Acting Chair Bienvenu stated the concern is that by making a decision, the board is
sacrificing its control so that this potentially never comes before them again, since many
red tags never turn into a case. The board would prefer to address it now, and they do
have the authority from a code provision for restoration os status if a property owner
makes changes in a structure without proper city approval, which results in the lowering
of the status of a structure, or the board may require the property owner to restore the
structure. Therefore, the board could, based on a record that is before it, rule that there
are unauthorized changes made resulting in an alteration of the status and order it to be
restored, separate from the city’s process.

Attorney Ruybalid stated that the concern is that it is not on the agenda tonight, so that
decision could not be made tonight.

Acting Chair Bienvenu stated that this was why the discussion was about postponing the
case.

Attorney Ruybalid reiterated that code enforcement needs to investigate this, and he
discouraged the board from deciding on that issue without the investigation and without
it being on the agenda.

Board Action:

Member Biedscheid moved that because the application appears to be incomplete in that
the drawings do not represent all changes made to the structure to date and because this
is a contributing structure the changes requested tonight affect the primary fagade which
seems to be altered that this case be postponed to a date certain and request that the
applicant come back with a full application for the changes that have been made and any
further action required to address the gap in the materials reviewed tonight and the on-
site conditions observed today. Member Degnan seconded. The motion passed with the
Board voting unanimously (4-0).

Staff asked for clarification if this would be two separate cases, one being the postponed
case because the agenda has been posted and the case cannot be altered, and the other
for the other items requested as another case number so that this can be posted correctly,
and that the date certain was to be July 22, 2025.

It was determined that it all needed to be heard together so staff could determine when
the case should come forward with all of the required information.

C. 2025-010489-HDRB, 539 Garcia St., Downtown & Eastside Historic
District, contributing, Matthew Rembe, agent for Penny Rembe, owner, requests a
historic status review with primary facade(s) designation, if applicable, for a
residential structure and an accessory structure.
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Mr. Gary Moquino presented the case and staff recommendation. Staff recommended
that the historic status of the residential structure be maintained as contributing with the
south fagade, which holds the greatest historic integrity, as the primary facade, and that
the accessory structure be designated as contributing with the east facade as primary,
per section 14-5.2(C)(2) Designation of Significant, Contributing or Noncontributing
Status Within Historic Districts.

Penny Rembe, 533 Garcia Street, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. Rembe stated this was
their second process in Santa Fe, the first was at 533 Garcia, the old Pete Don Jose
Garcia's house. They also have resided in a historic house in Albuquerque. They were
friends with Tina, who lived at 539 Garcia and when Tina moved out, they purchased the
home to have a place for their four children and families when they come for the holidays.
She stated that they love the house, the Garcias and that street.

Aviva Bowman, 47 Old Road, Lamey, was sworn in. Ms. Bowman agreed with the fagade
recommended for the residence; however, she disagreed that the garage should be
contributing, but more so that the east fagade should not be primary because it is very
deteriorated.

Member Biedscheid asked for clarification that the property was already designated
contributing and that the primary facades were the request for tonight.

Mr. Moquino stated that the main residence is already contributing, it only needs primary
facade designation. The garage has no status, so it needs a status review.

Member Biedscheid stated in regards to the garage that if it is to be contributing that the
south fagade that faces the street consistent with the main house would be the more
appropriate primary facade and the reason to designate that would be to preserve the
position of a garage as a garage and have it read as a garage that sort of deep set
driveway is unique to the streetscape the south would be the better designation rather
than the east on the garage.

Public Comment:

Ms. Beninato appreciated Member Cherry catching the changes in the prior case and the
board taking the appropriate action to find out what happened. Regarding this case, she
stated that the main residence should remain contributing and that the fagade that faces
the street with the portal should be primary. She agreed with Member Biedsheid’s
suggestion that the garage, the one fagade facing the street, should be primary.

Member Cherry asked Member Biedscheid the reason why both of the recommended
facades, east and south, would not be considered as primaries.
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Member Biedscheid explained that the south facade is sufficient to recognize that as a
garage, and her philosophy is to designate the minimal number of facades, especially on
a very small building, that preserve the characteristics that are important about that
structure. In this case, the south facade has both the pedestrian and vehicle doors with
headers, though the garage door material should be excluded.

Board Action:

Member Biedscheid moved to retain the residence as contributing and designate the
south facade as primary, and to designate the garage as contributing with the south
facade as primary, excluding the non-historic materials and the garage door material.
Member Mather seconded. The motion passed with the Board voting unanimously (4-0).

10. Discussion Items
There were no discussion items.

11. Matters from the Board
There were no matters from the Board.

12.  Next Meeting
July 8, 2025

13. Adjournment

Acting Chair Bienvenu asked if there were any objections to adjournment. There were
none. The meeting was adjourned at 9:37 p.m.

Lani McCuﬁ’ey, Transcrip%n

Cecilia Rios, Historic District Review Board Chair Date
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PROJECT
DESC:

CASE NUMBER:
PROJECT TYPE:

LOCATION:

CONTACTS:

City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department
200 Lincoln Ave.
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0909

2025-010489-HDRB, 539 Garcia St., Downtown & Eastside Historic District, contributing,
Matthew Rembe, agent for Penny Rembe, owner, requests a historic status review with
primary facade(s) designation, if applicable, for a residential structure and an accessory
structure.

2025-010489--HDRB
Historic Status Review

539 GARCIA ST
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Property Owner Penny Rembe 539 GARCIA ST
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Applicant Matthew Rembe

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their hearing on

Jun 24, 2025. The decision of the Board was to retain the main residence as contributing and designate the south
facade as primary and designate the garage as contributing with the south facade as primary excluding the
non-historic materials and the garage door material.

For further information please call 505-955-6605.

Sincerely,

Lani McCulley

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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