: Proposes to replace an existing 72" high chain link fence with a
coyote fence of the same height on a contributing residential property where the
maximum allowable height is 58” and 60”. A height exception is requested
(Section 14-5.2(D)(9)).
Project number: 11-10100081
Case number: H-11-00081
Project type: HDRB
PROJECT LOCATION (S): 460 Camino de las Animas
PROJECT NAMES:
OW — Theodora Portago - 460 Camino de las Animas
- Santa Fe, NM 87501 505-920-2928
AP — Spears Architects _ 1334 Pacheco Street
Santa Fe, NM 87505 505-983-6966
" BOARD ACTION
This is to certify that the Historic Design Review Board (HDRB) at their hearing on,
August 23, 2011, acted on the above referenced case. The decision of the board was
to approve your request for a height exception with the conditions that the latillas tops
shall be irregular and not exceeding 72” high and that the gate and pilasters shall be
redesigned and resubmitted to the Board. For further information please call 955-6605.
Sincerely, ) | .
B
David A. Rasch ‘
Planning Supervisor Historic Preservation Division
NOTE: Applica‘nt can use this action letter to apply for building permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the
appeal period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerks office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your
permit will be denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please
attach copies of this letter to all sets when submitting for building permit..
5
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To Be CompletedByApplzcazt

Prelimﬁary Zonin Review‘W orksheet

City of Santa Fe Land Use Deparfinent- Building Permit Division

R
N

Site Address:

Date Submitted: J(,[(A g, loli 40 Camine de IaS Ah\'w\a,g
—

Property Owner of RecorﬁJ: ] ke,o Aovon 'Par—bu( & Proposed Construction Description:

Applicant/Agent Name:  Spe ay<, ,&M-'&BVF/S ‘RQP‘%"— chain fink fnce w/ ng;‘fe, Laca_
T

Contact Person Phone Number: (355)983 -E466 - Bera”gfj TOTAL ROOF AREA: A /A

NOTE: Preliminary zoning reviews are provided as a courtesy and are intended to address general zoning compliance issues. Applicants are
advised to do an independent search of applicable zoning ordinances and research documents related to property history which may affect
permitting. Additionally, applicants are advised to contact appropriate City Staff with questions related to Terrain management, building, fire,
water budget, Sangre de Cristo, wastewater, and other development codes which may affect permitting.

BASED ON INFORMATION PRESENTED ON APPLICATION DATE, THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL
AT THE TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING APPROVAL WILL BE GRANTED ONCE ALL COMPLIANCE WITH

ZONING HAS BEEN MET;

ﬁmé%

71 )2 1201/

COWNER OAPPLICANT M(GE)(W = j”' J

AT0 Be.Completed By Staff;

O Historic PZR

|

Cif1

Zoning District:
Overlay: o Historic
o Escarpment*
Flood Zone*
Business Capitol District
Cerrillos Road Corridor
Archaeological
O Historic Downtown- (2,500 sq ft of ground disturbance)
O River and Trails~(2 acres )
O Suburban-(10 acres)
Zoning Submittal Requirements:
D Legal Lot of Record/Development Plan
o Existing And Proposed Site Plan
Supplemental Zoning Submittals:
0 Accessory Structure Affidavit
o Approval Letters (Tech Review, Historic, etc..)
o Zero Lot Line Affidavit

0
0
o
}

Use of Structure: oResidential
oCommercial Type of Use:

Additional Agency Review if Applicable:

DATE

O Building Permit PZR

Setbacks:

Front: Required:

Rear: Required:
Sides:L___R__ Required:

2nd Front? '

o 10 ft Building Separation

Height: Proposed
Maximum Height: or
o Regulated by Historic Division
o Regulated by Escarpment
Overlay
District

[WARY

Parking Spaces: /%
Proposed Handicap**_____
Minimum: '

Bicycle Parking**: ¥ ~
Proposed: Minimum:
** Commercial Requirement

o Escarpment Approval by Date: o Flood Plain Approval by Date:

Notes:

Zoning Approval:
oPreliminary Approval owith conditions o Rejected
Comments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: DATE:




City off Savmba 1Re, New Mieskico

memo

DATE: August 9, 2011

TO: Historic Design Review Board Members

FROM: David Rasch, Supervising Planner, Historic Preservation Division DQ

CASE # H-11-081 ADDRESS: 460 Camino de las Animas
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

x__ Case Synopsis Xx__ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. Vicinity Map

x___Historic Inventory Form x__ Site Plan/Floor Plan

x__Zoning Review Sheet x__ Elevations

x__ Other: wall height calculation x__ Photographs

X__ Other: exception criteria responses

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the height exception request, since a tall fence
already exists in the proposed fence location and the replacement fence is more
acceptable than chain link. Otherwise, this application complies with Section 14-5.2(E)
Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

SS001.PMS - 7/95



BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

460 Camino de las Animas is a single family residence was constructed before
1958 in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. A free-standing secondary residence,
accessed from Camino Monte Vista, was constructed at an unknown date in a simplified
Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. Both structures are listed as contributing to the Downtown
& Eastside Historic District.

The applicant proposes to remove a chain-link fence and vehicle gate at both
street frontages and replace it with a coyote fence at 72" high where the maximum
allowable height is 60" along Camino Atalaya and 58" along Camino Monte Vista. The
latillas tops are designed at irregular tops. A height exception is requested and the
criteria responses are at the end of this report.

A 14’ wide bi-leaf vehicle gate is proposed on the Monte Vista frontage flanked by
24" x 24’ river rock pilasters. The gate will be white painted wood and steel featuring a
diagonal lattice with decorative scrolls on the top and bottom that resemble Mayan or
Baroque designs.

(1) The character of the streetscape will be improved by replacing the chain link fence with
a coyote fence. There is approximately 6 feet of space between the edge of the
asphalt pavement and the chain link fence at the property line. There are 7 deciduous
elm trees at least 12 feet in height along Camino Atalaya to help visually soften the
appearance of the coyote fence. The applicant will happily plant additional xeric native
vegetation such as chamisa and pinon as well as Virginia creeper to further soften the
appearance.

Staff response: Staff is in agreement with this response.

(ii) This exception will prevent a hardship by allowing the applicant to continue to maintain
the security of a six-foot fence. The applicant owns four large dogs, two of which are
rescue dogs. A fence of this height is needed to contain these dogs. These dogs can
jump a fence that is 60" tall.

Staff response: Staff is in agreement with this response.

(iii) A coyote fence is rural in character. This area of the Core Historic District is quite rural
as so much of the East Side was when the district was first created. Allowing this
fence at the typical coyote fence height seems appropriate for this semi-rural location.

Staff response: Staff is in agreement with this response.

(iv) This location is more rural than most and is at the end of or near the end of two dead
end streets. The owner has had the benefit of a six-foot fence since she acquired the
property. The fence will not mask a front yard or any visible architectural elements.

Staff response: Staff is in agreement with this response.
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Spears Architects

July 9, 2011

Historic Design Review Board
City of Santa Fe

202 Lincoln Ave.

Santa Fe, NM

Dear Board Members,

On behalf of my client, Theodora Portago, | am requesting approval from the board to
replace an existing 72” high chain link fence with a coyote fence of the same height.
The chain link fence, which has been in place for at least 30 years, is unattractive and
inappropriate for the neighborhood. The property is on Camino Atalaya and also at the
dead end of Camino Monte Vista. The area has a very rural feel and light pedestrian
traffic and no sidewalks. A six foot coyote fence to replace the existing fence will
continue to allow my client to keep dogs securely fenced in.

The fence will be made of unpeeled juniper poles left to weather naturally. They will be
attached to a standard steel frame visible only from the interior of the property. The one
opening along the fence will be made of a river rock square post on either side of the
driveway opening. There will be a pair of decorative white gates whose design matches
a garden gate elsewhere on the property. The gates will be made primarily of wood but
will have a concealed steel frame for longevity and durability. Thank you for your kind
consideration of this request.

%m,_

Beverle ears, FAIA

Cordially,

architecture « landscape architecture - urban design
1334 Packeco Street - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505
S505.983.6966 * fax 505.983.2691 * studio@spearsarchitects.com



ypears Architects

ce an existing 72" high chain link

1 is requested because the calculated
ong Camino Atalaya. Relative to 14-
information:

ed by replacing the chain link fence
et of space between the edge of the
ie property line. There are 7

long Camino Atalaya to help visually
2 applicant will happily plant

lisa and pinon as well as Virginia

1g the applicant to continue to
pplicant owns four large dogs, two of
5 needed to contain these dogs.

of the Core Historic District is quite
2 district was first created. Allowing
'ms appropriate for this semi-rural

ne end of or near the end of two dead
1 six-foot fence since she acquired
ird or any visible architectural

>hain link fence was already in place.
an 30 years.

«d by replacing the chain link fence
sta as a street ends at the applicant’s
ie fence along Monte Vista does not

architecture « landsiape architecture - urban design
1734 Packeco Street « Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505
6966 - fax 505.983.2691 * studio@spearsarchitects.com



Cit® of Santa Fe® New Mexico

200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909

David Coss, Mayor h Councilors: - .

Rebecca Wurzburger, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist. 2
~ Patti]. Bushee, Dist. 1

P L ) Chris Calvert, Dist. 1
SH;EAbg;rDAE:S’IPCEAPﬁ'(A)LO Rosemary Romero, Dist. 2
INTHE UNITED STATES § Miguel M. Chavez, Dist. 3

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist. 3 -
Matthew E. Ortiz, Dist. 4
Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4

Project description: Proposes to replace an existing 72" high chain link fence with a
coyote fence of the same height on a contributing residential property where the
maximum allowable height is 58 and 60”. A height exception is requested
(Section 14-5.2(D)(9)).

Project number: 11-10100081
Case number: H-11-00081
Project type: HDRB
PROJECT LOCATION (S): 460 Camino de las Animas
PROJECT NAMES:
OW — Theodora Portago | 460 Camino de las Animas
Santa Fe, NM 87501 505-920-2928
AP — Spears Architects : 1334 Pacheco Street
Santa Fe, NM 87505 505-983-6966
BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Design Review Board (HDRB) at their hearing on,
August 9, 2011, acted on the above referenced case. The decision of the board was to
postpone your application to the August 23, 2011 hearing when a representative must be
present. For further information please call 955-6605. '

Sincerely,

David A. Rasch .
Planning Supervisor Historic Preservation Division

NOTE:  Applicant can use this action letter to apply for building permit, but the permit shall not be released until the end of the
appeal period which starts on the date of filing of the Findings and Conclusions in the City Clerks office (SFCC 14-3.17(D)). Your
permit will be denied if any changes on plans that were not approved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please
attach copies of this letter to all sets when submitting for building permit.. '
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HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARI

PROJECT LOCATION: _ /¥ 7 (;W ino WV sn

HISTORIC DISTRICT: Downtown & Eastside [ ] Don Gasj
(from attached map) Historic Transition[ ]  Historic Review [ ] L:
PROJECT PROPOSAL:

CONSTRUCTION COST: $

BASE FEE: $ + EXCEPTION: $§ + POSTER: §

(base fee = ¥: of 1% of construction cost, not to exceed $2,000 and not less t|

(each exception has an additional fee of $350) (825 per poster with one (

OWNER:__ T hopdmre Pmrtood

OWNER MAILING ADDRESS: %Y P Capal 40 /77/,«
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:
EMAIL:

APPLICANT: S.lrsa be Wa%w
MAILING ADDRESS:

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:

EMAIL:

PREAPPLICATION MEETING: Date: Case Plant
PRELIMINARY ZONING REVIEW: Date: Planne

(You must schedule a meeting with Zoning Planner prior to the HDRB suk
be reviewed on the HDRB submittal deadline day/Preliminary Zoning Revi
proposal)

AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT (IF APPLICABLE)
I am,/We are the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property located at: _

1/We authorize EQ‘\%)M M'@f)&ﬁr toa

Signed: Date: _

Signed: / / Date: _

** ALL signatures on this page must be original signatures (no
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HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION s
prosecrLocation. 749 [aming M C’MLQ V51q

HISTORIC DISTRICT: Downtown & Eastside [\/]/ Don Gaspar Area[ ]  Westside-Guadalupe [ ]
(from attached map) Historic Transition [ ]  Historic Review [ ] Landmark (outside of historic districts) [ ]

PROJECT PROPOSAL:_NEW (0 ST N CTIIR) —RSrrsp) ERCEPTTION Lo PTIGU
CONSTRUCTION COST: $ _| 3'@' HOO FEE: $ _JOOG + ﬂ%ﬁer Cost=$ _ JOSO

OWNER: TDO6LA ¢ HLTAED
OWNER ADDRESS: 144 CRAININY - mMONTEWISTA
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:_SCN M g1 06

PHONE #:_ K28 9420 ~Z928

APPLICANT: THEYQ Dl {o0TRD PHONE #: 120 - 478
ADDRESS: /s SDM vl _|ZasES P p Bay T4
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:__ X" pimy 67 JO&

. _ .
PREAPPLICATION MEETING: Date:__ 2 - 2. (5 Case Planner: :DCUU ‘ d R%EC/L)

PRELIMINARY ZONING REVIEW: Date: Planner:

(You must schedule a meeting with Zoning Planner prior to the HDRB submittal deadline date: Worksheet will not

- be reviewed on the HDRB submittal deadline day/Preliminary Zoning Review Form must be submitted with

proposal)

AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT (IF APPLICABLE) )
I am,/We are the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property located at: 449 (A . MONT VISP,

I'We authorize /AU 14 "Shr-AWUM_— to act as my/our agent to execute this application.

Signed: %/ Date: O 1}'37 / }(
Signed: i / Date: /

I have received the public notice poster(s) and I agree to post notice of the proposed project on the site
fifteen (15) days prior to the Historic Districts Review Board hearing. I am aware that a decision of the
HDRB may be appealed by any aggrieved party within fifteen (15) days of the adoption of Findings and
Conclusions.

Signature of Applicant/Owner Date

| AN Ay—— 351 k5 \/

//’ﬂf\\\\g}/

5
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HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION

PROJECT ADDRESS/LOCATION: %0 C:/QM/'M 7] 6/6 /45 )47)/;14226

HISTORIC DISTRICT: ‘Downtown & Eastside[ ]  Don Gaspar Area[ ]

_ Westside-Guadalupe [ ]
(from attached map) Historic Transition [ ]  Historic Review[ ]  Landmark (outside of historic districts) [ ]-

PROJECT PROPOSAL:___FONCe, rep lace ment

CONSTRUCTION COST: § 2O0© O FEE: § IO, oo poster = TOTALS—SEd 22
(fee =5 of 1% of cost, not more than $2,000 or not less than $250) (one (1) posttl % Yontage) b
(each exception has an additional fee of $350) - -

: | JuL 5 201
OWNER:__THECDORA BE PORTAGCO PHONE #: 4 po-2920
OWNER ADDRESS:_4GO Coanuno de lns Ammas
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:_ Sawiar 5 __/I1Y] 8750/
AGENT: SPek 0% Aren TS ~BEVERLEY proNE#:_ 1036960

AGENT ADDRESS:__| 22Y {9 aeled 3

 CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE: SAT- v, A 89505

NEW CONSTRUCTION:  Single-Family Residence [ ] or Multi-Family Residence [ ] or Institutional/Commercial | i

OTHER CONSTRUC'I}‘IS)N: Remodel [ ] or Addition[ ] orDemolition[ ] or Wall/Fence[ ] orOther| ]

L a <D3U¢CC}( QQ% pate 1 +{ S (!

ZONING REVIEW: Zoning Planner: Date:

(You must schedule a meeting with a Land Use Zoning Planner at 955-6679 prior to the HDRB submittal deadline)

OWNER AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT (IF APPLICABLE):
I am/We are the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property located at: _4/CO (Canyno

o’e /ﬂs AIU/MAS

- °
I/We auEhorize : \T%Sw:ﬂ lc;/ 5}7&'@1‘15

-Q\/a;mer Signed: : /‘%
7~z

to act as my/our agent to execute this application.

Date: " 5 !VZ,‘l Zol/

Owner Signed: : - Date:

1 agree to post notice for the project on the site fourteen (14) days prior to the Historic Design Review Board (HDRB) hearing.
I am aware that a decision of the HDRB may be appealed by any aggrieved party within thirty (30) days of the final action.

Si of Agent 4 Date /







LORN TRYK ARCHITECTS, P.C.

October 14,2024

Historic Districts Review Board
c/o Ms. Lani J. McCulley

City of Santa Fe

PO Box 909

Santa Fe, NM 87505-0909

Re: HDRB Application
Proposed Residence at 448 Camino Monte Vista

Greetings,

We are proposing a new residence at 448 Camino Monte Vista in the Downtown and
Eastside historic district.

PROPOSED PROJECT
The residence will consist of the following:

¢ A main house of 3808 sf heated plus 851 sf portales

e A detached accessory dwelling (guest house) of 939 sf heated plus 172 sf
portal

¢ A detached bedroom suite of 402 sf heated plus 33 sf portal

e A detached garage of 877 sf

¢ An outdoor swimming pool

The various buildings are arranged to create a compound with a walled front courtyard
with wooden gates. The rear of the composition is open to the pool area with views to
the mountains to the east.

SITE

The site is a vacant .7244 acre (31555 sf) parcel. The site is a corner lot at the
intersection of Camino Monte Vista and Camino Atalaya. A previous residence was
demolished in 2016. The site is generally relatively flat on the western two thirds, with a
substantial depression on the eastern third. See attached photos.

CONSTRUCTION
The various buildings are to be constructed of wood frame with stucco finish. The style
can be described as simple Territorial Revival. Doors, windows and portales are white

436 W. San Francisco St., Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
505-982-5340 lorn@ltryk.com Fax:505-982-5393



painted wood. Windows have painted wood casing with pediment tops. There is no
brick parapet coping proposed. Windows on the front fagade are further accented with
functioning raised panel wood shutters.

Site walls are stuccoed CMU masonry.

HEIGHTS
Calculated maximum allowable height from staff is 18’-0”. Proposed heights vary from
12’ to 17°-6” with the tallest mass (living room) surrounded by shorter masses.

FINISHES

Proposed finishes are as follows:

Exterior Stucco: STO Adobe Brown

Exterior doors and windows: White painted wood, true divided lite
Exterior casing, posts and beams: White painted wood.

Garage Door: White painted wood.

Canales: Galvanized steel lined wood, painted white.
Railings: White painted wood.

Brick walkways and patio surfaces: Summit “Cedar Ridge”

LIGHTING

Exterior scones and pendants will be Artesanos tin fixtures. See attached photos.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Lorn C. Tryk, Architect

Cc: Joe and Mary Clark



4S
LOOD
" FILES

1" PIPE

Ui



WONAN[@eW [FeN-H
C6£5-786-G0S T 0¥€S-286-60S Puoydap,

10G L8 OIIXIN MIN] O, BIUEQ
19911G Odsoues Ueg "A\ 9¢t

SLOALIHOYY MNAY]J NIOT]

10-29-24

BISI/\ SJUOI\ OUIWED Girp

20U8pISaY MIe|D

APPROXIMATE LOCATON
OF 10' WIDE EASEMENT -

VACATED 10/ 30/ 2017

I_Oll

=1

12"

Existing
Site Plan
CO

10/29/2024
7:11:13 PM

Scale

Date:

D:\Lorn Tryk Architects Dropbox\Clark\Clark 17.rvt



D:\Lorn Tryk Architects Dropbox\Clark\Clark 17.rvt

Clark Residence
449 Camino Monte Vista

AREAS:

LOT: 31,555 s.f. (0.7244 ac.)
MAIN HOUSE HEATED: 3,808 s.f.
GARAGE/MECH.: 877 s.f.
LIVING PORTALS: 851 s.f.
ACCESS DWELLING HEATED: 939 s.f.
ACCESS DWELLING PORTAL: 172 s f.
GUEST BEDROOM: 402 s.f.
GUEST PORTAL 33 s.f.
TOTAL ROOFED: 7,082 s.f.

LOT COVERAGE:

DESIGN CRITERIA:

7,082 / 31,555 = 22.4%
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Cover

Scale

CODES:

2021 IRC

Sheet List
Sheet

Number Sheet Name
A0 Cover
Survey
Co Existing Site Plan
A01 3d Views
C1 Site Plan
C2 Grading Plan
C3 Drainage Plan
C4 Site Details
L1 Landscape Plan
S1 Foundation Plan
S2 Roof Framing
A1 Floor Plan
A2.1 Floor Plan - South
A2.2 Floor Plan - North
A3 Reflected Ceiling Plan
A4 Roof Plan
A5 South Elevation
A6 West Elevations
A7 East Elevation
A8 North Elevation
A9 Main House Elevations
A10 Exercise Elevations
A11 G. Bedroom Elevations
A12 Accessory Dwelling Elevations
A13 Garage Elevations
A16 Wall Sections
A17 Wall Sections
A18 Interior Elevations
A19 Interior Elevations
A20 Interior Elevations
A21 Interior Elevations
A22 Door Types and Schedule
A23 Door Types and Schedule
A24 Window Types and Schedule
A25 Window Types and Schedule
E1 Electrical Plan - South
E2 Electrical Plan - North
E3 Low Voltage Plan
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LorRN TRYK ARCHITECTS

505-982-5393

Fax:

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
E-Mail: mail@ltryk.com

436 W. San Francisco Street

Telephone: 505-982-5340
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Clark Residence

449 Camino Monte Vista
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7,082 / 31,555 = 22.4%
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Skylight Schedule
Mark Width Height Comments

S1 1-6" 26"
S2 1-6" 26"
S3 1-6" 2'-6"
4 20" 4'-0"
S5 20" 4-0"
S6 20" 40"

Fax: 505-982-5393

E-Mail: mail@ltryk.com
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01 3-0" 80" —l 52 R
01A  [1-6" |8-0" T 85 & g
01B 1'-6" 8- 0" Q| » 5 < O
1 " [] " O U-‘ .M
02 3'-0 8'-0 K O.° B
1 n 1 n . m M
03 3'-0 8'-0 < 5 o =
04 [6-0" |8-0 == ®
05 50" 8'-0" 2 =h=
06 50" 8- 0" N SZ @ g
07 5-0" 8'-0" pal %2 5 o=
ot e 08 |60 [8-0 il xS
09 5! - Oll 8! - OII E o S L{H Lﬂl
10 4| _ On 8' _ Oll g (% %
11 4l - oll 8| - Oll (/) a)-
12 4'-Q" 8'-0" Z, c
13 6' _ Ou 8| _ Ou m 8
14 3-0" 7'-0" ®) &
15 2'- 6" 7'-0" 0
16 2! - 6" 7! - Oll q H
FOYER / DINING LNDRY / MUD KITCHEN KITCHEN GREAT ROOM GREAT ROOM GREAT ROOM 1; : - 8 g: - 8
19 5! - Oll 8! - OII
20 4I - Oll 8| - OII
21 2! - 6" 7' - Oll
22 2'-6" 7'-0" 10-29-24
23 3! - Oll 7! - OII
24 2! - 6" 7! - OII
25 2! - 6" 7! - OII
26 2! - Oll 7! - Oll
27 3! - 6" 7| - Oll
28 3! - Oll 7! - OII
29 3! - 6" 7! - OII
30 2! - 6" 7! - OII
31 3! - Oll 7! _ OII
@ @ 2 v |70
40 6! - Oll 8! - OII
41 3! - Oll 7! - OII
42 2! - Oll 7! - OII
50 4l - Oll 8| - OII
51 4| _ Ou 8' _ Ou m ‘lcg
60 5! - Oll 8l - Oll O w
61 4I - Oll 8| - OII >
62 4I - Oll 8| - OII % m
MAIN BEDROOM MAIN BEDROOM MAIN BATH MAIN HALL HERS CLO. MECH. LNDRY / MUD gi 3 - 2,, ; - 8" O 'E
65 2I - 6" 7! - OII L] a §
66 2I - 8" 7! - OII m
67 2'-6" 7'-0" @)
68 3! - Oll 7! _ OII m E
70 3! - Oll 8! _ OII E
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01 3-0" 80" —l 52 R
01A  [1-6" |8-0" T 55 & g
0B [1'-6"  [8'-0" O L s £9
o o o 4
02 3'-0 8'-0 x|l o .9 B
03 30" |8-0" P 5 8 =
04 [6-0" |8-0 == ®
05 50" 8'-0" Y 2 = g
06 5-0" [8-0 = O
o 50 |g-0 - S E
08 6-0" [8-0" &l L, ®
09 5-0" [8-0" ~ % s 2 =
10 4-0" 80" QE K =
11 4-0" 8'-0" v
12 -0 |8-0" Z, &
13 6-0" |8-0" % 8
14 3-0" |7'-0" ®) o
15 2'-6"  [7-0" i E
ACC. DWELLING A. D. BEDROOM 2 A. D. BEDROOM 1 A. D. BEDROOM 1 A.D.CLO. 1 A.D. BATH 1 A. D. BEDROOM 2 A.D. BATH 2 A.D. CLO. 2 16 .6 |7-0"
17 5-0" [8-0"
18 5-0" [8-0"
19 5-0" [8-0"
20 4-0"  |8-0"
21 2'-6"  [7-0"
22 2'-6" 7'-0" 10-29-24
23 3-0" [7-0
24 2'-6"  [7-0"
25 2'-6"  [7-0"
26 2'-0"  [7-0
27 3-6" |7-0"
28 3-0" [7-0"
I I . I I | H I I | | | I I 29 y-6°  |r-0
= = 1] L _—— P 30 2'-6" 7'-0"
31 3-0" |7'-0"
32 4-0"  [7-0
D «> 0 |6-0"  |8-0"
41 3-0" [7-0"
42 2'-0"  [7-0"
= — 1 — — 50 40" |8-0"
51 4-0" 8'-0" ()] ®©
60 5-0" |8-0" O )
61 4-0"  [8-0" C >
62 4-0"  [8-0"
63 2'-8"  |7'-0" D 9
64 2'-6"  |7'-0" ©O -
GARAGE POOL MECH. MECH. GARAGE GARAGE 65 2'-6"  [7-0" (7) §
66 2-8"  [7-0"
67 2'-6" 7'-0" ) O
68 |3-00 |7-0" Y -
70 3-0" 8'-0" &
71 6-0" [8-0" ' ©
72 6-0" |8-0" — O
73 10-0" [8'-0" qV) o))
74 10'-0"  [8'-0" PR <t
O <
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[ X
01 6'-0" 1-6" 8- 6" ~ A
02 2'-6" 6'-6" 8'- 0" - 82 3
03 2'-6" 6'- 6" 8'-0" T g L .. &
04 2-6" 26" 8- 0" O @ Lié S
05 2'-6" 5-0" 8- 0" x 3.9 —é
06 2'-6" 5'-0" 8- 0" 25 &
07 |2-6" |5-6" 86" < S = R
08 2'-6" 5'-6" 8- 6" 5k o
ad =
09A [2'-6" 5'-6" 8 - 6" M| o Z" & &
09B |2'-6" 5-6" 8- 6" - A LC‘\]” =
01A 01B 09C [2'-6" 5-6" 8 - 6" w2 o %0 §
09D |2'-6" 5-6" 8 - 6" < s a5
10 2'-6" 5'-6" 8- 0" SAl = H
11 2'-6" 40" 8'- 0" 2
12 2'-6" 2'- 6" 8'-0" Z 2
13 2-6" 5-6" 8- 0" o <
14 2'-6" 5-6" 8- 0" O -
15 2'-6" 6-6" 8'-0" T
16 2'-6" 6'-6" 8- 0" — =
40 2-6" 5-6" 8- 0"
FOYER / DINING FOYER / DINING FOYER / DINING PWDR. LNDRY. / MUD PANTRY KITCHEN KITCHEN 11 6" 56" 80"
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43 2'-6" 5-6" 8- 0"
44 2'-6" 2'-6" 8'-0"
50A  [2'-6" 5'-6" 8'-0" 10.29.24
508  |2'-6" 5-6" 8- 0"
51A  |2'-6" 5-6" 8- 0"
5B [2'-6" 5-6" 8- 0"
60 2'-6" 4-0" 8- 0"
61 2'-6" 4-0" 8'-0"
62 26" 4-6" 8- 0"
63 2'-6" 40" 8- 0"
64 26" 5'-0" 8- 0"
70 2'-6" 2'-6" 8- 0"
71 2'-6" 2'-6" 8- 0"
72 2-6" 26" 8- 0"
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01 6! - OII 1I - 6" 8I - 6" B F‘ 8
02 2| _ 6“ 6| _ 6" 8' _ Ou e § % o)
03 2'-6" 6'-6" 8-0" :Ii H o[; ¥ g
04 2! - 6“ 2! - 6" 8! - Oll U C/J O E L).
] n ] n 1 n O U ‘M
05  [2-6 5-0 8-0 | o3 e,
- 06 2! - 6“ 5I - Oll 8I - Oll -8 Q) ﬁ
03 - || |@ [[|[I[L £ 07 2'-6" 5-6" 8'-6" < g = @
L 08 2| _ 6“ 5| _ 6" 8' _ 6" m % g .c,_é
OgA 2! - 6" 5! - 6" 8! - 6" M g Z @ a
09B 2'-6" 5-6" 8'-6" Pl 72N =
. O <
09C 2'-6" 5-6" 8'-6" ~ % e g 2
i 09D  [2'-6" 5'-6" 8'-6" o S b 0
I 10 2'-6" 5-6" 8 -0" I_‘ @ cgti %
0 1] (/)
1 1 2! - 6“ 4I - Oll 8l - Oll ..
Q
12 2! - 6" 2! - 6" 8! - Oll Z g
13 2! - 6" 5I - 6" 8I - Oll m rg
14 2! - 6" 5I - 6" 8I - Oll O ‘LQ)—{
1 2! _R" r_QA" r_n" q_)
- — —_— — - . — —_ - - - — - — - - - - — - 1: 2'-2" gu_gu 21_8" q E_‘
EXERCISE EXERCISE A.D. BEDROOM 2 A.D. BATH 2 A.C.C. DWELLING A.D.BATH 1 A.D.BATH 1 10 6" 5.6 8.0
41 2! - 6" 5I - 6" 8! - Oll
42 2! - 6“ 5I - 6" 8! - Oll
43 2! - 6“ 5I - 6" 8! - Oll
44 2! - 6“ 2! - 6" 8! - Oll
S50A 2'-6" 5'-6" 8'-0" 10-29-24
SOB 2! - 6" 5! - 6" 8! - Oll
51A 2! - 6" 5l - 6" 8! - Oll
51 B 2! - 6" 5l - 6" 8! - Oll
60 2! - 6“ 4I - Oll 8! - Oll
61 2! - 6“ 4I - Oll 8l - Oll
62 2! - 6" 4I - 6“ 8! - Oll
63 2! - 6" 4I - Oll 8I - Oll
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