Agenda Regular Meeting of the Historic
Districts Review Board

June 24, 2025 at 5:30 PM

Council Chambers, City Hall

200 Lincoln Avenue

Procedures for Historic Districts Review Board Meeting

Viewing: Members of the public may stream the meeting live on the City of Santa Fe’s YouTube
channel at www.youtube.com/@cityofsantafe. The YouTube live stream can be accessed at this
address from most smartphones, tablets, or computers.

Join on Zoom: https://santafenm-gov.zoom.us/j/84481664315

By Phone: 301 715 8592
Webinar ID: 844 8166 4315

The agenda and packet for the meeting will be posted at https://santafenm.portal.civicclerk.com/

1. Call to Order

2. Roll Call

3. Approval of Agenda
4. Approval of Minutes

a. May 27, 2025

5. Approval of Findings/Conclusions
6. Matters from the Public
7. Staff Communications

a. Old Pecos Trail, Old Santa Fe Trail, Plaza, W San Francisco St, Galisteo and Cerrillos Rd.
The City of Santa Fe Tourism Division requests a recommendation to the Governing Body
of the design for banners honoring the original pre-1937 path of the Route 66 highway.

8. Old Business

a. 2025-010494-HDRB, 206 McKenzie St., Downtown & Eastside Historic District,
Contributing, Bradyn Furry, agent for Mindy Hale and FC3 Ltd. Co., owner, requests
approval to replace all the doors and windows which requires an exception to 14-
5.2(D)(1)(a) for the removal of historic material; construct a new detached steel carport to
a height of 8'-8” with roof-mounted solar units within the existing auto court which requires
an exception to 14-5.2(D)(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards; an increase in
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10.

11.
12.

13.

height by 3’-3” of a previously approved parapet on the McKenzie St. facade which
requires an exception to 14-5.2(D)(2)(c) additions are not permitted unless set back 10’
from primary facade, and install roof top HVAC units, and a new pedestrian gate Historic
Districts Review Board June 10, 2025 Page 2 of 3 on the McKenzie St. adjacent to the
vehicle entrance. (Paul Duran, paduran@santafenm.gov)

New Business

a.

2025-010496-HDRB, 492 Arroyo Tenorio, Downtown & Eastside Historic District, Non-
contributing, Will McDonald, agent for Rob Johnson, owner, requests approval for a 112
sq. ft. addition on the south elevation. (Paul Duran, paduran@santafenm.gov)

2025-010497-HDRB, 964 Acequia Madre, Downtown & Eastside Historic District,
Contributing, Manuel Mendoza, agent for Anjani Thomas, owner, requests to replace
roofing material to a 26-gauge sloped metal roof color natural galvanized steel and
requests two exceptions to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material and 14-5.2(D)(5)(b)
architectural features, finishes, and details other than doors and windows, shall be
repaired rather than replaced. (Paul Duran)

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. (Lani McCulley)

Discussion ltems

a.

SANTA FE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE: “SANTA FE FORWARD”/ “SANTA FE
AVANZANDO.” Staff will introduce the 2050 General Plan Update, including a Project
Overview and presentation on the Community Engagement plan, and schedule. (Heather
L. Lamboy, Director, Planning & Land Use, hllamboy@santafenm.gov)

Matters from the Board

Next Meeting:

a.

July 8, 2025

Adjourn

Persons with disabilities in need of accommodations, contact the City Clerk's office at
955-6521, five (5) working days prior to meeting date.
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Regular Meeting of the Historic

Districts Review Board

May 27, 2025 at 5:30 PM
Council Chambers, City Hall
200 Lincoln Avenue

Meeting Minutes
https://www.youtube.com/live/vumgQFWxqZ07?si=S3jzG-FiveScv8pl

Call to Order

Chair Rios called the regular meeting of the Historic Districts Review Board to order at
approximately 5:30 pm in the Santa Fe Community Convention Center, Sweeny Ball
Room B, 201 West Marcy Street, Santa Fe, New Mexico. (Call to Order time stamp is
1:30:30)

1. Roll Call
Roll Call indicated the presence of a quorum as follows:

Members Present

Ms. Cecilia Rios, Chair

Mr. John Bienvenu, Vice Chair
Ms. Jennifer Biedscheid

Ms. Amanda Mather

Ms. Mary Ellen Degnan

Mr. Scott Cherry

Members Absent
Ms. Madelein Aguilar Medrano (excused)

Others Present

Ms. Heather Lamboy, Planning and Land Use Director
Mr. Kevin Nault, Assistant City Attorney

Ms. Lani McCulley, Senior Planner

Mr. Paul Duran, Senior Planner

Ms. Amanda Romero, Senior Planner

Note: All items in the Board packet for all agenda items are incorporated herewith by
reference. The original Board packet is available on Civic Clerk and can be requested
from the Historic Preservation Division.
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2. Approval of Agenda

Director Lamboy stated that item 7(b), the informational session for 515 Paseo de
Peralta has been postponed to an unknown date and ltem number 10(a) is postponed
to the next hearing on June 10, 2025.

Member Biedscheid moved to approve the agenda as amended. Member Degnan
seconded. The motion passed unanimously by voice vote (5-0).

3. Approval of Minutes
a. May 13, 2025

Member Bienvenu requested changes to the minutes of May 13, 2025. He requested that
on page four under the board action that in the first sentence which reads “Member
Bienvenu moved that the recommendations of the staff be adopted as findings...” add a
comma to separate that from the rest of the sentence and further down where it says, “an
ideal work” change the word “work” to “world”. Also, on page five in the middle of the first
full paragraph after the word “Cleofes” add the word “Romero” and change in the next
sentence “Shia” to “Shaya”. He also asked that on page 12 in the fourth full paragraph,
on the second line where it says, “divided light windows is appropriate” to add the word
“not” so that it reads “divided light windows is not appropriate in this district”.

Member Bienvenu moved to approve the minutes as amended. Member Cherry
seconded. The motion passed unanimously by voice vote (5-0).

4, Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

2024-009653-HDRB 1010 Camino San Acacio (January 14, 2025)
2024-009611-HDRB 1226 Cerro Gordo Rd. (January 14, 2025)
2024-009323-HDRB 312 Pino Rd. (January 14, 2025)
2024-009651-HDRB 423 Camino Don Miguel (January 14, 2025)
2024-009612-HDRB 1126 Camino Delora (January 14, 2025)
2024-008779-HDRB 428 San Antonio St. (January 14, 2025)
2024-009652-HDRB 829 A W. Manhattan Ave. (January 14, 2025)
2024-009615-HDRB 715 Gregory Ln. (January 14, 2025)
2024-009616-HDRB 1302 Canyon Rd. (January 14, 2025)

TTQ@ "0 a0TD

No changes were made to any of the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Member Biedscheid moved to approve all nine Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law. Member Cherry seconded. The motion passed unanimously by voice vote (5-0).
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5. Matters from the Public

A constituent asked that the Board repeat what was said about item 10 (a) and (b) from
the agenda in reference to the Santa Fe forward general plan update and the land
development code update for phase one.

Director Lamboy explained that item 10(a) the Santa Fe forward general plan update is
postponed to a later hearing and that item 10(b) the land development code update for
phase one will be discussed later tonight.

Stefanie Beninato wanted to make one other remark about 925 Acequia Madre and the
idea that it's not visible. She stated that with Google Streets aerial views that are current,
and anybody can see anybody's property whether it's visible from the street or not. So,
this non-portal non-ramada is going to be visible aerially. Her concern was that people
will know it's there and they'll come in stating “well you allowed this”. This is a bad
precedent for Acequia Madre and the district allowing a structure that is neither a ramada
nor a portal with very poor material for a roof.

6. Staff Communications

Ms. Lamboy made an announcement that on June 14" there will be the first open house
for the general plan update at the Higher Education Center at Midtown at 10 am to 2 pm.

Ms. Lamboy stated there is also a site with Midtown Arts Alliance in the afternoon on June
14" and invited everyone to stop by there as well.

a. Santa Fe Green Building Code Update Presentation - Stephen Onstad,
Founder EverGreen Building Solutions, Santa Fe Code Compliance & IECC
Residential Energy Inspector/Plans Examiner and Doug Pushard, Founder,
HarvestH2o0 and KuelWater.org, and Tom Graham, AIA, Assistant Land Use
Director, City of Santa Fe.

Steve Onstead and Doug Pushard introduced the team, gave a history of the green
code development, explained HERS rating, and emphasized the planned changes to
the green code, especially regarding residential buildings and how it will affect those
buildings which are in overlay districts, such as the Historic Districts. (1:37:17-2:15:11)

7. Old Business
No items were listed under Old Business.

8. New Business
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a. 2025-010295-HDRB, 234 Irvine St, Westside-Guadalupe Historic District,
contributing, Samantha Greenberg, agent for Edan Kark, owner, requests a status
review with primary facade designation, if applicable, for a residential structure and
requests a status downgrade for an accessory structure.

Lani McCulley presented the case and staff recommendation. Staff recommended the
historic status of the residential structure be retained as contributing with the primary
facades designated as the north, east, and south facades (facades 5, 6, and 7
respectively). While some modifications have been made, these three (3) facades hold
the original footprint and historic details of the residence, including the inset wood
windows with lead lozenge patterns and the original roof line of the building. Staff
recommended excluding the non-historic doors and windows and the non-historic east
elevation porch from the designation. Staff recommended that the accessory structure be
designated/downgraded to non-contributing. There are inconsistencies in the designation
record of the accessory structure. In a 2010 case file, the accessory structure is listed as
non-contributing, and yet the city’s map of historic properties lists the accessory structure
as contributing.  Staff could not identify any case files to support the contributing
designation. Staff also recommended that the yard wall be designated as non-
contributing due to age per 14-5.2(C)(2) Designation of Significant, Contributing or
Noncontributing Status Within Historic Districts.

Chair Rios asked are indicating that the only primary facade is the south fagade?

Ms. McCulley stated as on the map it is five, six, and seven, which includes the south,
north, and east.

Chair Rios asked with the wall if staff indicated that it is not historic.
Ms. McCulley confirmed the wall is not historic.

Chair Rios asked if the porch is not historic.

Ms. McCulley confirmed the porch is not historic.

Chair Rios asked for confirmation that in the main residence some windows or portions
of windows are also not historic.

Ms. McCulley confirmed that some windows or portions of windows are also not historic.

Samantha Greenberg, 234 Irvine Street, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. Greenberg
agreed with the staff's recommendation and was available for questions.

Public Comment:
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Norma Montoya, 102 Entrada La Cienega, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. Montoya wanted
to know what contributing and non-contributing meant and how that might affect the
property values in the area. Especially as it relates to her neighboring home at 233 Irvine
Street.

Chair Rios explained that the property values might be indirectly related only because a
status review often leads to a remodel case and remodeling improves an individual
property value which in turn may help with the neighboring lots. She encouraged the
neighbor to continue to review agendas online to keep an eye on any remodel that may
be requested later.

Ms. Stefanie Beninato, PO Box 1601, Santa Fe, New Mexico was sworn in, again found
it unfortunate that people get to add on without permits and that there does not seem to
be any consequence. She felt the house had been greatly altered with a failure to follow
code. She pointed out that the fact that there's an outstanding violation from 2019 without
any consequence by the city such as taking the owners to court is troubling because the
city does not treat people equally in terms of notice of violations. She supported the staff’s
recommendation of the three facades being primary and the house staying contributing.
She wondered if some part of the wall existed before it was raised up to 90 inches and
what the actual average height of a wall is in that area. She also addressed Ms. Montoya’s
question that she felt it depended on whether someone believes having a historic
designation makes their property more or less valuable because some people might think
it's a burden while other people are willing and eager to have that kind of designation.
Also, since the Board is only addressing one property rather than all properties on the
street so what happens to this property is unique to this property and does not necessarily
affect anybody else's property.

Board Action:

Member Cherry moved in case 2025-010295-HDRB for 234 Irvine Street in the Westside-
Guadalupe Historic District that per staff’'s recommendation that the residence be retained
as contributing with facades five, six, and seven as the primary facades excluding the
non-historic elements which includes non-historic doors and windows and the non-historic
east elevation porch, that the accessory structure be downgraded to non-contributing and
the yard wall be designated as non-contributing. Member Degnan seconded. The motion
passed with the Board voting unanimously by roll call vote (5-0).

b. 2024-010293-HDRB, 345 Garcia St, Downtown & Eastside Historic District,
non- contributing, Gayla Bechtol, agent for Robert Holleyman and Bill Keller,
owners, propose to construct a freestanding 436 sq. ft. guest house with garage
and a 481 sq. ft. carport to a height of 10’-0” where the maximum allowable is 15’-
5”. On the main residence construct a 108 sq. ft. portal, enlarge the existing 382
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sq. ft. portal to 621 sq. ft., replace windows and doors, change the size of several
non-primary fagade windows including converting several into doors, infill
windows, construct two exterior fireplaces, alter the layout of the driveway resulting
in a realignment of the fence and removal of 2 linear feet of the contributing wall.
Three exceptions are requested to 14-5.2 (D)(5)(a)(iii) to infill a window on a
primary facade, 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) to enlarge the portal within 10’ of the primary
facade, and 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) for removing part of the contributing wall.

Lani McCulley presented the case and staff recommendation Staff's analysis of the
proposed project identified 3 exceptions to the design standards of the Historic District
overlay. The following recommendations summarize the staff's analysis of the exception
criteria for each request. For section 14-5.2(D)(5)(a)(iii)) No existing openings shall be
closed, for the proposed closing of the north facing window on the west primary elevation,
staff finds that the criteria have been met and recommends approval of the exception
request. For section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) Additions are not permitted to the side of the existing
footprint unless the addition is set back a minimum of ten (10) feet from the primary
facade. The addition shall not exceed fifty percent of the square footage of the existing
footprint and shall not exceed fifty percent of the existing dimension of the primary facade.
To the extent architecturally practicable, new additions shall be attached to any existing
noncontributing portion of structures instead of attaching them to the significant or
contributing portion, for the proposed extension of the south portal, staff finds that the
exception criteria have not been met and recommends denial of the exception request.
For section 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) The status of a significant, contributing, orlandmark
structure shall be retained and preserved. If a proposed alteration will cause a structure to
lose its significant, contributing, or landmark status, the application shall be denied. The
removal of historic materials or alteration of architectural features and spaces that
embody the status shall be prohibited, for the removal of two linear feet from the
contributing yard wall, staff finds that the criteria have been met and recommends
approval of the exception request. Staff recommend approval of the other elements of the
application that do not require exceptions as they comply with 14-5.2(D) General Design
Standards for all Historic Districts, and 14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design
Standards.

Chair Rios requested clarification that the windows and doors that are being proposed
to be replaced are non-historic windows and doors

Ms. McCulley explained that the windows are all non-historic as there are no historic
windows on the property.

Member Bienvenu stated that though there are quite a few things being brought before
the Board, it sounds like staff is generally in agreement with all the requests except for
one and that is with respect to the portal removal and reconstruction in a different
configuration. He asked if he understood correctly.
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Ms. McCulley stated that this was accurate because the portal would be changing size.

Member Bienvenu stated that there are various proposals for the south portal with the
first proposal that came before us in the packet was that would be entirely removed and
rebuilt.

Ms. McCulley stated she understood it was technically being repaired and that the entire
structure was not coming down, but it is being reconfigured for better water flow.

Member Bienvenu ask if the vigas and the posts will all remain as they
are today

Ms. McCulley stated parts of those are being replaced

Member Bienvenu asked if the west elevation is the primary fagade, would that include
the west side of the portal, is that fair to say?

Ms. McCulley stated yes, and that Member Bienvenu brought it up on the field trip, this
morning, and it does seem like that it would be part of the primary facade.

Member Bienvenu stated he agreed because on the west facade the upper parapet of the
portal is even with and blends in with the entire elevation on that side of the house. So,
he thought this is not just an addition within 10 ft of a primary facade but on the primary
fagade and requested confirmation that could be accurate.

Ms. McCulley stated it could be.

Member Bienvenu confirmed that for the alternative plan part of that facade to remain
with a 10 feet setback and then an additional two feet towards the south being built out.

Ms. McCulley confirmed that this was her understanding of the concept that the first 10
feet of the portal would be retained in its current configuration and then the remaining
length of it would be widened.

Member Bienvenu stated that the staff report focused rightfully on the most obvious
aspect of what is in issue here with the portal, which is the 10-foot rule, but it seemed that
there were some additional issues where this proposal would violate the code provisions.
One is the provision that was mentioned which is found in 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) that the removal
of historic materials or alteration of architectural features and spaces that embody the
status, which here is contributing, shall be prohibited. He stated that this proposal would
alter the spaces and architectural features that embody the status of the contributing
status for this structure if it gets changed. However, if it stays as it is built no other
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provision would be in question for the portal. However, section 14-5.2(D)(5)(b) which
states that for all facades of significant contributing and landmark structures architectural
finish features finishes and details other than doors and windows shall be repaired rather
than replaced that seems apply in this case as well and would require an exception. | do
agree with the staff's recommendations.

Chair Rios asked what the existing depth of the portal is and what the depth of the
proposed portal would be.

Ms. McCulley stated it is currently eight feet deep, and it was being extended a couple of
feet to ten feet deep.

Chair Rios asked what the dimensions were for the removal of the portion of the historic
wall.

Ms. McCulley stated that on the right-hand side of the driveway when you're entering
there is that one section of the wall that was constructed between 1966 and 1973 and the
proposal is to remove two feet of that section of the wall to widen the entry for the
driveway.

Chair Rios thanked Ms. Bechtol and the applicants for the drawings that were on display
at the field trip. She felt it was very helpful to have the existing and proposed drawings
available.

Gayla Bechtol, 320 Aztec Street, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. Bechtol stated she did not
feel the portal was part of the west elevation primary fagade because it was not mentioned
in the conversation about the fagade during the November hearing and that was in part
because the portal was added much later. She felt if she understood that this was the
case, that the design would be different. She felt including this west side of the portal as
part of the primary fagade was an overreach. The staff's recommendation was for the
three exceptions not for five and she was prepared to discuss those three exceptions.
Regarding the first exception to infill the window on the primary facade which again is
perpendicular to what was designated as the primary fagade, but it is within range the
applicant agrees with staff's recommendation and the rationale for granting this exception
as restated that all the windows were replaced in 1987 and are not historic. Also, it does
not match the other windows and as it is not original to the structure nor is it historic it will
not damage the streetscape to remove this window. The second exception for the removal
of the two feet of the contributing yard wall at the driveway is unsafe because the current
wall opening onto Garcia Street is quite narrow. It is the third narrowest driveway on
Garcia right now. By removing two feet of that yard wall, it will substantially enhance the
safety of backing into traffic on Garcia Street. As evidenced by the Historic Cultural
Properties Inventory (HCPI) and staff reports, the wall and its openings have had many
changes over time. So, the applicants agree with the conclusion that the exception criteria
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have been met because this design minimizes the impact on the neighborhood and the
district and is designed to help with safety with ingress and egress of the property
therefore decreasing risk of injury to the applicant, other vehicles, and pedestrians.
Regarding the third exception to enlarge the portal, it is being widened to twelve on the
southern facade of the residence. This committee made a designation in November 2024
that this facade is not a primary facade based on this designation and our need to rebuild
the portal due to deterioration, it is proposed to enlarge the portal from the current eight-
foot depth to a depth of twelve feet. This will improve the functional use of the space and
is designed with materials that are in keeping with the structure in the historic district. The
exception proposed is to allow the enlargement to extend to the board's designated
primary facade on the west which faces Garcia Street since this is an open and
transparent portal. Granting the exception is appropriate. Staff take the position that the
exception criterion is not met as it modifies the character of the primary west Garcia Street
facade and communicates a false sense of history. However, the request is exceedingly
modest and since it is an open portal and not an addition in the conventional sense, the
portal will be rebuilt with new materials, and this is a good use of resources that are
consistent with the preservation of the building and its contributing status. The Board
noted that there is plan B offered where the west fagade of the portal could be rebuilt with
the eight-foot depth for the first ten feet of the elevation and then widen to twelve feet.
This design would not require an exception since it is set back from the primary fagade
by ten feet. The portal is a more modest addition than the ones most often considered
and approved by the board. Itis largely open and transparent, and it is not an added room
or rooms. Portal designs with a 12-foot depth are consistent with historic district designs
and proportions for these reasons and because the materials and design standards are
met, the applicant urges the board's approval of plan B if it determines that plan A is an
exception that they do not want to grant.

Director Lamboy shared the slides for the Plan B design on the screen.

Ms. Bechtol felt that the perspectives for both plan A and plan B very clearly the minimal
change being proposed to the portal. She felt plan B impacted the house more than the
plan A design. She pointed out that the portal is 50 feet long and that is really where the
character of the structure as the board determined in November when they determined
that the south fagade was not a primary fagcade that embodied most of the character in
part because it was constructed later and was just barely 50 years old; however it is the
character of the streetscape and the character of the historic nature of this house with the
50- foot length is a defining feature.

Ms. Bechtol stated plan A has the minimal effect on the streetscape because the primary
impact has to do with the 50-foot length of the portal. She also stated it is a tear down
and reconstruction with no repair because the wood is rotted from water intrusion. She
pointed out that the perspective drawings show the view from the streetscape. This is less
than 200 feet of additional square footage versus the 1,300 that is allowed to be added
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to this home. The 200 square feet that is being added to the portal is modest and will
make the house more livable.

The portal was not assigned primary with the historic characteristics of this house it was
the west elevation and the northwest corner. She also noted that plan B, which affects
the portal greater, would be acceptable but it does impact the portal more. The idea is to
widen the portal to make it more livable for the owners.

Ms. Bechtol confirmed that this case would not have been presented in this way if the
portal was thought to be part of the primary fagade.

Member Bienvenu clarified that they understood about the primary facade in the sense
that they had the same question which is why they requested to see the fagade diagram
because it wasn't clear whether that was specifically called out. It does not sound like it
was excluded. It seems to be a visual part of the fagade because the stucco is consistent
on the fagade.

Ms. Bechtol stated that they are not flush, the portal steps in by 6” or greater.

Ms. Bechtol asked if there was no fagade diagram from the November case since, they
seem to be standard with status reviews.

Ms. McCulley clarified there was no fagade diagram.

Member Bienvenu clarified that if the portal is set back that would mean that it would not
be part of that facade so that would resolve that issue. It is possible that is why it wasn't
discussed at the time whereas today the discussion revolved around the fact that on the
site visit it appeared to be completely flush and part of that entire elevation. Regardless,
prior to tonight, no exception was requested for it. The point in bringing it up is more to
talk about how we address the exception criteria that is being sought, which is the 10-ft
setback and that goes with the removal of historic material or the repair and restoration
of existing architectural features even on non- primary facades. That should inform the
discussion here tonight in deciding whether the exception criteria have been met.

Member Bienvenu stated that plan B would be out of the question because it would
destroy the most important characteristic of the portal, which is its length across the entire
elevation. He felt that if the portal needed to be reconstructed because it cannot be saved
then reconstructing it with a relatively minor extension may not have as large of an
aesthetic impact but could have a livability benefit.

Ms. Bechtol confirmed that the existing portal cannot be saved. Only a couple of the
corbels are repairable, the decking, beams and columns are all rotten from the water
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damage. She said she had the wood assessed by another builder who confirmed this for
her.

Member Biedscheid stated that when reviewing the history of this case, the original
recommendation of staff was to status this house as non-contributing. So, the Board had
a difference of opinion and designated the west facade as primary. On the south,
according to the HCPI has the most changes of any facade on this structure there's some
indication that if it were an original part of the house, it would have been a territorial style,
but it shows a Pueblo Revival style, so this is not the import of the case. The removal of
the two linear feet on the contributing wall which was never in question is maybe more of
a topic of conversation. While the safety features of the suggested change sort of
outweigh the need to preserve that wall as it is, it is a very common difficulty in our modern
situation with cars and driveways. If these changes are going to happen, they must be
made in a sensitive way so that those two feet of the wall are not missed. As for the
extension of the portal as recommended in the original proposal, for an additional four
feet of depth as a single depth rather than staggered is the way to go. It is a beautiful and
very light touch in terms of the look of the property. It seems to be a recreation of what is
there with some additional space and fits the house as constructed today.

Director Lamboy stated she was able to review the minutes from the November 26" status
review and staff recommended a non-contributing status at that hearing but the decision
of the Board was to retain it as contributing. She read the motion into the record, “Member
Bienvenu moved that in case number 2024-009369-HDRB at 345 Garcia Street for the
reasons stated on the record earlier i move that the historic status of the main residential
structure to be maintained as contributing with the west elevation and northwest corner,
the area around the chimney, as the primary facades as recommended in the HCPI and
that the status of the accessory structure be downgraded to non-contributing and that the
front wall be designated as contributing”. She stated that it was approved unanimously by
the Board. There are some things we must accommodate for in historic preservation, that
is why staff didn’t have concern with the contributing wall being widened a little bit. The
concern in reference to the portal is that it changes the character of the front of the building
to have such an increase in depth. The proposed portal is going to have a shed roof.

Ms. Bechtol commented the roof is currently flat, that's one of the reasons why it's failed
over the last 50 years. There has to be six inches of slope, therefore it's technically a shed
roof.

Director Lamboy stated the view from the street will be the same, but the roof is a shed
a shed roof. So, staffs’ objection to that was the change in the overall appearance to the
front facade or west facade.

Ms. Bechtol stated that there would be a bit more thickness on the roof so there would be
metal flashing above the decking to hide the slope.
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Member Cherry asked if the pitch was going to run the length of the portal rather than the
width.

Ms. Bechtol confirmed the slope is from west to east rather than the north to south to
avoid the need for a gutter and the fascia will hide the slope of the roof because the fascia
is consistent across the south of the portal.

Robert Holleyman, 345 Garcia Street, Santa Fe was sworn in. Mr. Holleyman thanked the
Board for coming to the house today and for considering the case. He stated that they
have wanted to live in Santa Fe and in this house. He and his husband Bill Keller have
had a home in Sanat Fe for about 20 years. They moved here full-time from Washington
DC a little over a year ago because they found this house and because they knew they
wanted to be here. So, they sped up their plans to be here full-time. They deeply care
about this house. It was built about 90 years ago when Mr. Holleyman’s father from South
Louisiana first came to New Mexico to go to high school in Roswell. Mr. Holleyman was
a janitor in his first summer job out of high school 52 years ago here in Santa Fe and he
had a dream to live in Santa Fe one day. He said that everything they are trying to do with
this house is to do the right thing for the city and the historic district by using the lightest
touch possible while still adapting it for their use. Increasing that driveway entrance a little
bit, the garage and accessory dwelling unit among other things is so that they can age in
place with assisted living capacity by providing any providers with the guest house to
reside in. He stated that he and Bill | are committed to being good stewards of the house
to doing things that not only uphold its status as a contributing structure, but ideally ones
that enhance the ability of the overall historic district.

Public Comment;

Ms. Stefanie Beninato, previously sworn in, stated that something that has not been
considered on the portal is to keep the 8-foot depth. She did not hear anyone speak about
the hardship which is a criterion for getting an exception. This is not an interior space
which is necessary for livability, it is a bonus space so the portal could be kept at an 8-
foot depth. The entire length for the slope is a quarter inch per foot so that is a foot slope
on 50 feet which would be quite adequate to get things to drain. She stated that keeping
it flat from south to north seems problematic because it will pool on that roof. She
reminded the Board that they adopted the staff’'s position on 614 Paseo de Peralta that
said that safety is not something unique to any property and that safety is something that
everybody must deal with. So, regarding taking out two feet of the wall, there are other
options like a way to turn around in the property so that you can come out facing the street
as opposed to backing out or perhaps back in as opposed to backing out. Especially since
it is the smaller part of the wall it should be a huge concern to remove that part. To be
consistent with what staff has recommended in the past about safety if it's not unique and
it's something that many people have to deal with such as narrow driveways which are
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not visible, which is a constant across the city and as portals are not necessary they're
just a desire and an 8- foot portal should be quite livable quite usable and it is a solution
that doesn't interfere with the primary facade because it keeps the existing depth.

Board Action:

Member Biedscheid moved to approve the application as submitted noting that the
exception criteria for the rebuilding of the portal within 10 feet of the primary facade
have been met. With respect to the first criteria which staff recommended was not
met which is “do not damage the character of the streetscape”, despite the
additional 4 feet of depth the key elements of the existing portal are retained. It's
an open and transparent structure maintaining the 50-foot length consistent with
the existing portal and the south facade of the building. With respect to criterion
two “to prevent a hardship to the applicant or injury to the public welfare”, the
current hardship associated with the deterioration of the portal requiring its rebuild
and the limited functionality of the narrow depth is remedied by this solution. The
function of the narrow portal is not sufficient to prevent the front door from being
drenched in rain and this addresses that hardship, noting that we agree with the
staff's recommendation on the other elements and that all exception criteria have
been met for those. Chair Rios offered if Member Biedscheid wanted to specifically
indicate in reference to the exception criteria what that is like the infill of the
window. Member Biedscheid did not feel it was necessary since the motion was to
follow staff’'s recommendation on those two elements. Member Mather seconded.
The motion passed with the Board voting unanimously by roll call vote (5-0).

C. 2025-010341-HDRB, 248 Rodriguez St., Downtown & Eastside Historic
District, non- contributing, Jennifer Salimbene, agent for Steven Barrett, property
owner, proposes to demolish a 104 sq. ft. shed 9’-4” in height.

Amanda Romero presented the case and staff recommendation. Staff recommended
approval of the proposed project and found that the application complies with Section 14-
3.14 Demolition of Historic or Landmark Structure.

Jennifer Salimbene, 125 Lincoln Avenue, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. Salimbene agreed
with the staff's recommendation and was available for questions.

Public Comment:
There were comments from the public.

Board Action:

Member Cherry moved to approve the application for demolition as submitted. Member
Degnan seconded. The motion passed with the Board voting unanimously by roll call
vote (5-0).
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d. 2025-010343-HDRB, 248 Rodriguez St., Downtown & Eastside Historic
District, Jennifer Salimbene, agent for Steven Barrett, property owner, proposes to
construct a 1507 sq. ft. residence to a height of 14’-0", where the maximum
allowable is 14’-4”.

Amanda Romero presented the case and staff recommendation. Staff recommended
approval of the proposed project and found 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.

Chair Rios asked staff to indicate exactly where the home is going to be in reference to
the shed that is going to be removed since there is an arroyo in this area.

Ms. Romero offered the proposed site plan and pointed out the location of the shed in
comparison to the planned residence.

Jennifer Salimbene, previously sworn in, was available for questions.

Public Comment:

Ms. Leslie Larson, 238 Rodriguez Street, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. Larson was
confused how a 100 sq. ft. shed footprint could be increased to over 1,000 sq. ft. since
there is an arroyo bed.

Chair Rios explained it will be in the same location as the shed since the Board had just
approved the removal of the shed and the home will be approximately 1,507 sq. ft. and
will start where the location of the shed was and go across the property not down into the
arroyo.

Ms. Larsen stated that there is a retaining wall along the property line at the neighboring
driveway, and the tiny shed, and then the arroyo so it is unclear where the building is
going to be located.

Ms. Romero stated the retaining wall will not be moved but the house will run along the
retaining wall starting at the shed and moving back. She pointed this out on the slides.

Ms. Larsen stated that the owners of the property have a landscape business and there's
a lot of activity with deliveries and hundreds of bags of potting soil or bark

And supplies and it was not clear how they could fit the residence, and the landscaping
business supplies on the lot.
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Chair Rios pointed out the property use, and business is not under the purview of the
Board.

Ms. Larsen wanted to know how the property was going to be used because this is a big
change in a very limited space.

Chair Rios explained that the applicant also gets approvals through other city
departments including zoning which will make sure that the building meets the code
requirements.

Ms. Romero reminded the Board that the applicant has already gotten preliminary zoning
review for the proposal, and it is approved for a new residential structure.

Director Lamboy pointed out that lot coverage is a zoning criterion and that criterion is
being met. Zoning reviews the plan set prior to the Board hearing. In reference to any
business being run out of the house and their concern with storage, concerned
constituents can contact the city’s constituent services, Amanda, or Ms. Lamboy, to
discuss it. There are home occupations where somebody can have a home office but
typically materials and other types of storage are required to be in a commercial area. So,
if there are concerns about how a person conducts business at a residence, please
contact the city.

Member Biedscheid stated that it looks like from the Casita roof plan that there are solar
panels proposed and asked if there could be confirmation that they will not be visible from
the street and that they will be behind a parapet or other screen.

Ms. Salimbene confirmed that the parapet would screen the solar panels from public
visibility.

Board Action:
Member Biedscheid moved to approve the application as submitted. Member Mather
seconded. The motion passed with the Board voting unanimously by roll call vote (5-0).

e. 2025-010348-HDRB, 557 San Antonio St., Downtown and Eastside
Historic District, Non- contributing, Ju Tan, agent for Clayton and Maggie Miles,
owners, propose to construct a 402 sq. ft. portal addition on the main structure, a
240 sq. ft. addition with a 40 sq. ft. portal on the studio structure, and window and
door replacements on the main and studio structures.

Paul Duran presented the case and staff recommendation. Staff recommended approval
of the proposed project and found that the application complies with Section 14-5.2(D)
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General Design Standards for all Historic Districts, and 14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside
Design Standards.

Chair Rios asked if the applicant was proposing to have two colors on all windows within
the house or was it in a certain portion of the house.

Mr. Duran stated that proposal is for all windows and doors to have color, either the
crimson or the grayish teal color and that while each color is acceptable individually, staff
does not recommend the combination.

Chair Rios clarified with the large expanse of single pane glass and a lot of divided lite
windows on the home being proposed and what the public visibility of the bank of windows
was.

Mr. Duran stated the public visibility would be minimal because on the main structure on
that south facade the windows would be underneath the portal and on the western facade
on the casita with the divided lites, they would be visible.

Member Biedscheid asked which facades would have the divided lites and which were
publicly visible.

Mr. Duran clarified that the western facade on the casita is publicly visible and will have
divided lites. The southern facade of the casita is partially publicly visible; these windows
are not divided lite. The eastern facade of the casita is not divided lite windows and is
partially visible from the trail. At the main residence the western facade has divided lite,
this faces the street, so they are publicly visible. The south facade will be underneath the
portal and not publicly visible, and the clerestory windows are publicly visible. The eastern
and northern facades of the main residence are not publicly visible. He stated that there
will be two different styles from the publicly visible facades.

Ju Tan, 1219 Cerro Gordo Road, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Mr. Tan gave clarification that
the casita is a studio not a casita and the proposal is an addition with a utility and bathroom
and that the homeowners have signed the accessory structure affidavit as required by the
permitting office. Regarding the windows, the windows that are currently divided lites will
be replaced with divided lites and those that are single panes will be replaced with single
panes. The two new windows on the north facade of the main residence will not have
divided lites in keeping with the north facade motif. The studio has no windows, just
wooden fabrication that are boarded up with cut outs, so they will be replaced with divided
lite windows to match the other windows of the studio. So, this is an in-kind replacement
for what is presently in the home. The visibility is partially obscured by the 6’0” high yard
wall that steps up with the slope of the street going south.

Chair Rios asked for clarification of the steel frame gate.
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Mr. Tan explained that the intent is to replace the existing gate with a steel frame gate
clad with steel plates with a cut-out motif that is to be determined.

Mr. Duran explained that a steel gate would need an exception request from the Board.
So, the steel gate cannot be a part of this request. However, if it were kept in-kind and
the Board is comfortable with it being a steel frame with coyote fencing, which was
previously approved in 2014, the Board could act on it.

Clayton Miles, 557 San Antonio Street, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Mr. Miles shared that the
plan was to have a solid rusty steel gate with a simple laser cut that cannot be seen
through and make it a sliding gate because the current gate opens into the parking
spaces.

Attorney Nault noted that the notice in the agenda includes the portal addition, the addition
to the studio structure, and the window and door replacements but it does not mention
the gate. So, it cannot be considered at this meeting it would need to be continued to
another meeting.

Chair Rios confirmed with the applicant that they will need to work with staff for the gate
approval by coming back to the Board later.

Public Comment:

Ms. Stefanie Beninato, previously sworn in. Ms. Beninato stated that windows that are
publicly visible should be replaced with divided lites especially on the south side. She was
not sure that the area of the bank of windows could be considered a portal, but she
thought the single panes were more for commercial building than residential buildings.

Mr. Duran pointed out that the applicants are requesting “desert rose” colored stucco
which needs board approval.

Director Lamboy clarified that according to the guidelines adopted by the Board the
“desert rose” color is up to the discretion of the board. It is not considered outright
permitted.

Mr. Miles explained that while out of state the color was chosen online by comparing
visually to what the surrounding houses had and that is why the “desert rose”, but if the
Board would prefer another color, then they would accept it if it matched the other houses.

Maggie Miles, 557 San Antonio Road, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Mrs. Miles explained that
the color combination was chosen to put color and character in the property.

The blue color was chosen to match the historic museum that and there is the governor
residence is the inspiration for the two-color window treatment. The colors define the
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character of Santa Fe, and this is to incorporate this character and beauty of Santa Fe to
the house.

Mr. Duran shared the color palette that was being discussed.

Board Action:

Member Bienvenu moved to approve the application with the conditions that the stucco
color of all structures be one of the approved colors on the staff's list rather than the
submitted color, that the lites of the windows be divided except for the windows under the
portal which are permitted to be undivided at the discretion of the applicant, that the color
of the windows and doors be one of the two options that was presented by the applicant
but not both or in the alternative white, that the gate be replaced with a design similar to
the one existing and not made of steel, and that revised drawings be submitted to staff
for approval. Member Cherry asked for clarification regarding the color of the windows,
if the color of the trim or any of the wood adjacent to the windows should be addressed.
Member Bienvenu stated that motion includes all the above as being one color or white.
Member Degnan seconded. The motion passed with the Board voting unanimously by
roll call vote (5-0).

Chair Rios asked if the red color is on the chosen palette and is approvabile.

Mr. Duran confirmed that the color is acceptable in the Downtown and Eastside Historic
District.

f. 2025-010350-HDRB, 907 Don Miguel PIl., Downtown & Eastside Historic
District, Contributing, Jeffrey Seres, agent for Steve Bardwell and Sarah
Kennington, owners, propose alterations to the main residence, and the following
additions: a new 48 sq. ft. entry portal on the west primary facade, a new detached
118 sq. ft. storage room with a 181 sq. ft. portal, and a new detached 185 sq. ft.
garage.

Paul Duran presented the case and staff recommendation. Staff recommended approval
of the proposed project and found 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.

Member Bienvenu shared that at the field trip there was discussion about the portal, while
the new design is an improvement there are technical difficulties because this is a primary
fagcade and no additions are allowed on a primary facade. While not attached it is not
considered an addition but there should be caution allowing structures within inches of a
primary facade because it defeats the intent of the provision in the ordinance. It is
interesting that the existing portal seems to be detached though the historic remnants
above itimply that it was attached at some point with some kind of roofing material. Could
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the applicant clarify if they want the portal attached or if they want the portal with the gap
above the door because it avoids the need for an exception. Could this be considered
without an exception since it is replacement of an existing condition of a portion of the
fagcade that was excluded as part of the primary fagade designation, and it seems the
portal used to be attached.

Mr. Duran stated that staff were trying to draw the same conclusion since the portal is in
the same space as the 48 sq. ft. that's already established, and no additional square
footage could be considered.

Member Cherry pointed out that the existing shade structure is 7°6” long by 4’0” wide and
the proposed is 12°0” by 4’ wide long on the elevations.

Jeff Seres, 122 Lorenzo Road, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Mr. Seres stated that the
homeowners Sarah Kennington and Steve Bardwell were here as well. He stated that the
challenge on this project has been to address the issues that are deficient primarily the
lack of energy efficiency in the roof, walls, and windows with the minimum number of
changes that would potentially jeopardize the status of the structure so the intent was to
make the residence habitable and add outside amenities such as seen on the garage and
the storage room and portals creating a courtyard in between the structures. The west
portal is detached but if the Boards’ decision is to attach it and rebuild in kind meaning
the same size as existing that would be acceptable. He clarified that it is not intended to
be attached to the residence.

Member Cherry stated there are reasons for not having the gap like the weather protection
of the door, a sleeker design with only two posts, but the existing one is most likely a
homeowner built to provide some cover.

Director Lamboy wanted to map out the path forward depending upon what decision the
Board might want to make. What's at hand here technically does not require an exception
because it is detached albeit just by a few inches, but it is detached. There could be
wholesale replacement of the existing portal but not attached because that's existing even
though the view from the streetscape is relatively the same because you can't really
discern that separation. To attach it to the primary facade would require an exception
and that exception would have to be noticed and so that decision could not be made
tonight.

Director Lamboy added that the extending of the parapet, in many cases for contributing
and significant buildings we do allow for things like green building purposes such as
additional rooftop features like solar, but it cannot change the overall character of the
building. The challenge with this building is it's only about eight feet tall and so the
character of the facade is a bit different. The Board needs to discern whether a one foot
four inch change would change the character enough to warrant an exception.
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Mr. Seres clarified that the applicant would like the portal to be detached.

Director Lamboy clarified that the distinction is that there must be a structural attachment
to be considered an attached structure.

Member Degnan questioned staff when a freestanding shade structure becomes a portal.

Mr. Duran stated a freestanding structure becomes a portal when it is attached structurally
to the facade.

Steve Bardwell, PO Box 644, Pioneer Town, California was sworn in. Mr. Bardwell stated
that they were trying to be very respectful of the existing building by not attaching anything
to the existing building. This is in part to avoid exceptions, but we also thought that in the
future at some point one could remove this portal and not damage the existing building.
He stated that they would like to keep it just as close to the existing as possible and that
they have been there when it has rained like crazy and only a small amount of water
comes down in the gap. We could consider running a piece of flashing that maybe gets
right up close to the building, but they would like to keep the gap.

Public Comment:

Elizabeth West, 318 Sena Street in the South Capitol, Santa Fe, was sworn in. Ms. West
shared that she thinks this is a great example of the details and sensitivity with which the
Board must work, and she really followed Member Bienvenu’s approach but then heard
the applicants say that there's a possibility they might want to take it away at some point.
She thought well that's another angle. She is unclear what is attaching the portal to the
building. She has enjoyed this immensely, that's mostly why she is here, however it is
sort of serious, and she loves that it's being taken seriously. She points out that it looks
as if it were trying to be attached in an informal way and thought the Board was dealing
with it quite well. She was curious about the statement about if it is not attached that
means someday it would be easier to take it away altogether and how that adds another
dynamic. She thanked the Board for the fun.

Ms. Stefanie Beninato, previously sworn in, felt extending the shade structure changes
the character of the fagade, but allowing it in its current footprint would be fine. She said
it looks a bunch of roofing paper that was mastic over it that attaches it to the house. She
suggested putting a header into the wall to attach it to the house and felt the header would
prevent it from being difficult to remove from the residence later and it would make
maintenance easier in the meantime. It is game playing to avoid the exception with a four-
inch separation because it still impacts the primary facade because it appears to be
attached. She appreciated the clarification that the “portal” on the garage was serving as
a carport because otherwise it did not fit the structure.
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Member Biedscheid noticed that it's not simply a rebuilding of the same style portal, it is
larger and that does change the character of the fagade because the square posts are
being replaced with round posts that are tapered at the top which the Board has tried to
avoid in the past. It represents a departure from what's there if that's the objective of the
applicants to sort of keep it simple and mimic what is there with more integrity | do think
this is a bit of a departure.

Chair Rios asked if the homeowners would be willing to keep the shade structure the
same size with the square posts rather than the proposed round posts.

Mr. Seres confirmed that if we need to rebuild this portal exactly the way it is that it is
acceptable.

Mr. Bardwell stated they are willing to rebuild the structure in the same footprint that now
exists and utilizing square columns, but they wouldn't rebuild it exactly as it is. They would
try to make it a little more attractive, perhaps square columns with some chamfered
edges, but they would be perfectly happy with doing that keeping it the same size and
rebuilding it right in the same that it is.

Board Action:

Member Bienvenu clarified that separating structures by an inch or two from a primary
facade should not automatically make the project not have an exception in all cases,
because it would defeat the intent of the ordinance. However, in this case the applicant
is replacing an existing structure that is already separated from the primary facade, and
with that in mind, Member Bienvenu moved to approve the application as submitted with
the alteration and condition that the portal over the main entrance be reconstructed in
kind with some minor modifications, but generally in the existing footprint and existing
style with revised plans submitted to staff for approval. Member Degnan seconded. The
motion passed with the Board voting unanimously by roll call vote (5-0).

9. Discussion Items
a. Study Session for CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2025- . (Councilor
Cassutt) An ordinance to repeal and replace the Land Development Code, (also
known as “Chapter 14”) with the Phase 1 of 3 of the Land Development Code
update. The proposed amendments include “non-substantive” changes, which do
not meaningfully change the standards, regulations or procedures of the LDC, but
simply clarify, organize or better illustrate existing language. Additionally, the
proposed amendments include “substantive” changes, which are identified below
as follows: 14-03 - 2-foot height increase for structures, 14-03.03C - Addition of a
Parks and Open Space Zoning District, 14-03.02 - By-Right Density For R-10
Through R-29 Districts, 14-04 - Elimination of Unused Overlay Districts, 14-04.05A
- Removal of Alcohol-Related Regulations in the Airport Rd Overlay District, 14-
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07.05 - Amended Standards for Parking Lot Landscaping, 14-07.07 - Increased
Flexibility In Parking Requirements, 14-07.07 - Addition of Electronic Vehicle (“EV”)
Parking Requirements, 14-07.07 -Amended Bicycle Parking Requirements, 14-
07.09 — Elimination of Content-based Regulation of Signs, 14-07.02 - Enhanced
Affordability Incentives, and 14-04.6 - Amended Subdistrict Regulations in the
Historic District.

Land Use Heather Lamboy and Assistant Land Use Director Maggie Moore presented a
summary of the changes to the Land Development Code made during phase one of the
rewrite of the code. The intent of the first phase was to reorganize the layout to make the
code easier to use and to include items such as illustrations. There are some substantive
changes to the code as well. Changes include organizing zoning districts so that the lot
and building standards are together with the district, placing the height ordinance in its’
own location, more consolidated purpose statements, simplification and reduction of table
notes, height changes outside of the historic districts, creation of higher density districts,
park and open space changes, and so forth. There are also changes to specific overlay
districts such as the removal of the ban on alcohol sales in the Airport Road Overlay
District. Special use permits will now be called conditional use permits to allow businesses
that were not around when the code was initiated but are common today; the example of
doggy day care was given. The uses chart was expanded. Housing types were updated.
Landscaping, parking, street, and bicycle, electric vehicle, and sign requirements were
changed or added. There were some changes to wall and fence allowed materials. Impact
fees, street design, and public access like sidewalks are separated out and expedited so
the team can work with the Public Works Department for those components. A chart has
been added that calls out the different Boards, their duties, the various types of projects
they handle, the steps for the hearings, approval criteria, and the appeal procedures.
Affordable housing incentives have been reconsidered with the possibility of more
changes coming. This phase also addresses issues with conflicts within the code such as
the wall and fence heights in the Business Capital District, which is more restrictive than
the historic district, which causes applicants to need two approvals, one from both the
Board of Adjustment and one from the Historic Districts Review Board for a wall or fence.
The numbering system of the code has changed so the historic districts will no longer be
14-5.2.

Changes specific to the Historic code at this time is the reorganization and inclusion of
the conflicting standards provision, giving authority to the chief building official to having
the ability to make a determination that as long as the health and safety aren't impacted
then a building code standard can be waved in particular cases to preserve historic
buildings so the framework of the state of New Mexico code is the same, GIS mapping
issues, non-conforming status, telecommunications facilities attached to a historic
building, minimum maintenance standards, notice requirements, restoration of status,
reporting to the governing body exceptions, heights, descriptions of architectural
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character of the districts, materials, roof design, colors, shapes, solar energy systems,
walls and fences, green houses and parking.

Phase two will address architectural design standards outside of the historic districts.
There is some discussion at the historic district subcommittee to divide the Downtown
and the Eastside Historic District into two districts. Other changes to Historic districts and
archaeological districts. Other considerations would be to expand mixed use districts to
allow for different types of development like neighborhood grocery stores and possibly
reduce the number of overlay districts.

The general plan will also make sure that the future land use map and the zoning code
match and there will be an opportunity for people to engage in that process as well.

The Boards’ main concern was to the substantive revisions being made because it was
made clear that phase one was to be reorganized and cleaned up only. So, items like the
removal of the description of the Old Santa Fe style and recent Santa Fe styles in the
Downtown and Eastside District and adding undefined styles like bungalow is a major
concern. The Board felt that the substantive changes should not be the actions of a small
group of volunteers, but it should be more the staff and the state and preservation
professionals. There was also concern that the

The Board felt that the character descriptions that are being included here are not useful
and misleading by including undefined styles, specifically the 12 listed for the Don Gaspar
District. They felt that just because one exists does not mean it should be considered for
the district. The Board felt the character defining sections are extremely important and
they need to be drafted extremely carefully to make sure that they really capture what the
Board is responsible for protecting each district. While this is important it does seem to
be more than a phase two portion of the writing. This, along with accepting new styles, is
a substantive change.

The Board requested that the substantive changes be removed from the approval for the
phase one work for the review at Governing Body in August. The Board also requested
that the order of the districts not be alphabetical but place the Downtown and Eastside
first in the code because it sets the standard for all the districts.

There was a question whether it was an option to move directly into phase two based on
this phase one working template rather than get approval from the Governing Body with
each phase since each phase would result in a change of location of information yearly
causing more confusion until the update is completed.

Phase one will be introduced to the council in June and then it will go through the various
subcommittees for review and input in this type of study session. The hope is to have the
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phase one adopted by August and then for phase two to start immediately since it will
take a couple of years. Phase two is planned with several subphases.

The Board asked if the guidelines they have approved like the wall and fence guidelines,
stucco guidelines, and concrete color guidelines would be added and if they would be
part of phase one or phase two. They also questioned the definitions section of the code
and if it was planned to be expanded with terms as they relate to Historic Preservation
such as the use of the term in-kind and what all that entails.

It was clarified that this is a study session for comments and some feedback prior to the
Governing Body review and that there would be another review after the Governing Body
review.

The Land Use Director requested further comments via email. (4:57:00-5:48:24)

10.  Matters from the Board

There were no matters from the Board.

11.  Next Meeting
June 10, 2025

12.  Adjournment

Member XXX moved to adjourn. Member XXX seconded. The vote passed
unanimously, and the meeting was adjourned at 9:45 pm.

Lani McCulley, Transcription

Cecilia Rios, Historic District Review Board Chair Date
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Historic Districts Review Board

Heather Lamboy, Planning & Land Use Department Director HLL
Maggie Moore, Assistant Land Use Director
Gary Moquino, Historic Preservation Division Manager

Paul A. Duran, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

2025-010494-HDRB, 206 McKenzie St., Downtown and Eastside Historic District,
Contributing, Bradyn Furry, agent for Mindy Hale and FC3 Ltd. Co., owner, requests approval to
replace all the doors and windows which requires an exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) for the
removal of historic material; construct a new detached steel carport to a height of 8’-8” with
roof-mounted solar units within the existing auto court which requires an exception to 14-
5.2(D)(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards; an increase in height by 3°-3” of a
previously approved parapet on the McKenzie St. fagade which requires an exception to 14-
5.2(D)(2)(c) additions are not permitted unless set back 10’ from primary facade, and install roof
top HVAC units, and a new pedestrian gate on the McKenzie St. adjacent to the vehicle entrance.

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

District Standards & yard wall _x__ Proposal Letter
& fence standards.

X__ Site Plan/Floor Plan

x__Historic Inventory Form
X __Elevations

X__Zoning Review Sheet

x__Photographs

__X__ Other: Previous Case Documents and
Primary Facade Diagram Other:

Page 27 of 457



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 and the exception criteria have been met for all exception requests
except for the request for an exception to 14-5.2(D)(2)(c) for the addition and increase in height to
the primary south elevation facade. Staff recommends that the applicant find other design options
for that addition including lowering the parapet to be subservient to the adjacent historic parapet.

Sample motions:

a. Approve or deny Case #2025-010494 to allow these alterations to 206 McKenzie Street.

b. Approve or deny Case #2025-010494 to allow these alterations to 206 McKenzie Street
subject to conditions.

c. Approve or deny the exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) for the removal of historic material to
replace all the doors and windows at 206 McKenzie Street.

d. Approve or deny the exception to 14-5.2(D)(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards
to construct a steel carport for 16 cars.

e. Approve or deny the exception to 14-5.2(D)(2)(c) additions are not permitted unless set
back 10’ from the primary fagade for raising the parapet on the north primary fagade.

f. Approve or deny Case #2025-010494 to allow those alterations to 206 McKenzie Street

that do not require an exception.

Should the Board deny the exception request(s), the applicant shall return with an alternative
proposal for review and approval prior to proceeding to building permit.

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

The mixed-use commercial and multi-family complex at 206 McKenzie Street is listed as
contributing to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District with the north, east, and partial
southern and western facades designated as primary. The original structure has been identified in
the 2005 Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) survey form to have been constructed pre-
1766 to 1846 with several changes from the 1930s and 1940s into the present. The unique eclectic
nature of the structure and location on the Grant Avenue and McKenzie Street streetscape has
made this structure a stand-alone complex unmirrored by anything seen in the Downtown and
Eastside Historic District.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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Figure 1. Primary Facade Diagram,

As part of the application materials, Mr. Bradyn Furry (architect/agent) has put together a detailed
and thorough summarization of previously approved Historic Districts Review Board (Board) and
administratively approved (ADMIN) work at 206 McKenzie Street which is part of the Proposal
Letter for this application. Several changes in contractors and scope of work has left the
contributing structure in disrepair. The proposed application will rectify all previous approved
HDRB and ADMIN approvals and the preservation and protection of the structure for the future.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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206 McKenzie Street
McKenzie Street / North Elevation
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206 McKenzie Street
Griffin Street / East Elevation

206 McKenzie St.
South Elevation

206 McKenzie Street
Parking / West Elevation

APPLICANT’S REQUEST:
The applicant proposes the following exterior alterations:

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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1) Replace all the doors and windows for which an exception is requested to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a)
for the removal of historic material.

2) Construct a new steel carport within the existing autocourt for which an exception is
requested to 14-5.2(E) to permit the use of metal for the structure in the Downtown &
Eastside Historic District.

3) Change the overall height by 3°-3” from 14’-0 1/2” to 17°-3” high from a previously
approved parapet on the McKenzie St for which an exception is requested to 14-
5.2(D)(2)(c) addition to a primary facade.

4) Roof mounted HVAC units.

5) Construct a new pedestrian gate on the McKenzie St. fagade.

6) Re-stucco the exterior of the structure with a new one to match the existing.

Staff does not support the exception to increase the parapet height on the south elevation. The
height of the parapet was raised 3’-3” contrary to HDRB approval. In Case# ? the HDRB approved
a height lower than the adjacent parapet to allow for the distinctive historic roofline to be the
dominant feature. Staff concurs with this lower height and recommends the lower height be
restored.

Figure 4. North Primary Facade.

EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES:

Exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material: Staff requests an exception to remove
historic doors and windows on primary facades of the contributing structure.

(1) Do not damage the character of the district

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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Applicant Response: The design of the doors and windows on the existing building replicate
structures and accessories which are currently present, on the building. The new windows and
doors will match the same sizes, mullion and muntin layouts, materials, and glazing sizes and
locations.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has been met. The historic architect has noted that many of the historic doors and
windows are inoperable and unrepairable. Given the historic architectural assessment and
maintaining the district standards with regard to the integrity and best preservation practices in
protecting the structure, new doors and windows will provide aesthetic continuity within the
structure and protection from outside inclement weather exposure.

(11) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

Applicant Response: If an attempt were made to repair those that could be repaired, uncovering
them would destroy their structural attachments to the building, thus rendering them
unsalvable. If the units are removed, the jambs will be destroyed because the jambs are the
buck in the adobe. The adobe and the interior plaster are showing signs of deterioration from
water intrusion around the existing jambs due to the lack of flashing and moisture from
condensation due to the quantity and size of the single glazed windows.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the exception
criteria has been met. Given the current condition of the structure, the request for new doors
and windows would provide protection measures that will preserve the overall integrity and
status of the structure for the future.

(ii1) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design
options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts;

Applicant Response: The application of these modifications do not affect the ability for
residents to continue to reside within this historic district and area and does not change the
overall look of the building.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has been met. The applicant is proposing on installing new doors and windows that
replicate the same sizes, mullion and muntin layouts, materials, and glazing sizes and locations
on the structure. The new doors and windows will accentuate what is currently on the structure.

EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES:

Exception to 14-5.2(E) metal carport: Staff request an exception to construct a metal carport which
is not an approved material in the Downtown and Eastside Design Standards.

(1) Do not damage the character of the district;

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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Applicant Response: The proposed carport will be hidden from view within the existing
perimeter yard walls which will be raised in places which have an inconsistent height. The
overall height of the yard wall will be adjusted to fully screen the carport from public view.
The building is in the Business Capital District — McKenzie Street subdistrict which does not
have a restriction on the height of walls and fences, so yard wall heights can be easily adjusted
for full screening from the public.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has been met. Generally, metal gates and other metal structural elements need Board
approval with an exception that will be publicly visible. The applicant proposes the metal
carport will not be publicly visible from Griffin Street, Grant Avenue, or McKenzie Street,
which is acceptable.

(11) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

Applicant Response: Because the auto-court within the perimeter yard-walls is tight and
maneuvering within is limited, a cantilevered carport is proposed. A cantilevered structure
provides the necessary framework for solar panels while keeping the largest possible, open
maneuverable space for cars to access underneath. A wood structure, which would typically
be proposed for this area, with columns at the corners and at the extents of the structure, would
limit the maneuverability of the cars accessing the parking spaces below, making it almost
impossible to use. A cantilevered structure of the size required requires a steel structure to
achieve the necessary clear space for maneuverability.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has been met. The auto-court area is limited in space and maneuverability and to
provide parking for those who live and work at 206 McKenzie Street, the metal carport will
provide the structural infrastructure needed to maximize the parking availability.

(ii1) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design
options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts;

Applicant Response: The intent of the new carport installation is that it serves the needs of the
applicant and users of the building while its existence is virtually unknown and invisible to the
public view.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has been met. The applicant has stated they would have come before the Board with
a different design if it were possible but due to the dimensions of the structure a wooden carport
would not be structurally sound so a metal carport is requested.

EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES:

Exception to14-5.2(D)(2)(c) additions are not permitted to primary facades : Staff requests an
exception to raise the parapet on the north primary facade 3’-3” higher than the original facade
from 14°-1” to 17°-3” high.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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(1) Do not damage the character of the district;

Applicant Response: The core design of the proposed addition to the north facade was
previously approved by the HDRB and is in keeping with the aesthetic nature of the adjacent
portions of the building. The proposed modification only raises the overall height of the
parapet.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has not been met. The previously approved design in Case No. 2021-003826-HDRB,
had a lower parapet so as to not overwhelm the adjacent distinctive parapet which is part of
defining the building’s contributing status. The current request for an exception to raise the
parapet is not consistent with what the Board has previously approved. Furthermore, the
decorative feature on the parapet is not sufficiently distinguished from the historic feature on
the adjacent parapet.

(i1) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

Applicant Response: Due to work done by a previous contractor, the portion of the wall in
question was severely damaged and its structural integrity compromised. The damaged wall
needs to be removed and replaced, and the design was modified to more reflect the adjacent
facades and the overall aesthetic of the building.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has not been met. The current condition of the adjacent wall (to the west) is
compromised by inclement weather. The proposed design does adversely impact the primary
facade as it overwhelms the existing historic parapet. Other design options should be
considered to protect the wall from potential weather impacts.

(ii1) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design
options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts;

Applicant Response: Because the proposed modification to the previously approved design
further separates this portion of the fagade from the adjacent building masses, it strengthens
the perception that this infill is not trying masquerade as an original piece of the building.
Rather, through its increased separation from the adjacent massing’s, it further enhances the
significance of the original portions of the building.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that this exception
criterion has not been met. The proposed design and raising of the parapet adversely impacts
the primary facade of the structure and other design options should be considered in order to
maintain the distinctive historic character of the building.

RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS:

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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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:

(a) The continued existence and preservation of historical areas and buildings;
(b) The continued construction of buildings in the historic styles; and

(c) A general harmony as to style, form, color, height, proportion, texture and material
between buildings of historic design and those of more modern design.

(C) Regulation of Significant and Contributing Structures in the Historic Districts
(Ord. No. 2004-26)
(1) Purpose and Intent
It is intended that:

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

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

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

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

(4) Compliance with General and Specific Design Standards Required

All development located within the historic districts and subject to this Section 14-5.2
shall comply with all applicable general development standards set forth in Subsection
14-5.2(D), as well as any applicable specific development standards set forth in
Subsections 14-5.2(E) through (I).

(5) Exceptions

Staff shall determine whether an exception to this section is required. The historic board
may grant an exception to the regulations set forth in this section provided that such
exception does not exceed the underlying zoning.

(a) Height

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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If the applicant requests approval of a height in the historic district that exceeds the
underlying zoning district requirement, the applicant shall first receive an
exception to this Section 14-5.2. If approved by the historic board, the applicant
shall proceed to the board of adjustment or other applicable city body for
consideration of the proposed variance.

(b) Design Standards and Signage

The board may recommend exceptions to Subsections 14-5.2(D)(1-8, 10-11) and
14-5.2(E) through (I) for construction or alterations within the historic district. The
recommendation for exceptions shall be made to the governing body. Procedures
for public notice and hearing before the governing body shall be as set forth in
Section 14-3.6(B)(3). Exceptions are project specific and do not apply to the subject
property in perpetuity. If approved by the governing body, the inspections and
enforcement office shall accept and review an application for, and issue, as
appropriate, a building permit. The applicant for such exceptions shall conclusively
demonstrate and the board shall make a positive finding of fact that such exceptions
comply with all the criteria listed as follows:

(i) Do not damage the character of the district;

(i1) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public
welfare; and

(i11) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full
range of design options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within
the historic districts.

(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:

(1) General

(a) The status of a significant, contributing, or landmark structure shall be retained and
preserved. If a proposed alteration will cause a structure to lose its significant,
contributing, or landmark status, the application shall be denied. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of architectural features and spaces that embody the
status shall be prohibited.

(b) Ifaproposed alteration or new construction will cause an adjacent structure to lose
its significant, contributing, or landmark status, the application may be denied.

(2) Additions

(a) Additions shall have similar materials, architectural treatments and styles, features,
and details as the existing structure, but shall not duplicate those of the existing
structure in a manner that will make the addition indistinguishable from the existing
structure.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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(b) Additions to buildings that meet the standards of Subsection 14-5.2(E) shall
continue to meet those standards set forth in Subsection 14-5.2(E) in addition to the
standards set forth in this section.

(c) Additions are not permitted to primary facades.

(d) Additions are not permitted to the side of the existing footprint unless the addition
is set back a minimum of ten (10) feet from the primary facade. The addition shall
not exceed fifty percent of the square footage of the existing footprint, and shall not
exceed fifty percent of the existing dimension of the primary facade. To the extent
architecturally practicable, new additions shall be attached to any existing
noncontributing portion of structures instead of attaching them to the significant or
contributing portion.

(e) The height of additions:

(1) For significant and landmark structures shall be a minimum of six (6) inches
less than the parapet or equivalent roof-feature of the existing adjacent
connecting facade.

(i1) For contributing structures shall be no more than one additional story higher
than the existing structure. To the extent architecturally practicable, two-story
additions shall be set to the rear or the side rear of the structure. When an
additional story is to be placed upon an existing contributing structure, that
footprint may be no greater than fifty percent of the footprint of the existing
structure, subject to the provisions of Subsection A(1) above. For the purposes
of this paragraph, an additional story shall not exceed twelve (12) feet from
the existing rooftop to the highest point of that story.

(3) Remodeling to Increase Height; Rooftop Appurtenances

(a) For remodeling of existing significant and landmark structures, no increase in
height of the structures is permitted. (For standards relating to additions to existing
structures, see paragraph (2) above.)

(b) For significant and landmark structures, publicly visible roof top appurtenances,
including but not limited to solar collectors, clerestories, decks, or mechanical
equipment, shall not be added nor shall the parapet be raised to conceal the rooftop
appurtenances. For contributing buildings solar collectors, clerestories, decks, or
mechanical equipment if publicly visible shall not be added.

(4) Porches and Portals
Existing porches or portals shall not be enclosed.
(5) Windows, Doors, and Other Architectural Features

(a) For all facades of significant and landmark structures and for the primary facades
of contributing structures:

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

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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(i1)) No new opening shall be made where one presently does not exist unless
historic documentation supports its prior existence.

(ii1)) No existing opening shall be closed.

(b) For all facades of significant, contributing and landmark structures, architectural
features, finishes, and details other than doors and windows, shall be repaired rather
than replaced. In the event replacement is necessary, the use of new material may
be approved. The new material shall match the material being replaced in
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement or
duplication of missing features shall be substantiated by documentation, physical
or pictorial evidence.

(6) Roofs

The existing roof styles and materials shall be maintained or replaced in kind if
necessary. The addition of dormers or other roof features should only be considered
when they are an existing or historical feature of the structure.

(8) Archaeological Resources

Discovery of archaeological resources made during the historic districts review process
shall be referred to the archaeological review committee.

(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.

(a) Applicability

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,

§ 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.

(c) Height

(i) In exercising its authority under this section, the board shall limit the height of
structures as set forth in this section. Heights of existing structures shall be as
set forth on the official map of building heights in the historic districts.

A. [Ifaproposed building has a parapet, the facade shall not be in excess
of two (2) feet of the average of the height of the fagades in the
Streetscape.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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B. If the proposed building has a pitched roof, the ridge height of the
proposed building shall not be in excess of two (2) feet of the
average of the ridge height of the pitched roofs in the streetscape.

C. Yardwalls and fences shall be limited to a height that does not
exceed the average of the height of other yardwalls and fences in the
Streetscape.

D. Pursuant to Section 14-7.4(C), the height of any other structure shall
be limited to the allowable building height within the applicable
streetscape, as defined in this section. (Ord. No. 2002-37 § 26)

E. The height and dimension of signage are as set forth in Section 14-
8.10(H).

F. The board may increase the allowable height for proposed buildings
and additions located on a sloping site where the difference in the
natural grade along the structure's foundation exceeds two (2) feet.
In no case shall the height of a facade exceed four (4) feet above the
allowable height of the applicable streetscape measured from
natural or finished grade, whichever is more restrictive. This
increase in height shall be constructed only in the form of building
stepbacks from the street.

(d) Pitch

If the determined streetscape includes over fifty percent of 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.

(e) 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, fagade length, and roof form
and pitch of buildings in the applicable streetscape, or the building on which the
addition is proposed.

(f) 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

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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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
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 sfory. Facades are flat, varied by inset portales,
exterior portales, projecting vigas or roof beams, canales or water-spouts, flanking
buttresses and wooden lintels, architraves and cornices, which, as well as doors, are
frequently carved and the carving may be picked out with bright colors. Arches are
almost never used except for nonfunctional arches, often slightly ogive, over
gateways in freestanding walls;

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

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

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

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

(f) 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.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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(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:

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

(b) The combined door and window area in any publicly visible fagade shall not exceed
forty percent of the total area of the fagade 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;

(¢) No cantilevers shall be permitted except over projecting vigas, beams, or wood
corbels, or as part of the roof treatment described below;

(d) No less than eighty percent of the surface area of any publicly visible fagade 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;

(e) The publicly visible fagcade 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. Fagade
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.
DEFINITIONS:

14-12 Contributing Structure:

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

14-12 Primary Facade:
One or more principal faces or elevations of a building with features that define the character of
the building's architecture.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010494-HDRB
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History of the Building:

GENERAL PROPERTY INFORMATION

Legal Description

The property is legally described on a survey plat entitled "Plat of Boundary Survey for
Christopher C. Hill, White Buffalo Ltd., a Texas Limited Partnership.”

A copy of the latest survey plat is provided under Historic Documents.

Zoning and Status

The subject property is located in the McKenzie sub-district of the Business Capitol
District, as designated by the Santa Fe Zoning Office. The City of Santa Fe Historic _
Structures Survey Map, compiled from 1983 through 1995, lists the adobe structures on
the property as a Contributing structure. The current Status established in 2005 is listed
as CONTRIBUTING except for a parking shed and storage shed at the south west end of

the property.

It must be noted that at one time the status was “suggested” by the 2005 Surveyor as
“possibly significant” due to its association with (unnamed) historic persons and not due
to architectural cohesiveness or unique design or perfection. The structure that is most
associated with Historic figures and this property was 142 Griffen Street which was torn
down in 1951.

Property Description

The property is located at 206 McKenzie Street in the City of Santa Fe, Santa Fe County,
New Mexico. It is designated on King's Official Map of Santa Fe (circal912), as lying
within lots 1, 2 and the eastern end of lot 12 in block 18.

(Ref:Sanborn Maps & King's Map). The property currently consists of approximately
0.6104 acres of developed land.

The property is currently comprised of several interconnecting one- and two-floor
structures with yard walls that are constructed of adobe, hallow masonry tile (pen-tile
1902-1945) and concrete masonry units (pumice block). The overall footprint of the
building is approximately 8500 s.f., that was forged over a period from 1886 to the
1970's. .

The remainder of the property is occupied by courtyards that lie between the remnants
of former structures and in gardens along the south side where an historic structure
(142 Griffin Street) once occupied a prominent place on the streetscape.

206 McKenzie Street Property Page 2
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1a along the west side of the property was once occupied by a 1920s brick
L2 McKenzie Street) and several adobe structures.

ural design and detailing of the property is a true combination of early

al style adobe buildings that have been fitted with adaptations of Spanish
liling on some windows and gates and an impressive espadana (bell tower
wver a room that faces McKenzie Street.

’ing, iron window grille work and other details were applied in the 1930s
ymolitions and second story additions executed in brick and pen tile were

| in the 1940s. No major changes have taken place on the exterior primary
» 1958.

1960s and 1970s interior modifications were accomplished to create

ind commercial offices within the structure. CMU storage units, parking

1um windows, garage doors and a few infill projects were inflicted upon the
e property during the same period of time, however; most of it was applied
ry facades and what can be considered as noncontributing structures.

is bounded on the north by McKenzie Street. The address 206 McKenzie
»wly become the address of choice for the entire complex. The McKenzie
ion can be considered one of two primary facades.

ndary of the property is on Griffin Street. (Formerly Griffin Avenue). The
irtyards and parts of the commercial occupancies are located on Griffin, but
- the primary access points. These gates were primary access to portions of
that once carried the addresses of 146 and 142 Griffin. It is noted that a
iment, subsequent to 1960, removed a large section of sidewalk and

long the east boundary of the complex. CMU planters that now define the
ilong the east boundary are not historic fabric associated with the original

/ to the South - Southeast is partially on Grant Avenue, however; the

ture once located on the edge of the property carried an address of 142
were raised to a height, generally 10 feet above grade during the 1940s to
active visual screen to assure privacy for the religious sect that owned the
plex during the 1940s and 1950s.

undary is created by a high CMU wall that segregates the 206 McKenzie

n the “Hovey House” (once designated as the Historic Tully house). The 136
building, now called the “Hovey House” was restored by the Historic Santa
n in the early 1970s and remains one of the flagship historic properties for
on. The history of the subject property was tied to the Historic Santa Fe
roperty in the early development of the streetscape.

street Property Page 3
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ouse has been re-purposed over the years as attorney offices, galleries and,
f, @s an antique retail establishment but none the less remains a significant

Indary of the subject property is defined by the continuation of the white

' block that shows up as early as 1958 on survey maps. The white painted
ounds the parking lot and some non contributing parking sheds. It should
: the grade in the parking lot has been raised approximately 1-9” higher
inal grade and thus may mask some historic walls or foundations in that
laeologist has been engaged to study the unseen aspects of the site.

1t will study the building design and persons associated therewith in a
hopefully brings into clear focus the history and significance of the property.

t a building was located on this site as early as 1846 as found on the

'r map of that date. Although it appears that the 2005 surveyor

ly attributed portions of the Historic Santa Fe Foundation “Hovey House” at
reet as part of the current 206 McKenzie property.

1ave been presented that indicate that there was a possible structure in this
2 1766 Urritia map. It is almost impossible to determine if the structures
»n those maps actually represent this particular complex.

' Property as documented by the Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, the 1912

| Map of Santa Fe, and Santa Fe City Directories bring a more detailed

: property history and use (Ref: Appendix VI - Sanborn Maps & Kings Map;
- City Directory and Title Research).

It to point out that the property at 206 McKenzie is associated with several
ses as follows:

reet- (now torn down)
fin Street
{enzie

aramillo was associated with the building at 142 Griffin Street, which is
the Sanborn Fire Insurance maps as an adobe one-story structure located
) Griffin Street in what is now a large courtyard; that structure was
ometime soon after 1948 by Bullard. Thus the portions of the complex
ost with C. Jaramillo were destroyed.

treet Property Page 4
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210 McKenzie Street was a 1920 -1930 era residence that was associated with a

J.C. Martinez as late as 1930 according to the City directories. It is not known if that
J.C. Martinez was related to the original Martinez-Jaramillo ownership; and that house,
too, was razed as early as 1934 to make room for the two-story studio that was
constructed under the supervision of Hazel Hyde.

It is interesting to note that Hazel Hyde built the studio for her husband George
Blodgett, a sculptor artist, but he left her and the studio soon after it was constructed
according to some resources.

The location of the 212 McKenzie Street house and several adobe structures south of this
house were located where the existing parking is to the west of the main structures.

It is also apparent by the measuring and documentation that has been accomplished by
the current team of professionals; that the parking lot area has been raised with
imported fill, approximately 1-9” over its entire area.

An archeological study is being accomplished to further document historic “events” on .
this property. The results of that study have not been completed as of this report.

History of the Property as documented by the Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, the 1912
King's Official Map of Santa Fe, and Santa Fe City Directories bring a more detailed
picture of the property history and use (Ref: Appendix VI - Sanborn Maps & Kings Map;
Appendix VII - City Directory and Title Research).

The earliest Fire Insurance maps that show the property indicate that it was developed
for residential use at least since 1898. The building configuration on this and succeeding
maps indicate that the core of some of the existing adobe structures may date from this
era, although the historic structures survey indicates that the structures date from 1931
to 1945. At some time between 1931 and 1948, the Fire Insurance map made in 1948
shows the addition of Pen Tile structures along the west side of the existing adobe
buildings. The map also shows that Pen Tile upper floors were added to some of the
existing adobe buildings (Note: Pen Tile refers to the brick masonry units manufactured
at the New Mexico State Penitentiary, formerly located in the Cordova Road area in
Santa Fe; many buildings in Santa Fe dating from these years are constructed from Pen
Tile which date from 1902 to the late 1940s).

What is important is the “nature” of this building and the associated structures adjacent
to this building has been a nature of “change”. Major change has been the
characterization from every surveyor who has been assigned to assess the structure for
historic character. If there are components or remnants of the structure that date back
to the earliest maps of “"urbanized” Santa Fe, it can be said that those building remnants
have lost their intrinsic character and significance to the current form and nature of the
current structure.

206 McKenzie Street Property Page 5
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Association with People

The deeds to the structure reveal a somewhat clear path of ownership and a glimpse
into the sequence of development of the property.

The original post contact property ownership was associated with a grant to Antonio
Lucero de Godoy in 1693. He came to New Mexico with Don Diego De Vargas and after
the Revolt of 1680 returned in 1690 to claim land and be part of the New Spain.

The grant was hewn down through purchase and inheritance to a property that was
purchased by a family named Escudero in the late 1800’s. Some historic references to
the Escudero property have been found but need further study to resolve a chain of title.
It appears that there was a structure on the site as early as 1851.

The more “"modern” day events from the 1890s to the property as it has evolved in
1960s begins with a plat that is described in the 1884 Gilmore map as the Oliver P
Hovey estate. The Hovey estate encompassed a large area that was bounded by a
property line of almost 250 feet along Griffin and Grant Streets and almost 300 feet
along what is now known as McKenzie Street.

Most of the property to the west along what is now McKenzie Street was vacant and used
for agricultural purposes. There was an unnamed acequia that ran though US Military
parade fields to the east of this property and down what would later be called McKenzie
Street. In the 1920s, formal development of the areas north and west of the Hovey
Estate resulted in several small brick houses being built that show up on the 1930 maps.

James Conklin’s son in law named Pickney Tully acquired the 136 Griffin Street in 1857
but only lived there for a few years .The property was acquired and restored by the
Historic Santa Fe Foundation in 1974-1978

It is important the “significant” Owners of the 206 McKenzie Street properties made
significant changes to the property, then moved on. They were not associated with the
property for more than 10 or 12 years.

Cleofus Jaramillo

The property at 206 McKenzie is most associated with Col. V. Jaramillo, a member of the
Governor Otero staff and a resident of Arroyo Hondo, who died an untimely death in
early 1921. After his death, his wife, the beautiful (see historic picture) Cleofus Jaramillo
came to Santa Fe from her home in El Rito and assumed ownership of the property.

Mrs. Jaramillo inherited the property from her father, J.A. Martinez of Taos and Arroyo
Hondo,NM. Mr. Martinez purchased the property from Hovey who was another James
Conklin son-in-law. Cleofus Jaramillo occupied a portion of 142 Griffin Street from 1923
through the early 1930s. In 1931, her adult daughter was murdered in one of the front
apartments of 142 Griffin Street. Her association with the property ended at that time.

206 McKenzie Street Property Page 6
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Ms. Jaramillo is known for the formation of the La Sociedad de Folklorico of Santa Fe in
1935 and writing of a simple cookbook in 1942. Her autobiography “"The Romance of a
Little Village Girl” was published by Sunstone press in 1955, one year before her death
in 1956.

Her association with the 206 property postdated these accomplishments, but the
building seemed to carry an association with Ms. Jaramillo for several years after her
departure from the building. This is noted in some historic photos captured by Harmon
Parhurst, a well-known Santa Fe Photographer who attributed the photos as Mrs.
Jaramillo's house even though it was owned at the time by Hazel Hyde, a real estate
agent and entrepreneur.

Hazel Hyde

Hazel Hyde is associated with the property as the owner of the property starting in the
early 1930s. She is also shown to occupy several apartments within the various
structures and is credited with several major additions and alterations of the building
complex. She also is shown as owner and operator of a “dining room” called El Cercado,
which occupied one of the front apartments at 146 Griffin Street and used the courtyard
on the north side of the complex as a patio with a gate that opened onto McKenzie
Street.

Her contributions are documented in some of the Parkhurst photos and includes the
large 18-foot high studio and the Spanish Baroque facade on McKenzie Street and some
stone detailing around doors and windows on Griffin Street.

The studio was constructed ostensibly for the use of George Blodgett, her husband for a
short period of time. He can be described as a light- to middle-weight member of the
Santa Fe artist colony. (See document from 1930) Very little is known about his works
except that he worked in bronze and kept to a narrow subject matter of North Americans
and portrait busts. (See bust of K. Chapman)

The classic north-facing window and skylight popular with the Taos artists is clearly
influenced by the north-facing skylights and window walls of Joseph Sharp, Blumenstein
and Couse to name a few. The light monitor in this form was not as popular in Santa Fe.
This maybe an iconic use of the architectural detail in Santa Fe and a clear character
defining feature; although, George Blodgett made little use of the studio and was
disassociated with Helen Hyde before 1938. He may have left Santa Fe soon thereafter.

Ms. Hyde is also noted as the person who wrote one of the books on the potter, Maria
Martinez of San Juan Pueblo. It is not known if she developed a friendship with Ms Hyde
or had another relationship that was formed to write the book. The book was written in
the 1960s, well after Ms. Hyde’s association with the buildings at 206 McKenzie.

206 McKenzie Street Property Page 7
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Ms. Hyde also accomplished several other changes to the structure to accommodate it to
her needs. A second-story addition to a middle apartment was constructed of brick and
“Pen Tile” as documented in the Parkhurst photos. It appears that the Spanish Baroque
detailing may have been added to enhance the romantic notion of the courtyard
restaurant that occupied parts of the building at 146 Griffin, notably the Northeast
corner.

She sold the property in 1942 to Edna Ballard who was associated with the I Am”
religious sect formed in California by her husband. Due to some legal troubles with the
federal government and local law enforcement officials, the property was transferred to
the St. Germaine Foundation, which was formed to be the publishing arm of the "I Am”
religion. The entire property was referred to as the “I am Sanctuary”

Throughout the occupancy of the building by Edna Ballard (sometimes referred to as Ma
Ballard), many changes and additions took place to accommodate the complex as a
worship space, apartments for followers and classrooms for students. Second-story
additions were added to existing adobe and brick structures and the building at 142

Griffin Street was demolished. The religion had (has) an affinity for white and all exterior
building, faces, details and window trim were transformed to 100 percent white. The
interiors were generally pastel in color. The most significant change was probably the
demolition of the structure at 143 Griffen Street and the second story additions at 146
Griffen Street now facing into the courtyard vacated by 142 Griffen.

Another white building at 510 Old Taos Highway is currently identified as owned and
operated by the St. Germaine Foundation and may have also been purchased in the
early 1940s according to some documents.

The Foundation owned the buildings until the early 1970s, but Ms. Ballard left Santa Fe
in the mid-1950s and died in Illinois in 1971. The myth and mystery of the property
came into being during the occupancy by the “I Am” sect due to their secrecy and low
profile in the community. The use of the property from the mid-50s through the early
70s was mostly that of an apartment structure.

Walter O Ingram

In the early 1970s, the property went through several ownership events. Walter O
Ingram of Santa Fe was the owner and steward of the property from 1973 until 2001.
His association was longer than most of the previous Owners. During that period it
appears that several changes and additions were made to “improve” the property as a
residential apartment compound. Those changes included a fiberglass roof being placed
over one courtyard on the west side of the complex.

206 McKenzie Street Property Page 8
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It was framed in with 2x6 wood framing. A laundry room and trash structure was
remodeled in that same period which included new garage doors and a pitched roof
extended from a 1950’s roof to extend over one or two of these small shed structures.
Two parking sheds were created with 6 x 6 wood posts and wood framing and
corrugated metal roofing. Concrete masonry units were also used to enhance the height
of walls around the outside edges of the south and west property boundaries and to
construct storage sheds for the tenants.

Garage door openings were enlarged and new garage doors were placed over these
openings to complete the accommodations for the tenants.

Conclusion

It is the opinion of this writer that the additions and modifications to the west facing
structures has rendered those structures as noncontributing to the historic context of the
structures that remain from the 1930 to 1958 period of significance for the complex. The
McKenzie Street and Griffin Street facades are sufficiently unchanged over 50 years to
qualify those buildings as Contributing to the Downtown Santa Fe Historic District.

Clearly, the structures that were torn down and/or substantially altered from the 1930s
through 1950s and the associations with people associated with the 206 McKenzie Street
building complex ,and who accomplished interesting things AFTER their association with
the buildings; cannot be used as part of the significance of the complex as it now stands.

The history of this structure is one of mystery and intrigue and it deserves protection of
a Contributing status for those elements that remain reasonably unchanged as part of
the historic fabric of downtown Santa Fe. Those components will receive the light tough
that is afforded contributing structures. The elements that have changed and become
less than complimentary to the historic facades should be assigned a non contributing
status due to alterations and changes and thus allow these elements to be modified or
removed in order to reinforce the historic structure in a better way.
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Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

y: mmmcumm name for . Locatin: | 3. Local Rafsren:o Number
P 051610071 (H2258)
‘0 fouse
uaer . 206 McKenzie Street 4. County
| bearer; 2. A gentiman descended Santa Fe County,_ NM.
Hlazquez 1946.
Ire
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elevation
fronting
McKenzie Street
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¥4 eclectic blend
%’ ¢ of architectural
5 styles. two-
10300 story studio
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picture to right
(TMc 09-15-
2005).
1 Negative Location:
5 ArcCom PO Box 89 Santa Fe, NM 87504,

of the Property: 206 McKenzie Street is located on the NW corner of McKenzie Street and Griffin Street, and is

+and concrete block with stucco, wood frame stucco. The massive, marginally well-maintained building includes both
rtitions, two enclosed courtyards, ten-foot high cinder block walls, a two-story studio, a shed with corrugated
cinderblock garage with apartment, fireplace, and pitched roof, and a cinderblock and steel carport. The building is a
al architectural styles reflecting the eclectic nature of former owners and residents including, at the turn of the 20t

1z, a prominent Taos County figure, and later his daughter Cleofes Jaramillo, founder of the Sociedad Folklorio and a
|activist; artist Hazel Hyde and sculptor George Blodgett in the 1930s; Edna Ballard, founder of the I-Am religious sect
ucture has been altered several times durmg the last two centuries, but the origlnal structure appears on the 1846
sibly the 1766 Urrutia map.

perty? Owner occupies one of nine rented units. Units are used for residential and light commercial-studio space.

N
X Known __ Estimated  Source: Gilmer map (p. 17).
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ignificant by association with historically significant personages.

ror Information of Interest: ses List of Exhibits, p. 15.

legister:
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istoric District:
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Staab McKenzie Historic Neighborhood (Sze and Spears 1988)
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¥: (historic andfor current namefor | 1. Location 3. Local Reference Number:
051610071 (H2258)
dero Property . 4. County
206 Motenzio Street Santa Fe County, NM.
5. Date of Survey: 09-15-2005
ID CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: €38 R s O S P P AR R s
in Material: 7.Number of Stories:  _ N/
Number X1 __ 112 X2
t __ Composition X Concrete: Block __ 2112 Other:
8. Foundation: _NaA
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—Metal: Standing Seam __ Metal: V- Crimp
__Tile: Terra Cotta __ Wood: Shingle
Other:
__NiA 11. Doors _NA
1 Glazing Number Type Style Material Number
cess to courtyards not granted. Notes: Not Known. Access to courtyards not granted.
13. Porches :
Type: Not Known. Access to courtyards not granted.
courtyards not granted. » __Full-Width __ Wrap L 9
‘eatures: '
—_No known modifications
ludio Date: 1930s XKnown __ Estimated__ Source: local informant.
Date: Known __ Estimated__  Source:
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Other:
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NEW MEXICO HISTORIC BUILDING INVENTORY - SANTA FE RESURVEY 1995 (concluded)
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*_ 1 LP . “ -
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Historic Maps and Documents

206 McKenzie Street Property Page 10

Page 77 of 457



206 McKenzie St. Location

7 Other Roads and Streets
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' Major Roads and Highways
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253 Second St, S:%2 D PO.Box 4373 S=daFe, KM 17522  Phone (535) 5334143  FAX (505) 3324759
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rironmental Site Assessment Sanborn Fire Insurance Map
zie Street, Santa Fe, NM 1948
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A Diisis of G, Inc.
/808 Second St, Sulte D P.O. Box 4573 Senta Fe, NM 37502 Phone (505) 9384143 FAX {(505) 8326759
E-2ixik ceri@ced-fsicom Intermet. www.cerl-isicom

ironmental Site Assessment ‘ Sanborn Kire Insurance Map
e Street, Santa Fe, NM 1921
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ronmental Site Assessment
e Street, Sania Fe, NM

King's Official Map of Sants Fe, 1912
Block I8, Lotr 1 -2
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206 McKenzie Street
206 McKenzie Street
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Inquiry Number: 3474538.3
December 11, 2012

CettifiediSanborn@iVapiRenoriy

www.edrnet.com

440 Wheelers Farms Road
= ‘ Milford, CT 06461
EDR Environmental Data Resources Inc 800.352.0050
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' Sanborn® Map Report 12/11/12

: Client Name:

1zie Street M & E Engineering Inc :

1zie Street 1222 Luisa Street EDR?® environmentat Data Resources Inc
\M 87501 Santa Fe, NM 87505 :

y # 3474538.3 Contact: Ann Quarles

ste Sanborn Library collection has been searched by EDR, and fire insurance maps covering the target
sation provided by M & E Engineering Inc were identified for the years listed below. The certified Sanbom
irch results in this report can be authenticated by visiting www.edrnet.com/sanbom and entering the
| number. Only Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR) is authorized to grant rights for commercial
n of maps by Sanborn Library LLC, the copyright holder for the collection.

nborn Results:

206 McKenzie Street
206 McKenzie Street
Zip: Santa Fe, NM 87501

Prj. No. #12152

McKenzie St. Phase | Sanbomd® Litrary search resuls
1 #  1241-4786-B2F5 : Corlfication # 124147650285
fed: _ The Sanbom Library includes more than 1.2 million

1902 Sanbom fire insurance maps, which track historical
property usage in approximately 12,000 American
1898 cities and towns. Collections searched:

v L brary of Congress

v/ University Publications of America

v/ EDR Private Collection
The Sanbom Library LLC Since 1866™

iion To Make Copies

} Inc (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanbormn Map transmittal and each fire insurance map

report solely for the limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request made
R Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited number of additional photocopies. This permission is
ompliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark notice

i certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be
Report that coverage information for the target and surmounding properties does not exist from ather sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR
WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE
UCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL
BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
SIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL,
EQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESQURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
JND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk
provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing
, o prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment performed by an
ssional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be
dvice.

Snvironmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of
Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

wiuding Sanborn and Sanbom Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are
'espective owners.

3474538 -3 page2
Page 88 of 457



>t Thumbnails

5anbormn Map Report is based upon the following Sanbom
map sheets.

:

i 4 8

.“/ -
-

e Ta &

(R
1
-

34?4558-3 page 3
Page 89 of 457



1eets

- e Ta v
i 'l{ﬁ,‘
PR

L1
/na

¥Sheell  Volume 1,5-!16-“4 Volume 1, Sheel 5

3474538-3 page4
Page 90 of 457



.10 Certified Sanborn Map .

6

S

rized to granl rights for commerdial reproduction of

.. | Maps by The Sanborm Libvary LLC, the copyright hokder for the collection.

Inc. (EDR) s

The certrfied Sanbom Library search results in the repori can ba suthanticated by visiting

wwewr.admet.comisanbom and enisdng the cerification number. Only Environmenital

Data

L
N
‘n

) P

1241-4786-B2F5

-
e i 3 T [}
Map combines the following sheets. | I T |
+ map sheets within the collection. 0 Feet 150 300 600

Volume 1, Sheet 2
Volume 1, Sheet 6
6 Volume 1, Sheet 7

-NJ
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’30 Certified Sanborn Map .

oF -
e

Map combines the following sheets.
1 map sheets within the collection.

Volume 1, Sheet 2
Volume 1, Sheet 6
[ Volume 1, Sheat 7
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.21 Certified Sanborn Map .

|
+ map sheets within the collection. Iﬁeet 7 50' 390' sool

Volume 1, Sheet 2 )
Volume 1, Sheet 3

2 Volume 1, Sheet 5
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N
5 3474538-3 page8
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@13 certified Sanborn Map @

¥ (IRviNE)

Map combines the following sheets.
+ map sheets within the collection.

Volume 1, Sheet 2
Volume 1, Sheet 3
2 Volume 1, Sheet 5
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@5 certified Ssanborn Map @

Map combines the following sheets. l T I 1
1+ map sheets within the collection. O Eaet 50 300 500

Volume 1, Sheat 5
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@2 certified SanbornMap @
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Map combines the following sheets.
» map sheets within the collection.
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&8 Certified Sanborn Map .

t map sheets within the collection. 0 Feet ~750 300

rym 3”“
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D 2005).
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SuedEeT BROPERTY
\OERT LFED AS
HOLVEY ESAE 1897
O STRUCTURES SHOWKN

mor Map of Santa Fe, New Mexico indicati ng land ownership by the “Hovey Estate™ at the comer of Colorado
Street) and Griffin Avenue (now Griffin Street) City Planning HPD 2005),
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of 1884-1886 Hartmann Map of the City of Santa Fe, N. M. indicates a simil

ved on the 1846 Gilmer map at the present location of 146 Griffin Street/206 McKenzie street (City
PD 2005).

ar configuration of buildings
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A Dtvisize of CERE, fbec.
}08 Second St, Sulte D  P.O. Box 4873 Santa Fe, NI 87502 Phons (505) $33-4143  FAX (SDE) 526759
E-2¥: cerificeriislcom bxternet: wane ceri-fsloom

206 McKenzie Street, Sants Fe, NM
Chain of Title
5/62011

of the property forﬂneiastiﬁmwasinvesﬁgawdasanaidinddminhgpastpmm
umption Warranty Deed, Christopher C. Hill, Gallagher Headquarters Ranch Development
, White Buffalo Ltd. to 206 McKenzie Ltd., 4/14/2006, Instrument § 1437895.

ranty Deed, Arturo “Arthur” Rodriguez to Christopher C. Hill, 5/i 772006, Instrument #
3710.

items 1 and Z,&Edeadsrefaemcasmveyenﬁﬂod“PhiofBomﬂarySmwyfor

stopher C. Hill et. al.,” registered 5/17/2006 at the Office of the Santa Fe County Clerk,
a Fe, Ncw Mexico in plat book, 623, page 48.

onal Representative Deed, EdnaWynﬁfortﬁeEsmteofWa!th. Ingram to Arturo
hur” Rodriguez , 5/3/2001, Book 1900, Page 73. '

|, St. Germain Foundation to Walter O. Ingram, 3/20/1973, Book 299, Page 456, ]cag:'iﬁgﬂm w/
;3and4mfewnce“ASmwyfmSaianemuinFoundaﬁm,SmFe,SantaFeCmmty,
Meo,”IEgistﬁmdﬂlWlQﬁattheOlﬁceofﬂleSmtnFchmtyClﬁjg,Saane,New BA-
co in plat book, 5, page 258. The St. Germain Foundation is a religious sect which, at the
nfthishszﬁgnﬁon,sﬂlmaintaimachmchati}_@OldTm}Eghwayﬁ:lhthyof

t Fe, New Mexico.

/
anty Deed, Mrs. S.W. Ballard to St. Garmain Fomndation » 1115/1955, Book 117, Page

5 references the 1912 King's Official Map of Santa Fe.

790)

R
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2012 1:30 pm

1951 - The Flaming Sword of Saint Germain

1951, the Santa Fe New Mexican front page carried a banner headline: “ ‘| Am' Leader Sued
involved Hepzibah Powell, a 75 year-old woman bedridden at St. Vincent Hospital, who filed a suit
llard, leader of the controversial religious sect known as the Mighty | Am. Mrs. Powell, through her
Stephenson, claimed that Ballard had promised to take care of all of Powell's earthly needs and to
nterests in the next world. In return, Powell gave Ballard $9,000 in cash and $3,000 in jewels. But
sed to pay her hospital bills. Powell, in her lawsuit, asked for her $12,000 back plus $50,000 in

illard issued a statement to the United Press that the lawsuit was nothing more than a smear
12,000 was simply a donation to her ministry and she had no obligation to return it. Ballard, who
as president of the St. Germain Foundation, sniffed, “if she (Powell) had brought as much love and
world as | have, she wouldn’t be in this shape.”

1 story went on to remind readers that the federal government had indicted Ballard which led to a
inal trials during the war years. But the story actually began much earlier.

0, Edna Ballard learned that her husband, Guy Ballard, was the reincarnation of Jesus. And Moses,
3uddha, George Washington and nearly every illustrious personage of the last four thousand years
. In this life, Guy Ballard was a rather less colorful mining engineer from Newton, Kansas who had
, a charming concert harpist named Edna Wheeler. Both shared a deep interest in theosophy, a
belief that a group of immortals that had transcended the cycle of reincarnation were guiding human
ve. This philosophy was a large and generous one, easily accommodating theories concerning the
ons, astrology and the lost continents of Atlantis and Lemuria.

allard tells it, he was climbing California’s Mount Shasta when he became thirsty. He felt a presence
there, on the mountain top, Ballard encountered Le Comte de Saint Germain. The count was a
ist and magician who took his name from the French village, Saint Germain, in which he resided. The
usly wealthy, loved jewels and was reputed to converse with the spirits. And he had died in 1784. To
iowever, Saint Germain appeared to be none the worse for it.

main offered Ballard a creamy drink which Ballard found wonderfully exhilarating, then he told Ballard
Saint Germain was a member of an elite group of humans known as the Great White Brotherhood,
d undergone multiple reincarnations so successfully that they had “ascended” to become Masters to
ory. Saint Germain himself had been tasked with leading the human race through the Aryan age of
inth Plane of existence, into the light of the Violet Flame. There might also have been something
well. At any rate, Saint Germain required someone to speak for him on earth and so appointed Guy
Edna (herself the reincarnation of Joan of Arc and Benjamin Franklin) and his son Donald as
engers” of the Ascended Masters.

spread the teachings of Saint Germain first in Chicago, then in Los Angeles through an organization
hty | AM. (The name is taken from a verse in Exodus which describes Moses encountering a burning
1ame. When Moses inquires who it is, the voice of God responds by saying, "l am who | am. This is
ay to the Israelites: ‘| am has sent me to you.")

Ballard had gathered, some say, more than a million followers who devoured the “decrees” of Saint
aled to him. These decrees resembled high speed chanting. This constituted the 1 Am Activity, an

Theosophist ideas and various occult notions which proved very popular in California. Eager
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lues which they feel ng in their humdrum lives. They live in‘ntal confusion or moral
ind seek vaguely for truth and beauty and moral support. When they are deluded and then
ed, cynicism and confusion follow.

g of these things, as I see i, is not in the money the victims part with half so much as in the
id spiritual poison they get. But that is precisely the thing the Constitution put beyond the
he prosecutor, for the price of freedom of religion or of speech or of the press is that we must
h, and even pay for, a good deal of rubbish.

ons of this character easily could degenerate into religious persecution. | do not doubt that
leaders may be convicted of fraud for making false representations on matters other than
kperience, as for example if one represents that funds are being used to construct a church
act they are being used for personal purposes. But that is not this case, which reaches into
1gerous ground.

3s less than full belief in a professed credo become actionable fraud if one is soliciting gifts or
Such inquiries may discomfort orthodox as well as unconventional religious teachers, for
most regular of them are sometimes accused of taking their orthodoxy with a grain of salt. |
miss the indictment and have done with this business of judicially examining other people’s

3allards were again convicted and the matter went up on appeal in 1946. The Supreme Court
nviction again, this time on the sole basis that women had been unconstitutionally excluded from the
ing the merits. The government took no further court action but, through its administrative agencies,
ed the | Am Activity access to the mails and tax exemption on religious grounds for nearly a decade.

t of these troubled times, in March of 1942, that Edna Ballard purchased a large house in Santa Fe
Highway, moved the Saint Germain Press there and opened an | Am school. By 1951, the members
Jsually wearing colorful clothes, were a familiar part of the Santa Fe scene. (The sect members wore
ir each day of the week; Saturday, for example, was a day for violet or purple colors. The colors red
er, were evil and never worn.)

51, the I Am School was hosting some 600 students from around the nation who had come to hear
fictations” from Saint Germain and otherwise receive the blessings of the Messenger, Lotus Ray
the headline in the New Mexican on January 5, 1951, opening old wounds and inflicting fresh ones.

y, about 40 | Am students -- almost all women -- crashed through the front door of the New
1 Marcy Street, demanding to speak to the editors. A few were led to meet with editors Will Harrison
McGuire where they delivered an ultimatum to the stunned newspapermen. Mrs. Ballard, they told
inded the right to review and approve any article regarding the Powell lawsuit before publication or
per faced a citymide boycott of its advertisers. Other students spread out through the plant,
‘etaries and printers with strange incantations. The police were called to escort wandering | AM
ore public areas of the building. Things appeared peaceful if somewhat noisy.

the midst of debate, a “portly woman in a fur trimmed coat” slapped the paper's managing editor,
5uire, in the face. Another unidentified student slapped editor Will Harrison. Even Calla Hay, the
ured a finger attempting to avoid a roundhouse from an | Am student. Someone broke an antique
r's conference room. The newspaper was threatened variously with death by a Divine Hand, a $10
oankruptcy, a boycott of advertisers and, worst of all, the "flaming sword of Saint Germain."” Police
le | Am students who were threatening employees with fists but the majority of the students simply
gs in the building and refused to move.

our, the police — armed with a restraining order issued by a District Judge David Chavez — escorted
; out of the building. Though closed for five hours, the newspaper brought out the Saturday edition

eadline: “Angry ‘1 Am’' Mob Lays Siege to New Mexican on Suit Tale.” The somewhat defiant editor of
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issued this editorial:
No Thank You, Mrs. Ballard

a Ballard, president of the | Am activity, has threatened the New Mexico with boycott and
iless she is permitted to read and approve before publication articles relating to a suit filed in
urt Friday by an | AM student accusing the 1 AM president of fraud.

osal to call off the boycott, which Mrs. Ballard said had been arranged among merchants of
ind to keep mobs out of The New Mexican building came after five hours of siege Saturday
n which throngs who said they were Mrs. Ballard's followers crowded through the newspaper
slapping three employees, breaking a piece of furniture and engaging in verbal abuse.

wurbing situation in a little town where we have all been living together in mutual respect and
5, and we frust it will soon pass.

disturbing is the demand to print or not print news under threat of financial ruin. It is the first
hink, that anything like this has been presented to the New Mexican in its 101 year history of
n.

» we cannot comply. if Mrs. Ballard or her representatives want space in the New Mexican to
1eir views, they may have it. But they may not determine the nature of the news that we are to

his threat was a hasty one and made in excitement. We hope it was because it would not be
1ave among us a group that would censor the public information given to a community of

2 (with cheek still tingling) the New Mexican wishes for its neighbors an early settlement of the
i that have risen among them and a return to the happy days.

attorneys for Ballard and the | AM group arrived in Santa Fe, ostensibly to investigate the Powell
lso appeared for Mrs. Ballard in the scheduled January 12, 1951 hearing on the restraining order
ivez. But there was no hearing. Instead, the lawyers for the New Mexican and for Mrs. Ballard arrived
which the injunction action against Ballard was dismissed and Mrs. Ballard issued this statement:

ter of regret if any students of the “I Am" Religious Activity created a public disturbance at the

he New Mexican the 6 of January last. it was not and never has been my intention that for
r people to create any public disturbance, and | sincerely regret that any violence occurred.
any protest they had in mind, it should have been done peacefully and with dignity.

and publisher of the New Mexican, Robert McKinney, reiterated the newspaper's policy of printing
y saw fit and graciously accepted Ballard’'s statement which the newspaper generously called an
was no further action arising of this curious incident. No personal injury suits were filed by Harrison,
no property damages were sought and, despite front page photographs as graphic evidence, no
for assault or battery were lodged. it was as if it had never happened. More interestingly, the
>ase was never again mentioned in the pages of the Santa Fe New Mexican.

{, Ballard and most of the school left Santa Fe to settle in Schaumberg, lllinois where Ballard died in
numbers of the faithful have dwindled considerably. After Edna’s 1961 death (or “transition” as it is
yrganization), a board of directors now passes along Saint Germain’s messages while Donald Ballard
novement to run a manufacturing plant. The Mighty | Am is still based in Chicago but maintains about
ters” throughout the United States, including a “Sanctuary” in the house off Old Taos Highway in

2Xico.
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| find myself thoroughly puzde the whole affair. The New Mexcan, im of an astonishing outrage,
responded by yapping like a chihuahua about censorship yet seeking harmonious relations with a patently deranged
bag of nuts. Back to “the happy days,” indeed. Its only legal action — a simple injunction — was dumped when la
presidente Ballard uttered a mealy-mouthed staterfient of general regret without even the scent of personal
responsibility, a statemen which only the deluded could call an apology. Most tellingly, the newspaper made sure
never to offend the Ascended Masters by not mentioning Ballard or the | Am group again.

Perhaps the lesson, if there is one, is this: While the pen may be mightier than the sword, it isn't mightier than
the flaming sword of Saint Germain.
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QUICK FACTS AND KEYWORDS for George Blodgett

Lived/Active Often Known For

Minnesota) < . s ;
New Mexico) New Mexico/Oregon sculptor-native American porirait

Noted Gallery Representation, Pre 21st Methods
Solony Century * Sculpture, Sculptor

* Grand Central Art Galleries, New York

City

Styles Subjects

* Realism, Representation, Realist, * Indian, Native American Figure, Genre, Portrait,

Naturalist Symbolism

* Portrait

ss Lived and/or Some Exhibitions
* Brooklyn Museum of Art
ore 1940 :

iry Before 1950

* Portrait Bust Sculpture

Schools
* Academie Julian, Student

ds are derived from what AskART has identified from our research for this artist and are intended as an
information. Sources include books, periodicals, auction records, family members, friends, and professional
\RT has derived Quick Facts as a brief overview; it is not a complete list rather it is a list that is most

\SOHATED WIF PROFERTY AFFR 19317,

ien-us/mail/PrintMessage.aspx
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3Y NEW MEXICO ARTIST NORMA VAN SWERINGEN

RINT: Norma Van Sweringen is the rare “native born™ New

mho arrived in the Land of Enchantment well before it was

/ the other well-known artists from back east. When she

es such as this, she tells a story. This one depicts a woman
ebosa” — the native dress of Hispanic women of the day —

sed through the entry gate, walking back toward her home. The
rros, standing side by side, seem to be transfixed by the

f hung, flapping in the breeze. Van Sweringen doesn’'t miss a
g a free in the corral to provide afternoon shade for the burros
, hot summer days and an old pick-up bed that's been

water frough. The simple lines of the mountains in the distance
on somewhere in northern New Mexco. It is all brought

deft hand of Van Sweringen.

e area measures 9-3/4 x 12-1/8 inches and sheet size is 10-1/8 x

is very large linocut print is in very good to excellent condition, is
1s fimited margins (a common issue with some early prints and
small piece of paper tape remains along the top edge of the verso,
1the deckled edge, a bend on two comers (one slightly in the

left) and a small spot near one of the burro’s rump. This spot
paper defect and nothing more. Please note: Our photos appear
{in nature, in reality, this print has been printed on a light yellow
it print and undoubtedly from a very low edition. We've only seen
s rare and listed woman artist in our 30+ years of collecting and the
id last year.
MIST: Norma Van Sweringen ar Van Swearingen was known as a
trator. Bomn in San Marcial, New Mexico on September 2, 1888,
ar4, 1953 in Santa Fe, New Mexico. — Source: An Encyclopedia of
>f the American West by Phil Kovinick and Marian Yoshiki-
sopy of Artists of the Canyons & Caminos: Santa Fe: Early
ry By Edna Robertson and Sarah Nestor, she's listed as an active
a "who's who" of 1930’s artists.
pt "Meanwhile, the Art Museum (Museum of New Mexico), under
vrs. R, Van Stone, continued its open-door policy. An Article in El
ust 1930, told of plans for the Annual Exhibition of Artists and
Soutinwest, which was to coincide with the Fiesta:
wal exhibition are far advanced. Mrs. Mary R. Van Stone, curator
, has mailed imitations to 73 artists asking them to participate.
working in the southwest is assured of representation, and more
f each will be exhibited if space permits. For this reason, paintings
‘eetin area will be submitted to a jury. These invitations were
lowing artists: Santa Fe — Frank C. Applegate, George W.
3akos, Henry Balink Gustave Baumann, Harry Behn, Gerald
d Coluzz, Mrs. Fayette Curtis, Russell Cowles, Catherine C.
amel, Randall Davey, Andrew Dasburg, Alison Sommenrville
lieman, John Doman, Fremont Elis, O.S. Emblem, Wiliam

erson, Raymond Jonson, Dorottly Kent, Cyril Kay Scott, Datus
ik Myers, Evaline Myers, Gladys Miligan, Wilard Nash, Helen
). Nordfelt, Guyrah Newkirk, Howard Ashman Patierson, Sheldon
tush, Charles S. Rawles, Wamen E. Rolfins, Albert H. Schmidt, Wil
aan, Norma Van Swearingen , Theodore Van Soelen, Dorothy
e Shomnard, Beulah Stevenson, Beulah Sutherland, Catlos Vierra,
chester, and Mrs. West
2 ilustrator for CABALLEROS The Romance of Santa Fe and the
sth Laughin

oy
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Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

To Be Completed By Applicant: TS A BITEsE

Date Submitted: 03/05/2025 206 McKenzie St.

Property Owner of Record: FC3 Ltd. Co. PiEEEEe CEEIrae T DEsmpe:

Replacing all windows and doors, rooftop units, pedestrian gate,
Applicant/Agent Name: Bradyn Furry placing - (i p g

Contact Person Phone Number: 505-709-0306 TOTAL ROOF AREA:

Zoning District: BCD Lot Coverage : 40 %
oOpen Space Required:

Overlay: o Escarpment
o Flood Zone* Setbacks:
X Other: Downtown & Eastside Historic District Proposed Front: Minimum:
2" Front?
Proposed Rear: >15 Minimum: 15
Proposed Sides: L5-2'R__ Minimum:5'

Submittals Reviewed with PZR:
X Legal Lot of Record o Development Plan o Building

Plans O Existing Site Plan @ Proposed Site Plan #

Elevations Height: Proposed
. . ) o . Maximum Height: or
Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: o Regulated 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 16 Accessible 1
Use of Structure: 0 Residential Minimum:____
w Commercial Type of Use: Office 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.

Bradyn Furry [DOWNER cAPPLICANT wAGENT]

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.

03/05/2025
SIGNATURE DATE

To Be Completed By City Staff:

Additional Agency Review if Applicable: 2025-010226--PAR
o Escarpment Approval by Date: /| [

o Flood Plain Approval by Date:  /

o Traffic Engineering Approval by De@j_/_
Notes:

Zoning Approval:
#Preliminary Approval owith conditions o Rejected
Comments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: DATE: 03/26/2025

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

Revised 20 November 2020
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Witness: Thomas Easterson-Bon
Exhibit

Kristine Kaczor, CCR# 545

Nov 22, 2024
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Administrative Approval

THIS IS NOT A CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

DO NOT BEGIN WORK WITHOUT A PERMIT. SUBMIT THIS FORM WITH YOUR
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT APPLICATION AND RETAIN A COPY AT THE JOB

Date: November 06, 2020

From:
To: Building Permit Division

Lani McCulley

Be advised that per §14-5.2 SFCC 1987 the work described below at the referenced address does NOT
require Historic Districts Review Board approval and is hereby staff-approved as described below. Please
allow the applicant to submit for a construction permit(s) for this work if required.
Project Address: 206 MCKENZIE ST, Santa Fe, NM 87501

Case Number: 2020-002835--ADMIN

Contact Name: SARAH BLAKE

Phone Number: 505-424-1112 Email: sfpm@positiveenergysolar.com

Approved Scope of Work: Install roof mounted solar array as submitted with the conditions that there

shall be no publicly visible rooftop appurtenances, that line sets shall go through the parapets and shall
not be publicly visible.

FURTHER ACTIONS REQUIRED: PERMIT or PERMIT REVISION
FINAL HISTORIC INSPECTION

Page 1 of 1 Ver. 06 8/30//2019
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City of Santa Fe

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

PROJECTDESC: # 0 U 0O [

Case 2021-003826-HDRB. 206 McKenzie Street. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
Bradyn Furry, agent for FC3, owner, proposes to construct a new carport, green house, and
parapet and install window grates on a contributing structure. Exceptions are requested to
Sections 14-5.2(E)(1)(c) to construct a structure with more window than wall area, 14-5.2(D)
(2)(d) to construct within 10 feet of a primary fagade, and 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) to alter architectural
features and spaces that embody the status. (Daniel Schwab)

CASE NUMBER: 2021-003826--HDRB
PROJECT TYPE: New Construction

LOCATION: 206 MCKENZIE ST 4
Santa Fe, NM 87501

CONTACTS: Property Owner FC3LTD CO PO Box 2083
Santa Fe, NM 87504-2083

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.

Ver. 12 1/14/2020
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CONTACTS: Agent Bradyn Furry

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their hearing on
Jul 27, 2021. The decision of the Board was to approve the application as submitted, finding that the exception
criteria had been met.

For further information please call 505-955-6605.

Sincerely,

Daniel Schwab

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.

Ver. 12 1/14/2020
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Administrative Approval

THIS IS NOT A CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

DO NOT BEGIN WORK WITHOUT A PERMIT. SUBMIT THIS FORM WITH YOUR
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT APPLICATION AND RETAIN A COPY AT THE JOB

Date: July 16, 2024

From:
To: Building Permit Division

Paul Duran

Be advised that per §14-5.2 SFCC 1987 the work described below at the referenced address does NOT
require Historic Districts Review Board approval and is hereby staff-approved as described below. Please
allow the applicant to submit for a construction permit(s) for this work if required.
Project Address: 206 MCKENZIE ST, Santa Fe, NM 87501

Case Number: 2024-008688--ADMIN

Contact Name: Bradyn Fury
Phone Number: 505-709-0306 Email:

Approved Scope of Work: /) Install a 5' 11" wide by 2' 9" tall metal security grill painted to match the
existing security grills on the north fagade.

2) Construct a 3' 6" tall by 9' long metal hand rail on the west facade.
Conditions of Approval: /) No other work is approved at this time.

FURTHER ACTIONS REQUIRED: PERMIT or PERMIT REVISION
FINAL HISTORIC INSPECTION

Page 1 of 1 Ver. 06 8/30//2019
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05/13/2025 ARCHAEDO

architects
Historic Review

RE: 206 McKenzie St.

The building located at 206 McKenzie Street, also knownas “The White Building”, has been undergoing a
renovation for the past six years. The initial renovation Was started in 2019 and, due to the negligence of the
original architect and problems with the work of the original contractor, the building has had extensive work
done on it in recent years to remedy many issues that stem from that negligence and lack of craftsmanship,
including removing and reconstructing work done during the original effort. During its long renovation process,
the building has had several Historic approvals issued. The earliest approvals for the ongoing renovation date
back to September of 2019 and have been received as late as July of 2024. The following is a list of approvals
and whether the work was completed or not. Copies of the approvals are included at the end of this letter.

September 27, 2019
Case No. 2019-000989-Admin

Approved Scope of Work:
Remove, repair, and reinstall large window on North elevation, in order to complete asbestos
abatement. Remove awning scrim from this window | order to restore operability.

This work was completed as approved.

December 06, 2019
Case No. 2019-001438-ADMIN

Approved Scope of Work:

1) Prepare a stucco sample in the color treatment proposed on one of the walls that are interior to the
property (south facade). This is a test to see if the color will be compliant with Downtown and Eastside
standards.

This sample was installed and approved, and the stucco color was applied to the building as a whole.

2) Install a mural on the north courtyard wall, provided it will not be publicly visible.

This mural has not been installed at this time.

3) Install ADA ramps at the two entrances on Griffin Street. This will require removal of existing concrete
steps and extending and repairing the bottoms of the doors at these two locations. Doors will be

painted white, and the extensions will be white steel door kicks.

The ADA ramps have been installed but the doors have not been modified at this time.
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4) Replace non-contributing planters on Griffin Street in-kind with white concrete in a block pattern to
match existing. Heights and configurations to remain the same.

The replacement planters have been constructed and remain in place.

5) Replace a small portion of sloped roof at the McKenzie Street frontage with grey/zinc standing seam
metal.

This roof had not been installed during the renovation process.

6) Repair a hole in the sidewalk at the corner of McKenzie and Griffin with a planter to match the existing
planters on Griffin Street.

The planter has been constructed and remains in place.

*This approval also includes a drawing showing the location of the primary facades for the building included
in this packet.

May 12, 2020
Case No. 2020-1990-HDRB

Approved Scope of Work:
1) Repair the large window and skylight on the north elevation in order to complete asbestos abatement,
and restore operability by removing a non-historic awning scrim.

This work was completed as approved.

2) Repair and replace in-kind the substantially damaged non-contributing concrete planters along Griffin
Street.

The replacement planters have been constructed and remain in place.

3) Replace in-kind a small portion of sloped roof at the McKenzie Street frontage with grey standing seam
metal.

This roof had not been installed during the renovation process.

4) Install small ADA ramps at two Griffin Street gates, and install white steel gate kick plates at these
locations.

The ADA ramps have been installed but the doors have not been modified at this time.
5) Prepare a stucco sample in the color treatment proposed here on one of the walls that are interior to
the property as a test to facilitate determination as to whether this treatment will meet district design

standards.

This sample was installed and approved and the stucco color was applied to the building as a whole.

-2-of 7
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6) Temporarily install a video display in the east facing window at the corner of McKenzie and Griffin as a
temporary construction sign, for a period of 90 days.

The video display was not installed, nor is a plan in place to include it in the new construction.

September 15, 2020
Case No. 2020-002447-ADMIN

Approved Scope of Work:

Amend a previous HRDB and Administrative approvals as follows:

1) Install two urban bee hives on the roof, with the condition that they shall not be publicly visible;
The hives have been installed.

2) |Install gas lamps at the Griffin St entrance and at the McKenzie St entrance, as submitted;

The lamps have been installed at the Griffin St. entrance but have not been installed at the McKenzie St.
entrance.

3) Enlarge window opening on the west (interior parking side) facade to its original opening dimensions,
and install a new 3/3 divided light window, as submitted;

The new window has been installed.

4) NOTINCLUDED

5) Modify sloped roof of west fagade to replace deteriorated corrugated plastic with whitewashed glazing
panels, as submitted;

The roof had not been installed, instead the structure was removed.

6) Install screen wall to screen new rooftop mechanical units on west elevation, as submitted;

The screen is currently framed and awaiting the stucco finish.

7) Re-affirm the use of solar shingles on sloped roof of west facade above garage and storage, as previously
approved;

The solar shingles were not installed.

8) Remove existing wire screens from windows on the McKenzie St elevation, and replace three non-
historic windows to the left of the pedestrian entrance to match existing (in-kind);

The wire screen have been removed and the windows to the left of the pedestrian entrance were replaced,
though they do not match the existing windows in-kind.

9) Re-affirm the installation of cut-in exterior sconces at Griffin and McKenzie elevations, as submitted and
previously approved;

-3-0of 7

Page 128 of 457



The sconces have been installed.

10) Re-affirm temporary video monitor art installation at location of boarded up window on Griffin St
elevation for a period of up to 90 days only. Permanent installation requires HDRB approval.

The video display was not installed, nor is a plan in place to include it in the new construction.

November 06, 2020
Case No. 2020-002835-ADMIN

Approved Scope of Work:
1) Install a roof mounted solar array as submitted with the conditions that there shall be no publicly visible
rooftop appurtenances, that line sets shall go through the parapets and shall not be publicly visible.

The solar array was not installed, nor is it feasible to do so on the roof of the main building.

July 27, 2021
2021-003826—HDRB

Approved Scope of Work:

Construct a new carport, green house, and parapet and install window grates on a contributing structure.
Exceptions to Sections 14-5.2(E)(1)(c) to construct a structure with more window than wall area, 14-5.2(D)
(2)(d) to construct within 10 feet of a primary fagade, and 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) to alter architectural features and
spaces that embody the status.

For reference, the following is taken from the Proposal Letter for this submittal:

Exterior Window Protection

We are asking for approval to install a total of four window grates on the exterior of the building, all located on the
McKenzie Street elevation. Each will be designed to match the existing window grates which are installed on the
Griffin Street elevation. Because of the difference in sizes of the windows, each grate will be scaled to be
proportionate to the window they are protecting. The company’s internal security requirements dictate the need
for this protection since highly valuable equipment used for the daily operation of the company is located behind
these windows.

New Parapet Over Main Entry

We would like to install a new parapet over the main entry to the building on the McKenzie Street elevation. This
new entry will hide the roof and its appurtenances from public view. Also, the parapet will aid in the drainage of
the roof behind, directing the flow of water to an internal downspout, under the sidewalk and out into the street.
Without the parapet, the water draining from the roof will sheet flow directly over the main door and offer no
protection from precipitation for those visiting the building nor walking by on the sidewalk.

The design of the new parapet will be influenced by the adjacent parapet in a simplified manner. This will give
importance to the front entry, act as a wayfinding element to the entry and help reinforce the design of the
adjacent fagade design.

New Carport to Replace Existing

In place of the existing carport, we are proposing to build a new one in the same location. The previous carport
was condemned and removed for the sake of physical safety to the public. Both of the original carports were not
deemed Historic structures. We are wanting to use those materials from the original structure which were able to
be salvaged to rebuild the new one to the furthest extent possible. These materials will be used on the front
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fagcade facing the parking lot. This will visually tie the new carport together with the carport to remain which is
built with a similar design.

The original carport had enclosed storage which we would like to continue within the new structure. This portion
of the building will be enclosed with painted CMU which matches the construction and finish of the surrounding
yardwalls and carport. The roof of the carport will be pitched to match the adjacent carport but will be pitched in
two directions — both east and west. This keeps the roof height at the top of the ridge within the surrounding
yardwall and not extend above. Visually, the front of the carport will look virtually identical in construction to the
remaining one adjacent.

New Greenhouse

At the location of the existing greenhouse, we are proposing to construct a new greenhouse within the same
footprint. The previous greenhouse was also condemned and removed for the sake of physical safety to the
public and was not deemed a Historic structure. The new greenhouse will be modern in design in terms of
performance regarding energy efficiency and function. The design draws from the existing window and skylight
combination found around the corner, on the north elevation of the building. Designing the greenhouse in this
way will reinforce the design of both and keep the window and skylight combination from being a complete
anomaly. Informal interviews and unsolicited comments from the general public show that community members
find the windows aesthetically pleasing and a point of unique interest.

July 16, 2024
Case No. 2024-008688-ADMIN

Approved Scope of Work:

1) Installa 5’ 11” wide by 2’ 9” tall metal security grill painted to match the existing security grills on the
north facade.

The security grill has not yet been installed pending repair to the exterior stucco.

2) Construct a 3’ 6” tall by 9’ long metal hand rail on the west facade.

The handrail has not yet been installed pending repair to the exterior stairs.

-5-0f 7
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For the current application, we are requesting several additional changes to the design of the building which
include: Replacing all the doors and windows; approval of Roof Top Units; a new pedestrian gate on the
McKenzie St. fagcade; a new steel carport within the existing autocourt; a change to the overall height of a
previously approved parapet on the McKenzie St. facade; and replacing the exterior stucco system with a new
one to match the existing. Also, the attached Site Plan details the locations of the primary facades of the
building. Please see below for further explanation of each submittal item.

Replacing all doors and windows:

We are asking for approval for the replacement of all the doors and windows throughout the building. The
current doors and windows are in complete disrepair, missing in some places, and broken beyond repair in
others. A majority of the doors and windows that had historic status have already been removed and replaced
throughout the building’s history. In addition, those that are still of historic status have been destroyed,
rendered inoperable, or incorrectly sealed and flashed during the previous remodel. If an attempt were made to
repair those that could be repaired, uncovering them would destroy their structural attachments to the building,
thus rendering them unsalvable.

Because of their condition, we would like to replace all the doors and windows with new ones that are both
energy-efficient and look exactly like they did when we started the current remodel project. The new windows
and doors will match the same sizes, mullion and muntin layouts, materials, and glazing sizes and locations. We
have had a Historic Assessment performed by RPA & Associates, LLC., the resulting report included with this
submission. The new windows and doors will be Marvin, Ultimate Clad in the color Stone White. All are labeled
on the attached plans to correspond to the designations in the Historic Assessment report. The Historic
Assessment report also identifies those windows which had previously carried a historic status.

New doors and windows would also contribute to the energy efficiency of the building. The overall renovation
includes many exercises to increase efficiency, doors and windows being a huge contributor to energy loss.

Rooftop Units

As part of the recent remodeling project and the current one, Rooftop Units are required for the heating and
cooling system. The units are located on the west side of the building, beyond the extents of the primary facade
and behind a screening wall previously approved by the Historic Review Board. The units will not be visible from
any public areas.

New Pedestrian Gate

On the north, McKenzie St. facade, we are asking to replace an existing metal gate accessing the autocourt from
the sidewalk. The historic gate has already been replaced with a new steel gate made from steel angle and
square livestock fencing. We are proposing a new gate that has an aesthetic which keeps with the existing steel
security grates found on the exterior of the building and which is in line with the original aesthetic of the
building. The current gate is very utilitarian and does not reflect the look and feel of the building’s history.

New Steel Carport

Within the existing perimeter yardwalls that enclose the autocourt, we are proposing a new steel carport that

both provides shade for the parked cars for users of the building and provides a structure for photovoltaic
panels which will supplement power to the building. Investigating the feasibility of placing the panels on the
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various roofs, the distance between the solar panels, the location of the main service disconnect and
transformer, and the required cabling to connect the panels on different roofs, it is not conducive to an
installation on the existing building. The solution for providing the most solar power generation is to provide an
alternate structure on which to install the panels. That structure is a new steel carport.

The proposed carport will be hidden from view within the existing perimeter yardwalls. However, the existing
heights of the wall are inconsistent and are below the height of the new structure with solar panels in several
locations, which would expose the construction. CMU courses will be added to the wall to bring its overall
height to a consistent elevation which will hide the carport. The building is in the Business Capital District —
McKenzie Street subdistrict which does not have a restriction on the height of walls and fences.

Because the autocourt is tight and maneuvering within is limited, a cantilevered carport is proposed. A
cantilevered structure provides the necessary framework for solar panels while keeping the largest possible,
open maneuverable space for cars to access underneath. A typical wood structure with columns at the corners
and at the extents of the structure would limit the maneuverability of the cars accessing the parking spaces
below making it almost impossible to use. A cantilevered structure of the size required requires a steel structure
to achieve the necessary clear space for maneuverability.

The owners of the property are trying to add as much photovoltaic power feasible for the building to be as
environmentally conscious as possible. The preapproved carport locations do not provide enough power, and
the only way to add more solar power would be to add a structure to the property.

Parapet Extension

On the McKenzie facade, a parapet design was previously approved by the Historic Board to screen a set of
skylights beyond. As the design of the skylights was refined, we realized they needed to be installed at a greater
slope which requires a higher parapet in front to fully screen them from public view. We are proposing an
increase of just over three feet to the front parapet. The design of the parapet will remain the same, with only
an increase to the overall height.

Stucco

The existing stucco is failing by delaminating from the structure of the building and needs to be replaced. The

replacement stucco will be a three-coat cementitious system of the same white color that was previously
applied. The color will be Parex, Colonial White, a sample of which is located at the jobsite.

-7-of 7

Page 132 of 457



Historic Districts and Historic Landmarks
Design Standards and Signage Exception Criteria

14-5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material: Doors and Windows

The status of a significant, contributing, or landmark structure shall be retained and preserved. If a proposed
alteration will cause a structure to lose its significant, contributing, or landmark status, the application shall be
denied. The removal of historic materials or alteration of architectural features and spaces that embody the
status shall be prohibited.

(i) Do not damage the character of the district;

Response:

The design of the doors and windows on the existing building replicate structures and accessories which are
currently present, on the building. The new windows and doors will match the same sizes, mullion and
muntin layouts, materials, and glazing sizes and locations.

(ii) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

Response:

If an attempt were made to repair those that could be repaired, uncovering them would destroy their
structural attachments to the building, thus rendering them unsalvable. If the units are removed, the jambs
will be destroyed because the jambs are the buck in the adobe. The adobe and the interior plaster are
showing signs of deterioration from water intrusion around the existing jambs due to the lack of flashing and
moisture from condensation due to the quantity and size of the single glazed windows.

(iii) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design options to
ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts.

Response:
The application of these modifications do not affect the ability for residents to continue to reside within this
historic district and area and does not change the overall look of the building.

14-5.2(D)(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards: Metal Carport
(i) Do not damage the character of the district;
Response:
The proposed carport will be hidden from view within the existing perimeter yardwalls which will be raised
in places which have an inconsistent height. The overall height of the yardwall will be adjusted to fully
screen the carport from public view. The building is in the Business Capital District — McKenzie Street

subdistrict which does not have a restriction on the height of walls and fences, so yardwall heights can be
easily adjusted for full screening from the public.

(ii) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;
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Response:

Because the autocourt within the perimeter yardwalls is tight and maneuvering within is limited, a
cantilevered carport is proposed. A cantilevered structure provides the necessary framework for solar
panels while keeping the largest possible, open maneuverable space for cars to access underneath. A wood
structure, which would typically be proposed for this area, with columns at the corners and at the extents of
the structure, would limit the maneuverability of the cars accessing the parking spaces below, making it
almost impossible to use. A cantilevered structure of the size required requires a steel structure to achieve
the necessary clear space for maneuverability.

(iii) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design options to
ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts.

Response:
The intent of the new carport installation is that it serves the needs of the applicant and users of the
building while its existence is virtually unknown and invisible to the public view.

14-5.2(D)(2)(c) additions are not permitted to primary facades.
(i) Do not damage the character of the district;

Response:

The core design of the proposed addition to the north fagade was previously approved by the HDRB and is in
keeping with the aesthetic nature of the adjacent portions of the building. The proposed modification only
raises the overall height of the parapet.

(ii) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

Response:

Due to work done by a previous contractor, the portion of the wall in question was severely damaged and its
structural integrity compromised. The damaged wall needs to be removed and replaced, and the design was
modified to more reflect the adjacent facades and the overall aesthetic of the building.

(iii) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design options to
ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts.

Response:

Because the proposed modification to the previously approved design further separates this portion of the
facade from the adjacent building masses, it strengthens the perception that this infill is not trying
masquerade as an original piece of the building. Rather, through its increased separation from the adjacent
massings, it further enhances the significance of the original portions of the building.

14-5.2(D)(5)(b) architectural features, finishes, and details other than doors and windows, shall be repaired
rather than replaced.

(i) Do not damage the character of the district;
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Response:

The core design of the proposed addition to the north facade was previously approved by the HDRB and is in
keeping with the aesthetic nature of the adjacent portions of the building. The proposed modification only
raises the overall height of the previously approved parapet.

(ii) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare;

Response:

Due to work done by a previous contractor, the portion of the wall in question was severely damaged and its
structural integrity compromised. The damaged wall needs to be removed and replaced as it was no longer
safe and would compromise the ability for this portion of the building to continue to be used. The design
was modified to more reflect the adjacent facades and the overall aesthetic of the building and will be built
in the authentic adobe construction associated with Santa Fe’s history.

(iii) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design options to
ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts.

Response:

Because the proposed modification to the previously approved design further separates this portion of the

facade from the adjacent building masses, it strengthens the perception that this infill is not trying

masquerade as an original piece of the building. Rather, through its increased separation from the adjacent
massings, it further enhances the significance of the original portions of the building.

Thank you,

gty

Bradyn Furry
505.709.0306
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RPA & Associates, LLC. HISTORIC ASSESSMENT
PRESERVING OUR HISTORY NO. 020125-HA

508 Ortega Rd NW Los Ranchos de Albuquerque, NM 87114
P.O. Box 10328 Albuquerque, NM 87184

505-379-7900

rpahistoric@gmail.com

TO Archaeo Architects
1512 Pacheco Street
Santa Fe, NM 87505
bradyn@archaeoarchitects.com

206 McKenzie Street, Santa Fe, NM 87501 01/02/2025
NORTH
A 60” x 24” FIXED BARN SASH ON SIDE 4W2H WOOD BEAD (1985) NON-HISTORIC
DR #1 34” x 76” RH OUTSWING DOOR 3W1H/2-PANEL (CUT DOWN, DOOR NOT IN JAMB)
NON-HISTORIC
WEST

DR #2 32” x 94” — 3 BI-FOLD GARAGE DOORS 2W2H/2-PANEL HISTORIC
30” x 76” RH INSWING DOOR 2W2H/3-HORIZONTAL PANELS (SIMPSON 1985) NON-

DR #3 HISTORIC
NORTH

B 377 x 35”7 -2 (2-19”) LR INSWING CASEMENT 2W3H HISTORIC
WEST

DR #4 32” x 71” LH OUTSWING DOOR 3W3H/1-PANEL (KOLBE 2018) NON-HISTORIC
103” x 28” — 5 WIDE LR SLR OUTSWING CASEMENT 2W2H BARN SASHES (SASHES

C

INSTALLED IN A 2 x 4 FRAME) (1985) NON-HISTORIC
D 25” x 777 TUBE STEEL WITH 1-LT GLASS (2018) NON-HISTORIC

19” x 26” L STEEL CASEMENT 1W2H (ADDED FOR A BATH 1960’s) HISTORIC BUT NOT
E ORIGINAL

DR #5 48” x 76” OPENING WAS A DOOR - NOTHING THERE NON-HISTORIC

48” x 48” AWNING PUSH-OUT ALUMINUM 3W3H ABOVE DR #5 (KOLBE 2018) NON-
HISTORIC
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206 McKenzie Street, Santa Fe, NM 87501 01/02/2025
NORTH
c 190” x 146” MULLED STEEL CASEMENT
13W7H W/3 - 42 x 39 AWNING HISTORIC
DR #6 94” x 99” OPENING WAS A DOOR W/TRANSOM ALL ALUMINUM HORIZONTAL SLIDER
(NOTHING THERE EXCEPT 2018 TRANSOM W/GRILLES) NON-HISTORIC
H 40” x 26” AWNING 1-LT 3 WINDOWS (KOLBE 2018) NON-HISTORIC
72" x 61” STEEL CASEMENT (SET-IN A WOOD JAMB ORIGINALLY A PAIR OF DOUBLE
[ HUNGS) NON-HISTORIC
5W3H (40 x 40 INSWING)
EAST
J 36" x 69” WWOD DOUBLE HUNG (SASHES & JAMBS MISSING) NON-HISTORIC
& DR#7 46” x 78” WOOD LH OUTSWING ALL PANELS — 19 EACH (GATES TOO SHORT FOR
g OPENING) HISTORIC NOT ORIGINAL
DR #8 30" x 76” LH INSWING DOOR ' GLASS 3-PANEL CUT DOWN (SIMPSON 1998) WOOD
BEAD NON-HISTORIC
K 36” x 69” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
& DR #9 60” x 81” RH INSWING GATE DOORS CUT DOWN WOOD BEAD 12-PANEL HISTORIC
g NOT ORIGINAL
SOUTH
ok | 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
DR #10 12/32/12 x 78” RH INSWING DOOR W/2-5 L WOOD BEAD (GATE IS TOO SHORT FOR
THE OPENING) (SIMPSON 1979 TO 1982) NON-HISTORIC
** M 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
** N 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
DR #11 32" x 77” RH INSWING DOOR 2W5H CUT DOWN (SIMPSON 1984) NON-HISTORIC
** O 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
** p 32” x 47” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
EAST
32" x 77” LH OUTSWING DOOR 3W2H/1-PANEL CUT DOWN (KOLBE 2018) NON-
DR #12
HISTORIC
Q 36" x 20” — 2 TRANSOM 3W1H BARN SASHES IN A FRAME (1988) NON-HISTORIC
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206 McKenzie Street, Santa Fe, NM 87501 01/02/2025

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

WEST
**R 21”7 x 38” RH INSWING CASEMENT 2W3H HISTORIC
DR #13 47 x 80” (2-24) DOOR FIXED 2W5H ADDED PIECES TO THE BOTTOM OF THE DOOR
AND SCREWED TOGETHER (2018) NON-HISTORIC
SOUTH
*>*§ 28” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS HISTORIC
T 28” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS HISTORIC
*>*U 28” x 47” — 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
**V 28” x 47” — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS HISTORIC
WEST
> W 28” x 47” — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS HISTORIC
SOUTH

36” x 81” — 3 LH/STAT/RH INSWING DOOR 3W5H (SIMPSON 1990) NON-HISTORIC
DR #14 36”7 x14” — 3 ALL HOPPERS INSWING TRANSOM 3W1H MECHANICAL NAILED SASHES
(1990) NON-HISTORIC

60” x 24” — 2 4W2H FIXED CASEMENT BARN SASHES ON SIDE WOOD BEAD (1984)

X NON-HISTORIC
COURTYARD
EAST
Y 36” x 46” — 2 INSWING MISSING SASHES HISTORIC FRAME ONLY
DR #i15 | 647 X84” (2-32") DOOR FIXED 3W5H ADDED TO TOP AND BOTTOM OF DOORS AND
SCREWED TOGETHER (2018) NON-HISTORIC
. 36” x 46” — 2 OUTSWING CASEMENT 2W4H SILL BURIED WOULD NEED TO REMOVE
HISTORIC
NORTH
AA 28” x 54” — 1 DH 3W3H/3W2H HISTORIC

Page 3 of 7 Page 146 of 457



206 McKenzie Street, Santa Fe, NM 87501 01/02/2025
EAST
BB 20” x 26” — 3 LSR INSWING CASEMENT 2W2H HISTORIC
NORTH
34” x 54” — 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE REMOVED
CcC
HISTORIC
DR #16 307 x 79” RH INSWING METAL 3W3H/2-PANEL (2018) NON-HISTORIC
DD 36”7 x 49” — 2 (2-18”) LR OUTSWING BARN SASHES HUNG 2W4H/2W4H IN 2 x 4 JAMBS
{1-LS/2-S5/6-LR} 9 WINDOWS TOTAL (2018) NON-HISTORIC
DR #17 307 x 79” LH INSWING OPEN JAMBS (2018) NON-HISTORIC
2ND FLOOR
EAST
EE 39”7 x 45” — 2 STAT/STAT 2W4H/2W4H BARN SASHES HUNG IN 2 x 4 FRAME (2018)
NON-HISTORIC
FE 39”7 x 45” — 2 STAT/STAT 2W4H/2W4H BARN SASHES HUNG IN 2 x 4 FRAME (2018)
NON-HISTORIC
48” x 78” (2-24”) 2W5H LH INSWING DOOR WOOD BEAD (SIMPSON 1998) NON-
DR #18
HISTORIC
SOUTH
" 32” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE REMOVED
GG
HISTORIC
x 32” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE REMOVED
HH
HISTORIC
EAST
o | 28” x 47” — 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE REMOVED
HISTORIC
o 1 32” x 54” — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE
REMOVED HISTORIC
o KK 32” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE
REMOVED HISTORIC
o L 32” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE
REMOVED HISTORIC
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206 McKenzie Street, Santa Fe, NM 87501 01/02/2025

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

SOUTH
o MM 28” x 47” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE
REMOVED HISTORIC
WEST
o NN 28” x 47” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE
REMOVED HISTORIC
~* 00 28” x 47” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULLS SILL BURIED AND WOULD NEED TO BE
REMOVED HISTORIC
NORTH
PP 36”7 x 46” — 2 (2-18”) LR INSWING CASEMENT 1W3H HISTORIC
EAST
QQ 28” x 47” — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H 5” MULL HISTORIC
RR 257 x 41” - 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC
NORTH

DR #19 28” x 73” RH INSWING DOOR 3W5H CUT DOWN (SIMPSON 1990) NON-HISTORIC
18” x 24” R STEEL CASEMENT 1W2H SET OUT OF PLUMBS (1960) HISTORIC BUT NOT

58 ORIGINAL
T 36”7 x 49” — 2 (2-18”) LR 2W4H BARN SASHES HUNG IN 2 x 4 FRAMES 11 WINDOWS
TOTAL (2018) NON-HISTORIC
SOUTH
uu 60” x 42” — HS 3W3H WHITE ALUMINUM GRILLES IN AIR SPACE (1999) NON-HISTORIC
\AY 48” x 24” — HS 3W2H WHITE ALUMINUM GRILLES IN AIR SPACE (1999) NON-HISTORIC
Ww 30” x 24” — HS 2W2H WHITE ALUMINUM GRILLES IN AIR SPACE (1999) NON-HISTORIC

DR #20 327 x 80” — LH INSWING 2W5H CARVED PIECES HISTORIC

XX 20” x 8’ FIXED OBSECURE GLASS STOPPED IN (1999) NON-HISTORIC
WEST
YY 24” FULL ROUND GLASS STOPPED IN (1999) NON-HISTORIC
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206 McKenzie Street, Santa Fe, NM 87501 01/02/2025

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

BASEMENT

SOUTH
DR #21 37 x 82 RH INSWING METAL W/2 VENTS (2008) NON-HISTORIC
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In closing, my professional opinion is as follows:

Windows:
A, C,D,F H(3),IJ Q, X DD (9), EE, FF, TT (11), UU, VV, WW, XX, and YY — are non-historic.

Doors:
1, 3,4,5, 6,8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 21 — are non-historic.

windows:
B, E, G, K, PP, QQ, RR - are historic and primary facade.

Window:
R —is historic however the unit is not the original window to the building.

windows:

*|,M,N,O,P,R, S T,U,V, W, GG, HH, I, 3J, KK, LL, MM, NN, and OO - all have historic sashes and
jambs. Many of the sills are buried in stucco and will need to be removed to make these windows
seal properly. If the units are removed the jambs will be destroyed because the jambs are the
buck in the adobe. The adobe and the interior plaster is showing signs of deterioration from water
getting in around the existing jambs due to the lack of flashing and moisture from condensation
because of the quantity and size of the single glazed windows.

The best solution to protect the integrity of the structure is to remove these units and replace in like
and kind, all wood windows with divided light and insulated glass. These windows are located on
the non-primary elevations.

Window:
SS - is historic (not original) set out of plumb. This unit will not operate or seal.

Door:
Door #2 & #20 - are historic however it is not located on the primary facade.

Door # 7 & #9 - is historic and it is located on the primary facade. These units will need wood
added to the bottom and top to fit the opening. For this unit to be made stain grade (to match
the panels) it should probably be re-made. The panels may be re-used and installed in a new
matching size stile and rail door.

Window:
Y —is historic however missing sashes.

Windows:
Z, AA, BB, and CC - are historic however not on the primary facade.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 505-379-7900.

Assessment prepared by: R@ /\/- pﬁffﬁ/ﬁ'ﬂ/b
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CODE ‘ CONDITION AND INTEGRITY CODES
P = PREMIUM EXTERIOR FINISHES AND SASH, FRAME, AND CASING MEMBER IN PREMIUM OR VERY GOOD CONDITION.

PUTTY GLAZE INTACT.

ONLY COSMECTIC TOUCH-UP, IF NEEDED.

S = SATISFACTORY |EXTERIOR FINISHES FADING AND WORN IN PLACES BUT STILL ADHERED TO THE WINDOW MEMBERS.

PUTTY GLAZING CRACKING BUT INTACT AND ALL SASHES, FRAMES, AND CASING MEMBER WITH LESS THAN 30% -

40% DETERIORATION.

F = FAIR EXTERIOR FINISHES HAVE CRACKED & PEELED. MISSING TO BARE SURFACE.

PUTTY GLAZING CRACKING AND MISSING IN 30% — 40% OF THE SASHES. ALL SASHES, FRAMES, AND CASINGS HAVE

SOME MEMBERS 30% — 40% COMPLETELY DETERIORATED.

U = UNSATISFACTORY |[EXTERIOR FINISHES HAVE COMPLETELY DETERIORATED.

PUTTY GLAZING MOSTLY MISSING. ALL SASHES, FRAMES, AND CASING MEMBERS HAVE MORE THAN 30% - 40%

DETERIORATION, BEYOND REPAIR.

NOTES:

RPA & ASSOCIATES, LLC.Pl WQ]%[] R?Qggt
age 0



WINDOW & DOOR DESCRIPTION CONDITION & HISTORIC/NON-HISTORIC - AGE

INTERGRITY CODE
A 60 x 24” FIXED 4W2H F NON-HISTORIC — BARN SASHES 1984
DR#1 |34” x76” RH DOOR 3W1H/2-PANEL F NON-HISTORIC - SIMPSON DOOR (NOT FROM SITE)
1980
DR #2 |32” x 94” BI-FOLD GARAGE DOOR S HISTORIC
DR#3 |30” x 76” RH DOOR 2W2H/3 VENT PANEL S NON-HISTORIC - SIMPSON 1984
B 37” x 35” INSWING CASEMENT 2W3H F HISTORIC
DR#4 |32” x71” LH OUTSWING DOOR 3W3H/1-PANEL S NON-HISTORIC - KOLBE 2018
C 103” x 28” — 5 LR SLR OUTSWING 2W3H F NON-HISTORIC - SASHES STUCK IN 2 x 4 FRAME
BARN SASHES 1984
D 25” X 777 TUBE STEEL W/INSULATED GLASS 1-LT S NON-HISTORIC - 2018
E 19” x 26” STEEL CASEMENT 1W2H F HISTORIC - HOWEVER NOT ORIGINAL FROM
BUILDING
DR #5 487 x 76” DOOR OPENING u DOOR JAMB & DOOR MISSING
F 48” x 48” AWNING PUSH OUT 3W3H S NON-HISTORIC - KOLBE 2018
G 190” x 146” MULLED STEEL WINDOW F HISTORIC
W/HOPPER
DR #6 |94” x 99” DOOR OPENING W/HS ALL u NON-HISTORIC - DOOR JAMB & DOOR MISSING HS
ALUMINUM TRANSOM ALL ALUMINUM HORIZONTAL SLIDER TRANSOM 2018
H (3) 40” x 26” AWNING 1-LT S NON-HISTORIC - KOLBE 2018
I 72” x 61” STEEL WINDOW 5W3H W/40 x 40 S NON-HISTORIC — STEEL WINDOW INSTALLED INTO
HOPPER WOOD JAMB W/A PAIR OF ORIGINAL WOOD
DOUBLE HUNG WERE ORIGINALLY EXISTING

RPA & ASSOCIATES, LLC.Pl W[%%ER?Qgg
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WINDOW & DOOR DESCRIPTION

CONDITION &
INTERGRITY CODE

HISTORIC/NON-HISTORIC - AGE

J 36” x 69” WOOD DOUBLE HUNG — MOST LIKELY U NON-HISTORIC - JAMB & SASHES MISSING
*DR#7 |46” x 78” ALL WOOD OUTSWING GATE 19 HISTORIC — TOO SHORT FOR OPENINGS IF ADDED PC
PANELS TO BOTTOM WOULD NOT MATCH. SOLUTION ISTO
SAVE THE PANELS AND INSTALL IN NEW STILE AND
RAIL GATE
DR#8 |30” x 76” LH DOOR ‘2> GLASS/3-PANEL S NON-HISTORIC - 1998
K 36” x 69” DH 3W2H/3W2H HISTORIC — SASHES/2018 SILLS & STOPS
DR #9 |60” x 81” INSWING GATE ALL WOOD 12 u HISTORIC — PANELS ONLY TOO SHORT FOR OPENINGS
PANELS IF ADDED PC TO BOTTOM WOULD NOT MATCH.
SOLUTION IS TO SAVE THE PANELS AND INSTALL IN
NEW STILE AND RAIL GATE
L 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC — SASHES/2018 SILLS & STOPS
DR #10 |12/32/12” x 78” DOOR 5 LITES S NON-HISTORIC - SIMPSON DOOR WOOD BEAD 1984
1W3H/1-PANEL/3W3H/1-PANEL/1W3H/1-PANEL
**M 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC — SASHES/SILLS & STOPS 2018
**N 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC — SASHES/SILLS & STOPS 2018
DR #11 |32” x77” RH DOOR CUT DOWN F NON-HISTORIC - SIMPSON 1984
*O 32” x 54” DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC — SASHES/SILLS & STOPS 2018
**p 32” x 47” DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC — SASHES/SILLS & STOPS 2018
DR #12 |32” x 77” LH DOOR 3W3H/1-PANEL F NON-HISTORIC - KOLBE 2018
Q 36”7 x 20” - 2 TRANSOM 3W1H F NON-HISTORIC — BARN SASHES 1988
**R 21” x 38” RH STEEL CASEMENT 2W3H F HISTORIC
DR #13 |47 x 80” (2-24"") FIXED DOOR 2W5H F NON-HISTORIC - SHOP MADE 2018

RPA & ASSOCIATES, LLC.Pl WQ]%{)’R?Qg;t
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WINDOW & DOOR DESCRIPTION CONDITION & HISTORIC/NON-HISTORIC - AGE

INTERGRITY CODE
**S 28” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILLS & STOPS 2018
> T 28” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILLS & STOPS 2018
**U 28” x 477 — 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILLS & STOPS 2018
>V 28” x 47" — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILLS & STOPS 2018
> W 28” x 47”7 — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILLS & STOPS 2018
DR #14 |36” x 81” — 3 LH/STAT/RH DOOR 3W5H F NON-HISTORIC - SIMPSON 1990
36” x 14” — 3 TRANSOM 3W1H W/BARN SASHES F NON-HISTORIC - BARN SASHES 1984
WOOD BEAD
X 60” x 24” — 2 STAT 4W2H F NON-HISTORIC — BARN SASHES 1984
Y 36” x 46” — 2 (2-18”) INSWING CASEMENT u HISTORIC - HOWEVER MISSING SASHES
DR #15 |64” x 84” FIXED DOOR 3W5H F NON-HISTORIC - SHOP MADE 2018
YA 36”7 x 46” — 2 OUTSWIING CASEMENT 2W4H u HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN THE WALL
AA 28” x 54” — 1 DH 3W3H/3W2H F HISTORIC — HOWEVER SASHES ARE NOT EQUAL LIKE
ALL THE OTHER DOUBLE HUNGS
BB 20” x 26” — 3 INSWING CASEMENT LS R 3W2H F HISTORIC
cC 34” x 54” — 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H U HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN THE WALL (SEE NOTE)
DR #16 |30” x 79” RH INSWING METAL 3W3H/2-PANEL F NON-HISTORIC — THERMA TRU DOOR 2018
DD (9) |36”x49” -2 (2-18") OUTSWING BARN SASHES F NON-HISTORIC - HUNG IN A 2 x 4 JAMB 2018
2W4H
DR #17 |30” x79” LH DOOR OPENING u NON-HISTORIC - 2018

RPA & ASSOCIATES, LLC.Pl WE?I%LR?Qg;t
age 0



WINDOW & DOOR DESCRIPTION

CONDITION &
INTERGRITY CODE

HISTORIC/NON-HISTORIC - AGE

EE 39”7 x 45” — 2 (2-20”") STAT/STAT 2W4H U NON-HISTORIC - HUNG IN A 2 x 4 JAMB 2018
FF 39” x 45” — 2 (2-20”) STAT/STAT 2W4H u NON-HISTORIC — HUNG IN A 2 x 4 JAMB 2018
DR #18 |48” x 78” (2-24”) LH DOOR 2W5H F NON-HISTORIC - SIMPSON WOOD BEAD 1998
* GG |32” x 547 - 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
** HH 32” x 54” — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
x> 28” x 47” — 1 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
**JJ 28” x 47 — 2 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
** KK 28” x 47" — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
**LL 32” x 47" — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
* MM 287 x 47" — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
**NN 28” x 47 — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
0]0) 28” x 47" — 3 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
PP 36” x 46” — 2 (2-18”) LR INSWING CASEMENT F HISTORIC
1W3H
**QQ |28” x47” -2 DH 3W2H/3W2H F HISTORIC - SILL BURIED IN WALLS (SEE NOTE)
RR 25”7 x41” -1 DH 3W2H F HISTORIC
DR #19 |28” x 73” RH DOOR INSULATED GLASS CUT F NON-HISTORIC - 1990

DOWN 3W5H

RPA & ASSOCIATES, LLC.Pl
a
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WINDOW & DOOR DESCRIPTION CONDITION & HISTORIC/NON-HISTORIC - AGE

INTERGRITY CODE
SS 18” x 24” R STEEL CASEMENT 1W2H U HISTORIC — NOT OF ORIGINAL ERA SET OUT OF
PLUMB, WILL BE DESTROYED WHEN REMOVED TO SET
TO PLUMB
TT(11) |36”x49” -2 (2-18”) LR OUTSWING CASEMENT F NON-HISTORIC — BARN SASHES SET IN 2 x 4 FRAMES
2W4H 2018
uu 60” x 47” HS ALUMINUM WHITE 3W3H METAL F NON-HISTORIC - 1999
BARS BETWEEN THE GLASS
vV 48” x 24” HS ALUMINUM WHITE 3W2H METAL F NON-HISTORIC - 1999
BARS BETWEEN THE GLASS
WW 30” x 24” HS ALUMINUM WHITE 2W2H METAL F NON-HISTORIC - 1999
BARS BETWEEN THE GLASS
DR #20 |32” x 80” LH DOOR CARVED PANELS 2W5H U HISTORIC - HOWEVER PANELS PARTS ARE ONLY RE-
USEABLE IF THEY CAN BE REMOVED WITHOUT BEING
DESTROYED
XX 20” x 8” FIXED OBSCURE GLASS STOPPED IN u NON-HISTORIC — WHEN CUTTING THE STUCCO TO
WITH WOOD & STUCCO REMOVE GLASS, THE GLASS WILL BREAK IN ALL
PROBABILITY 1999
YY 24” FULL ROUND - GLASS STOPPED IN WITH U NON-HISTORIC — WHEN CUTTING THE STUCCO TO
WOOD & STUCCO REMOVE GLASS, THE GLASS WILL BREAK IN ALL
PROBABILITY 1999

RPA & ASSOCIATES, LLC.Pl WE%%%R?%?
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//
/// FALLING COLORS

DOOR SCHEDULE
DOOR ROOM NUMBER & ELEV
NO. NAME TYPE | WIDTH |HEIGHT HINGES HARDWARE GROUP ACCESS CONTROL NOTES
10 10 - BASEMENT A 2'-8" 6'-4" 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle - NEW ARCHATEDO
100 100 - ENTRY P 4" -9" 6'- 10" |EXISTING TO BE REUSED Active: RMH, Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8859 Mortise Lock RH OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW DOORS TO MATCH EXISTING DESIGN
OSCI - Dummy: RMH, Lever x Lever Fully dummy set LH architects
OSCI - Surface Bolts: (2) RMH 12" w/ SB2MS Mortise Strikes
Weatherstripping
101A |101 - GALLERY - 6'-0" 7'-10" |EXISTING TO BE REUSED Active: RMH, Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8859 Mortise Lock RH OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 EXISTING DOORS TO BE REUSED
OSCI - Dummy: RMH, Lever x Lever Fully Dummy set LH
OSCI - Surface Bolts: (2) RMH 12" w/ SB2MS Mortise Strikes
Door Sweep
101B |101 - GALLERY Q 3'-91/2" |6'-6" OSCI - RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) Active: RMH, Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8859 Mortise Lock RH OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 DOOR DESIGN TO MATCH 101A
OSCI - Dummy: RMH, Lever x Lever Fully Dummy set LH
OSCI - Surface Bolts: (2) RMH 12" w/ SB2MS Mortise Strikes
Door Sweep
101C [101 - GALLERY R 3-91/2" |6'-6" 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner RMH: Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle - NEW SCREEN DOOR ON EXTERIOR
102A [102 - HALL - 1 -7 6' - 5" EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle - EXISTING WOOD DOOR
102B [102 - HALL N 3-11/2" |6'-3" |OSCI-RMH: 1.5PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 9159 Mortise Lock, Color: Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
102C [102 - HALL M 2'-71/2" |2'-6" |2PR: Deltana, Double Action Hinges, Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze Ashley Norton, Push Plate 13" x 3" - NEW DOUBLE-SWING, DOUBLE ACTION
103B |103 - RESTROOM - 2'-6" 7' -0" |EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 9159 Mortise Lock, Color: Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |[OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 OSCI - LINCOLN
104A |104 - GREENHOUSE E 4'-103/4" (7" - 0" 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner RMH: Exterior Mortise Lockset, Color: Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) NEW
Astragal
Coordinator
Weatherstripping
104B [104 - GREENHOUSE F 2'-8" 6'-2" |OSCI-RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8759 Mortise Lock OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
106A |[106 - KITCHEN F 2'-8" 6 -2" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8759 Mortise Lock OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
107 107 - FOYER D 8 -0"3/4" |7'-10" |OSCI-RMH: 3PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) NEW
108A (108 - FOYER D 8 -0"3/4" |7'-10" |OSCI-RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) NEW
108B [108 - FOYER G 5-0" 6'-6" |OSCI-RMH: 3PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) Active: RMH, Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 9159 Mortise Lock RH OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
Dummy: RMH, Lever x Lever Full dummy set LH
Surface Bolts: (2) RMH 12" w/ SB2MS Mortise Strikes
Weatherstripping
108C (108 - FOYER S 5 -0" 6' - 6" 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner Active: RMH, Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 9159 Mortise Lock RH OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
Dummy: RMH, Lever x Lever Full dummy set LH
Surface Bolts: (2) RMH 12" w/ SB2MS Mortise Strikes
109A [109 - GARAGE C 2'- 10" 6'-4" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8759 Mortise Lock OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
Weatherstripping
109B (109 - GARAGE K 2'-6" 6' - 8" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) NEW
110A |110 - CONFERENCE - 2'-6" 6'- 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Dummy: RMH, Lever x Lever Fully Dummy set OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 OSCI - LINCOLN
Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 4500C
110B [110 - CONFERENCE J 9 -Q" 8 -2 OSCI - RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) RMH, Lever x Lever Handle Single Cylinder Mortise Entry Set w/ NO Turnpiece OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
Weatherstripping
111 111 - RESTROOM - 3-0" 6'-8" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt - OSCI - LINCOLN
OSCI - Ashley Norton, passage set w/ Lever Handle
112 112 - RESTROOM - 3 -0 6' - 8" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt - OSCI - LINCOLN
Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Lever handle
114B |114 - RECEPTION - 2'-0" 6'- 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Knob - EXISTING WOOD DOOR
114C |114 - RECEPTION L 2'-6" 6'-0" |OSCI-RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) NEW
114D [114 - RECEPTION S 3'-91/2" |6'-10" |OSCI-RMH: 3PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) NEW
115 115 - OFFICE - 3-0" 7 -0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 9159 Mortis Lock OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 MATCH DOOR 100A 10/4/2023
116 116 - RESTROOM - 3-0" 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - OSCI - LINCOLN
117 117 - AV - 3-0" 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Single Cylinder Mortise Entry Set w/ NO Turnpiece OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 OSCI - LINCOLN
118 |118 - CONFERENCE - 3-0" 7'-0" |EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Fully Dummy Set w/ Lever Handle, 8859 Mortise Lock OSCI - (2) Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 |OSCI - LINCOLN
119 |119 - OFFICE I 4'-81/2" |6'-2" |OSCI-RMH: 3PR: 3.5" X3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) RMH: Lever x Lever Passage set w/ 8859 Mortise Lock OSCI - Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW FALL| NG COLORS
121 121 - RESTROOM - 3 -0 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt OSCI - LINCOLN
OSCI - Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Lever Handle
123 123 - HALL I RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Passage w/ 9059 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW FOR CONSTRUCTION
5 - 0" 7' - 0" Weatherstripping
124 124 - OFFICE H 2'-81/2" |6'-5" |OSCI-RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) [RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8759 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW 206 McKenzie St. Santa Fe, NM 87501
126 126 - RESTROOM - 2'-6" 6'-8" RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt - NEW
127 127 - HALL N 2'-9" 6' - 5" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle classroom - NEW
128 128 - CLOSET - 3-4" 6'- 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Deltana: Ball Catch, Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze - EXISTING WOOD PAIR DOORS
129 129 - JANITOR - 3 -4" 6 -6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Deltana: Ball Catch, Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze - EXISTING WOOD PAIR DOORS Project Number : 2100
130A 130 - BREAKOUT - 2'-8" 6'-8" EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Fully Dummy Set w/ Lever Handle, 8859 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 OSCI - LINCOLN '
Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006
130B (130 - BREAKOUT H 4'-0" 6'-8" |OSCI-RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage w/ 8759 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW Scale :
131 131 - ENTRY F 3-0" 6' - 6" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Single Cylinder Mortise Entry Set Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
Weatherstripping Date : 04/28/2025
132A |132 - CAFE F 2'-8" 6'-7" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |- NEW
132B |132 - CAFE F 2'-8" 6'-7" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |- NEW
133 133 - RESTROOM - 3-0" 7-0" EXISTING Inox, Privacy Bolt w/ Indicator - OSCI - LINCOLN Drawing Title :
OSCI - Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Lever Handle
DOOR SCHEDULE
LEGEND:
OSCI - OWNER SUPPLIED, CONTRACTOR INSTALLED
Sheet Number :

LINCOLN = REINSTALL OWNER-PROVIDED DOOR FROM PREVIOUS OFFICE. CUT TO FIT OPENING

LINCOLN GLASS - REINSTALL OWNER-PROVIDED DOOR WITH GLASS LITE FROM PREVIOUS OFFICE. CUT TO FIT OPENING

METAL GRATE = ADD METAL SECURITY GRATE OVER GLAZING TO MATCH EXISTING GRATES

RMH = ROCKY MOUNTAIN HARDWARE

A-10.01
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DOOR SCHEDULE 2
DOOR | ROOM NUMBER & | ELEV
NO. NAME TYPE WIDTH |HEIGHT HINGES HARDWARE GROUP ACCESS CONTROL NOTES
134 134 - RESTROOM - 3-0" 7 -0 EXISTING TO BE REUSED Inox, Privacy Bolt w/ Indicator - OSCI - LINCOLN
135A |[135-HALL F 2'-8" 6'-4" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Single Cylinder Mortise Entry Set Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW W/ SHATTERPROOF GLASS
Weatherstripping
135B |135-HALL F 2'-71/2" |6'-6" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) [RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Passage w/ 8759 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
Weatherstripping
135C |[135-HALL - 2'-8" 6' - 8" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) OSCI - LINCOLN GLASS
135D |CY3 U 3-8" 7 -4" 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner RMH: PR 12" Surface Bolts w/ SB2MS Mortise Strikes Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 REUSE DECORATIVE PANELS
137 137 - RESTROOM - 2'-0" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt, Color: Dark Bronze - EXISTING WOOD DOOR
138 138 - OFFICE O 2'-8" 6 -7" 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Passage w/ 9159 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW DOORS TO MATCH EXISTING DESIGN
Weatherstripping
139 139 - STORAGE B 5-4" 7'-0" |3PR:3.5" X3.5", square corner Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle - NEW
Astragal
Weatherstripping
140 140 - STORAGE B 5 -0" 6'-8" 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle - NEW
141B |CY2 P 5-0" 7'-8" |3PR: 35" X3.5", square corner RMH: Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle - NEW DOORS TO MATCH EXISTING DESIGN
141C |CY2 S 5-0" 7' -8" 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner NEW - NO SCREEN
143 CY1l R 4'-10" 7 -0" 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", square corner RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Passage set w/ 8859 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW - NO SCREEN
200 200 - RESTROOM - 2'-6" 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Restroom Privacy Pocket Door - OSCI - LINCOLN
202A 1202 - OFFICE - 2'-6" 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - OSCI - LINCOLN
202B |202 - OFFICE - 2'-10" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - EXISTING WOOD DOOR - SWITCH SWING
203 203 - OFFICE - 2'-8" 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - OSCI - LINCOLN
204  |204 - CLOSET - 2'-8" 6' - 8" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - EXISTING WOOD DOOR
205 |205 - OFFICE - 2'-10" 6'-9" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - OSCI - LINCOLN
206 206 - CLOSET T 3-11" 6'-8" RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) RMH: Lever x Lever Full Dummy set BOTH SIDES - NEW
Deltana: Ball Catch, Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
207 207 - CLOSET T 3-11" 6'-8" RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Passage set w/ 8759 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW
OSCI - RMH: Single dummy Set w/ Lever Handle
OSCI - RMH: PR Mini Surface Bolts
209A |209 - RESTROOM - 2'-0" 6'-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt - OSCI - LINCOLN
209B |209 - RESTROOM - 2'-0" 6'-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Knob - EXISTING WOOD DOOR
211 211 - CONFERENCE |H 2'-4" 6' - 2" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |RMH: Lever x Lever Handle passage Set w/ 8759 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 NEW - SEE 9/A-9.01 FOR FLASHING
Weatherstripping
213 213 - ELEC K 2'-8" 6' - 8" OSCI - RMH: 1.5 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) |Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Knob - NEW
216 216 - HALL - 5-0" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, 2 PR Single Dummy Set w/ Knob Handle - EXISTING WOOD PAIR DOORS
OSCI - PR Deltana Ball Catch
217 217 - OFFICE - 2'-7" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - OSCI - LINCOLN
218 218 - CLOSET - 4'-0" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - EXISTING WOOD DOORS
219 219 - CLOSET - 4'-0" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED EXISTING - EXISTING WOOD DOORS
222 222 - PANTRY - 2'-6" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Knob - EXISTING WOOD PAIR DOORS FROM HALL 208-
Weatherstripping RELOCATED
224  |224 - RESTROOM - 2'-6" 6' - 6" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Privacy Bolt - OSCI - LINCOLN
226A [226 - OFFICE - 3-0" 7-0" EXISTING TO BE REUSED Ashley Norton, Passage Set w/ Knob - OSCI - LINCOLN GLASS
226B |226 - OFFICE - 2'-6" 6'-4" EXISTING TO BE REUSED RMH: Lever x Lever Handle Passage set w/ 8759 Mortise Lock Assa Alba, Electric Strike, HES 1006 OSCI - LINCOLN
226C |226 - OFFICE I 4'-0" 6' - 6" RMH: 3 PR: 3.5" X 3.5", concealed bearing butt, Silicon Bronze Dark (BD) EXISTING - NEW
227 227 - MECHANICAL |- 5-0" 6'- 6" EXISTING ACTIVE: Cylinder Classroom, Leverhandle RHR - EXISTING STEEL PAIR DOORS

DUMMY: Dummy Lever Handle, Both Sides

LEGEND:

OSCI - OWNER SUPPLIED, CONTRACTOR INSTALLED

LINCOLN = REINSTALL OWNER-PROVIDED DOOR FROM PREVIOUS OFFICE. CUT TO FIT OPENING

LINCOLN GLASS - REINSTALL OWNER-PROVIDED DOOR WITH GLASS LITE FROM PREVIOUS OFFICE. CUT TO FIT OPENING

METAL GRATE = ADD METAL SECURITY GRATE OVER GLAZING TO MATCH EXISTING GRATES
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ARCHAED®O

architects
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///’/ FALLING COLORS

FALLING COLORS

FOR CONSTRUCTION

206 McKenzie St. Santa Fe, NM 87501

WINDOW SCHEDULE WINDOW SCHEDULE
WINDOW WINDOW
WINDOW | ELEV WINDOW | ELEV
NO. TYPE ROOM NO. & NAME WIDTH HEIGHT NOTES NO. TYPE ROOM NO. & NAME WIDTH HEIGHT NOTES
1SL 104 - GREENHOUSE 3 -4" 7' -10" SKYLIGHT - VENTED / FIXED MM3 I 202 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
2SL 104 - GREENHOUSE 3 -4" 7' -10" SKYLIGHT - VENTED / FIXED N I 132 - CAFE 2'-8" 4'-6"
4SL 200 - RESTROOM 3 -0" 3 -0" SKYLIGHT - FIXED NN1 I 202 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
S5SL 201 - HALL 2'-0" 9-0" SKYLIGHT - FIXED NN2 I 202 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 - 11"
6SL 100 - ENTRY 1 -0" 14' - 6" SKYLIGHT - OPERABLE NN3 I 202 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
A A 109 - GARAGE 5 -0" 2'-0" O I 132 - CAFE 2'-8" 4'-6"
AA I 122 - OFFICE 2'-4" 4'-6" 001 I 203 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
B B 105 - PANTRY 3-1" 2'-11" 002 I 203 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
BB1 P 122 - OFFICE 1-8" 2'-2" 003 I 203 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3'-11"
BB2 P 122 - OFFICE 1-8" 2'-2" 004 I 203 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
BB3 P 122 - OFFICE 1-8" 2'-2" 005 I 203 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3'-11"
C C 102 - HALL 8 -7 2' - 4" P I 132 - CAFE 2'-8" 3 -11"
CcC I 127 - HALL 2' - 10" 4'-6" PP N 205 - OFFICE 3-0" 3'-10"
DD1 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" Q J 130 - BREAKOUT 6' - 0" 1'-8"
DD2 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" QQ1 I 205 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
DD3 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" QQ2 I 205 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
DD4 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" R I 130 - BREAKOUT 1'-9" 3-2"
DD5 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" RR I 209 - RESTROOM 2'-1" 3 -5"
DD6 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" S1 I 118 - CONFERENCE 2'-4" 4'-6"
DD7 M 135 - HALL 3 -0" 4" -1" S2 I 118 - CONFERENCE 2'-4" 4'-6"
DD8 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" S3 I 118 - CONFERENCE 2'-4" 4' - 6"
DD9 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" SS D 212 - BREAKROOM 1'-6" 2'-0"
DD10 M 135 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1" T1 I 118 - CONFERENCE 2'-4" 4'-6"
E D 101 - GALLERY 1 -7 2'-2" T2 I 118 - CONFERENCE 2'-4" 4'-6"
EE M 223 - HALL 3-3" 3 -9" T3 I 118 - CONFERENCE 2'-4" 4'-6"
F E 101 - GALLERY 5 -0" 5'-0" TT1 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
FF M 223 - HALL 3-3" 3-9" TT2 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
G F 100 - ENTRY 4'-9" 2'-6" TT3 M 223 - HALL 3 -0" 4'-1"
GG1 I 226 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4'-6" T4 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
GG2 I 226 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4'-6" TT5 M 223 - HALL 3 -0" 4'-1"
GG3 I 226 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4' - 6" TT6 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
H1 G 125 -KITCHEN 3 -4" 2'-2" TT7 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
H2 G 124 - OFFICE 3 -4" 2'-2" TT8 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
H3 G 126 - RESTROOM 3 -4" 2'-2" TT9 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
HH1 I 225 - OFFICE 2'-8" 4' - 6" TT10 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
HH2 I 225 - OFFICE 2'-8" 4' - 6" TT11 M 223 - HALL 3-0" 4'-1"
HH3 I 225 - OFFICE 2'-8" 4' - 6" U I 116 - RESTROOM 2'-4" 3 -11"
I H 138 - OFFICE 6'-0" 5 -1" uu I 138 - OFFICE 5 -0" 3 -6"
Il I 217 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 - 11" V1 I 115 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
J I 138 - OFFICE 3'-0" 5 -9" V2 I 115 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
JJ1 I 217 - OFFICE 2'-8" 4'-6" \AY, O 138 - OFFICE 5 -0" 2'-0"
JJ2 I 217 - OFFICE 2'-8" 4'-6" wi I 115 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
K I 132 - CAFE 3-0" 5'-9" W2 I 115 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11"
KK1 I 211 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4'-6" ww G 138 - OFFICE 2'-6" 2'-0"
KK2 I 211 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4'-6" X1 A 109 - GARAGE 5 -0" 2'-0"
KK3 I 211 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4' - 6" X2 A 109 - GARAGE 5-0" 2'-0"
L I 132 - CAFE 2'-8" 4'-6" Y I 124 - OFFICE 3'-0" 3' - 10"
LL1 I 211 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4'-6" YY Q 138 - OFFICE
LL2 I 211 - CONFERENCE 2'-8" 4'-6" Z I 119 - OFFICE 3 -0" 3 -10"
LL3 I 211 - CONFERENCE 2'- 8" 4'-6" Z71 B 104 - GREENHOUSE 2'- 7" 4'-0"
M I 132 - CAFE 2'-8" 4'-6" 772 B 104 - GREENHOUSE 2'- 7" 4'-0"
MM1 I 202 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11" 773 B 104 - GREENHOUSE 2'-7" 4'-0"
MM2 I 202 - OFFICE 2'-4" 3 -11" Z74 B 104 - GREENHOUSE 2'-7" 4'-0"
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MARVIN' @

NE 4

104A - (E) GREENHOUSE

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 1

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 104A - (E) GREENHOUSE

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Inswing French Door G2

Frame Size: 60 5/8" X 86"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Inswing French Door G2, XX, Left Hand
Call Number: CN5070

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Black

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Multi-Point Lock, Adjustable Hinges
Screen Type: No Screen

Hardware Color: Rocky Mountain Silicon Bronze Dark, Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION
DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED: 02/25/2025

REVISION:
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/L

104B - (F) KITCHEN

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 2

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 104B - (F) KITCHEN

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Inswing French Door G2

Frame Size: 43 7/16" X 86"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Inswing French Door G2, X, Right Hand

Call Number: CN3670

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Black

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black

Hardware Type: Multi-Point Lock, Adjustable Hinges

Screen Type: No Screen

Hardware Color: Rocky Mountain Silicon Bronze Dark, Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvininswingFrenchG2 (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM FLAT PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
DividedLite (A1) - NEED THIS DOOR AS OUTSWING?

Hardware (A1) - NOT YET PRICED FOR HARDWARE PREP, RMH. HARDWARE BY OTHERS

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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/L

106A - (F) KITCHEN

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 3

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 106A - (F) KITCHEN

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Inswing French Door G2

Frame Size: 43 7/16" X 86"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Inswing French Door G2, X, Right Hand

Call Number: CN3670

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Black

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black

Hardware Type: Multi-Point Lock, Adjustable Hinges

Screen Type: No Screen

Hardware Color: Rocky Mountain Silicon Bronze Dark, Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvininswingFrenchG2 (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM FLAT PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - NOT YET PRICED FOR HARDWARE PREP, RMH. HARDWARE BY OTHERS

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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108B - (F) FOYER

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 4

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 108B - (F) FOYER

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Outswing French Door G2

Frame Size: 60 5/8" X 82"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Outswing French Door G2, XX, Left Hand

Call Number: CN5068

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless
Divider Type: 7/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless
Hardware Type: Multi-Point Lock, Adjustable Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Rocky Mountain Silicon Bronze Dark, Matte Black
Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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108C - FOYER

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 5

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 108C - FOYER

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Outswing French Door G2

Frame Size: 60 5/8" X 82"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Outswing French Door G2, XX, Right Hand

Call Number: CN5068

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless
Divider Type: 7/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless
Hardware Type: Multi-Point Lock, Adjustable Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Rocky Mountain Silicon Bronze Dark, Matte Black
Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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110B - CONFERENCE

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 6

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 110B - CONFERENCE

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Outswing French Door G2

Frame Size: 107 13/16" X 97 1/2"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Outswing French Door G2, XOX, Right Hand/Left Hand
Call Number: CN9080

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black

Hardware Type: Multi-Point Lock, Adjustable Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Rocky Mountain Silicon Bronze Dark, Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N/

119 - OFFICE

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line#: 7

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 119 - OFFICE

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 56 1/2" X 74"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, XX, Right Hand Reverse Active

Call Number: None

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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123 - HALL (ACCESS CONTROL)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 8

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 123 - HALL (Access Control)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 64" X 80"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, XX, Right Hand Reverse Active

Call Number: None

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N

124-OFFICE (SIZE ADJ!!)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 9

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 124-OFFICE (Size adj!!!)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 44 5/32" X 85 1/16"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Left Hand Reverse

Call Number: CN3670

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N

130B-BREAKOUT(ACCESS CNTRL)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 10

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 130B-BREAKOUT (Access Cntrl)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 44 5/32" X 85 1/16"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Left Hand Reverse

Call Number: CN3670

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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* 131 - ENTRY (ACCESS CONTROL)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 11

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 131 - ENTRY (Access Control)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 34" X 78"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Right Hand Reverse

Call Number: None

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

* The quote for this unit has an error on it. Please verify availability prior to order.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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132A - CAFE (SIZE ADJ!I!T)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 12

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 132A - CAFE (Size Adj!!!)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 38 5/32" X 85 1/16"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Right Hand Reverse

Call Number: CN3070

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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/

132B - CAFE (SIZE ADJ!!)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 13

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 132B - CAFE (Size Adj!!!)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 38 5/32" X 85 1/16"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Right Hand Reverse

Call Number: CN3070

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N

135A - HALL (ACCESS CONTROL)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 14

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 135A - HALL (Access Control)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 38 5/32" X 85 1/16"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Left Hand Reverse

Call Number: CN3070

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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135B - HALL (ACCESS CONTROL)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 15

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 135B - HALL (Access Control)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 38 5/32" X 85 1/16"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Left Hand Reverse

Call Number: CN3070

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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* 211 - CONF (ACCESS CONTROL?)

SCALE: 1/2" =1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 16

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 211 - CONF (Access Control?)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 32" X 74"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, X, Right Hand Reverse

Call Number: None

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

* The quote for this unit has an error on it. Please verify availability prior to order.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN O DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION
DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL
QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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226C - OFFICE (SIZE ADJ!l)

SCALE: 1/2" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 17

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: 226C - OFFICE (Size Adj!!!)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Commercial Door

Frame Size: 52" X 80"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Commercial Door, XX, Right Hand Reverse Active

Call Number: None

Glass Information: Tempered Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless

Hardware Type: Ball Bearing Hinges

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: Bronze (US10A)

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

Comments:

MarvinCD (A1) - MAKE BOTTOM PANEL PER DRAWING IN NOTES & ATTACHMENTS
Hardware (A1) - PREP FOR SPECIFIED HARDWARE NOT ADDED OR INCLUDED IN THIS PRICING.

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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A - 109-GARAGE (TYPE A)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 18

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: A - 109-GARAGE (TYPE A)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Glider

Frame Size: 59 1/2" X 23 1/2"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Glider, Left Hand

Call Number: CN5020

Glass Information: I1G, I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Aluminum Dual Full Screen

Hardware Color: White

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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AA - 122-OFFICE (TYPE I)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 19

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: AA - 122-OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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B - 105-PANTRY (TYPE B)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 20
Qty: 1
Mark Unit: B - 105-PANTRY (TYPE B)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 36" X 35 1/8"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2] Casement, Right Hand
Call Number: CN1836
Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN O DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION
DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL
QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N

BB1/2/3 - 122 OFFICE(TYPE P)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 21

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: BB1/2/3 - 122 OFFICE(TYPE P)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Casement

Frame Size: 20" X 26"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Casement, Left Hand

Call Number: CN20 width

Glass Information: I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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C-102 HALL (TYPE 17?)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 22

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: C - 102 HALL (TYPE 1?)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Casement

Frame Size: 20" X 26"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Casement, Left Hand

Call Number: CN20 width

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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CC -127 HALL (TYPE C?)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 23
Qty: 1
Mark Unit: CC - 127 HALL (TYPE C?)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 103" X 28"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1/A4] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2/A5] Casement, Right Hand,
[A3] Casement, Stationary
Call Number: None
Glass Information: 1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: [A1/A2/A4/A5] Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter,
[A3] None
Screen Type: [A1/A2/A4/A5] Interior Wood Screen, [A3] None
Hardware Color: [A1/A2/A4/A5] Oil Rubbed Bronze,
[A3] None
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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DD1-10 - 135 HALL (TYPE M)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 24
Qty: 10
Mark Unit: DD1-10 - 135 HALL (TYPE M)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 36" X 35 1/8"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2] Casement, Right Hand
Call Number: CN1836
Glass Information: I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN O DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION
DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL
QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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E - 101-GALLERY (TYPE D)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 25

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: E - 101-GALLERY (TYPE D)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Casement

Frame Size: 19" X 26"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Casement, Left Hand

Call Number: None

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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EE - 223 HALL (TYPE M)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 26
Qty: 1
Mark Unit: EE - 223 HALL (TYPE M)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 39" X 45"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2] Casement, Right Hand
Call Number: None
Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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48" FS

F-101-GALLERY (TYPE E)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 27

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: F - 101-GALLERY (TYPE E)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Awning

Frame Size: 48" X 47 1/8"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: CN4848

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED: 02/25/2025

REVISION:
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FF - 223 HALL (TYPE M)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 28
Qty: 1
Mark Unit: FF - 223 HALL (TYPE M)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 39" X 45"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2] Casement, Right Hand
Call Number: None
Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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G - 100 ENTRY (TYPE F)

SCALE: 3/4" =1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 29

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: G - 100 ENTRY (TYPE F)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Marvin Assembly

Frame Size: 57" X 30"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: None

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED: 02/25/2025

REVISION:
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GG1-3 - 226 CONF (TYPE I)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 30

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: GG1-3 - 226 CONF (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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H1-3 - 126 RESTRM (TYPE G)

SCALE: 3/4" =1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 31

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: H1-3 - 126 RESTRM (TYPE G)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Awning

Frame Size: 40" X 26"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: CN40 width

Glass Information: I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:

Page 270 of 457



32"FS

HH1-3 - 225 OFFICE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 32

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: HH1-3 - 225 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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| - 138 OFFICE (TYPE H)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 33

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: | - 138 OFFICE (TYPE H)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Awning

Frame Size: 72" X 59 1/8"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: CN7260

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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Il - 217 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 34

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: Il - 217 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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J - 138 OFFICE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 35

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: J - 138 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 36" X 69"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: 1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Extruded Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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JJ1-2 - 217 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 36

Qty: 2

Mark Unit: JJ1-2 - 217 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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K-132 CAFE (TYPE I)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 37

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: K - 132 CAFE (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 36" X 69"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: 1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Extruded Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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32"FS

KK1-3 - 211 CONF (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 38

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: KK1-3 - 211 CONF (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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32"FS

L - 132 CAFE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 39

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: L - 132 CAFE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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32"FS

LL1-3 - 211 CONF (TYPE I)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 40

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: LL1-3 - 211 CONF (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:

Page 279 of 457



32"FS

M - 132 CAFE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 41

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: M - 132 CAFE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

MM1-3 - 202 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 42

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: MM1-3 - 202 OFFICE (TYPE )

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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32"FS

N - 132 CAFE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 43

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: N - 132 CAFE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

NN1-3 - 202 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 44

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: NN1-3 - 202 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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32"FS

O -132 CAFE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 45

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: O - 132 CAFE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

0O01-5 - 203 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 46

Qty: 5

Mark Unit: OO1-5 - 203 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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32"FS

P-132 CAFE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 47

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: P - 132 CAFE (TYPE )

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 32" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N /
N

PP - 205 OFFICE (TYPE N)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 48
Qty: 1
Mark Unit: PP - 205 OFFICE (TYPE N)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 36" X 46"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2] Casement, Right Hand
Call Number: CN18 width
Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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/ N / N
/ N N\

Q - 130 BREAKOUT (TYPE J)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 49

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: Q - 130 BREAKOUT (TYPE J)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Marvin Assembly

Frame Size: 72" X 19 1/8"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: CN3620

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

QQ1-2 - 205 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 50

Qty: 2

Mark Unit: QQ1-2 - 205 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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21"FS

R - 130 BREAKOUT (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 51

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: R - 130 BREAKOUT (TYPE 1)
Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 21" X 38"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black

Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom

Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: Stone White
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1

MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL
QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00

CREATED: 02/25/2025

REVISION:
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25"FS

RR - 209 RESTRM (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 52

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: RR - 209 RESTRM (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 25" X 41"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

S1-3 - 118 CONF (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 53

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: S1-3 - 118 CONF (TYPE )

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N
N

SS - 212 BREAKROOM (TYPE D)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 54

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: SS - 212 BREAKROOM (TYPE D)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Casement

Frame Size: 19" X 26"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Casement, Left Hand

Call Number: None

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:

Page 293 of 457



28"FS

T1-3 - 118 CONF (TYPE I)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 55

Qty: 3

Mark Unit: T1-3 - 118 CONF (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 54"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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N

1T1-11 - 223 HALL (TYPE M)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 56
Qty: 11
Mark Unit: TT1-11 - 223 HALL (TYPE M)
Product Line: Ultimate
Unit Description: Marvin Assembly
Frame Size: 36" X 49"
Exterior Finish: Stone White
Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: [A1] Casement, Left Hand,
[A2] Casement, Right Hand
Call Number: None
Glass Information: I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen
Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze
Screen Surround Color: None
Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

U-116 RESTROOM (TYPE I)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 57

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: U - 116 RESTROOM (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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30" FS

UU - 138 OFFICE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 58

Qty: 2

Mark Unit: UU - 138 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 30" X 42"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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28"FS

V1-2 - 115 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 59

Qty: 2

Mark Unit: V1-2 - 115 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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VV - 138 OFFICE (TYPE O)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 60

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: VV - 138 OFFICE (TYPE O)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Marvin Assembly

Frame Size: 48" X 23 1/8"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: CN2424

Glass Information: IG - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED: 02/25/2025

REVISION:
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28"FS

W1-2 - 115 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 61

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: W1-2 - 115 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 28" X 47"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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30" FS

/ \

WW - 138 OFFICE (TYPE G)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 62

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: WW - 138 OFFICE (TYPE G)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Awning

Frame Size: 30" X 24"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Awning, Roto Operating

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED: 02/25/2025

REVISION:
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595" FS

X1-2 - 109-GARAGE (TYPE A)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 63

Qty: 2

Mark Unit: X1-2 - 109-GARAGE (TYPE A)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Glider

Frame Size: 59 1/2" X 23 1/2"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Glider, Left Hand

Call Number: CN5020

Glass Information: I1G, I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Stainless
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Stainless
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Aluminum Dual Full Screen

Hardware Color: White

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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36" FS

Y - 124 OFFICE (TYPE |)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 80

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: Y - 124 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 36" X 46"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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YY - 138 OFFICE(TYPE Q)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 81

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: YY - 138 OFFICE(TYPE Q)
Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Direct Glaze Round Top
Frame Size: 24" X 24"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White
Unit Type: Direct Glaze Round Top

Call Number: None

Glass Information: Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: None

Hardware Type: None

Screen Type: None

Hardware Color: None

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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36" FS

Z - 119 OFFICE (TYPE 1)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 82

Qty: 1

Mark Unit: Z - 119 OFFICE (TYPE I)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: Double Hung G2

Frame Size: 36" X 46"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: Double Hung G2

Call Number: None

Glass Information: I1G, Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Sash Lock, Sash Lift, No Finger Pull, Top Sash Limiter : None, Bottom
Sash Limiter : None

Screen Type: Aluminum Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: Stone White

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1
MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:

Page 305 of 457



40" FS

AN /

ZZ1-4 - 104 GRNHSE (TYPE B)

SCALE: 3/4" = 1'-0"

SPECIFICATIONS

Line #: 83

Qty: 4

Mark Unit: ZZ1-4 - 104 GRNHSE (TYPE B)

Product Line: Ultimate

Unit Description: French Casement

Frame Size: 40" X 35 1/8"

Exterior Finish: Stone White

Interior Finish: Painted Interior Finish - White

Unit Type: French Casement, Left Hand/Right Hand
Call Number: CN4036

Glass Information: I1G - 3/4", Low E2, Capillary Tube, Black
Divider Type: 5/8" Rectangular SDL W/ Spacer - Black
Hardware Type: Folding Handle, No Sash Travel Limiter
Screen Type: Interior Wood Screen

Hardware Color: Oil Rubbed Bronze

Screen Surround Color: None

Jamb Depth: 4 9/16"

PROJ/JOB: True North Builders / 206 McKenzie St - ULTIMATE Prelim v1

MARVIN'@ DIST/DEALER: REULE SUN CORPORATION

DRAWN: DAVE WHELCHEL

QUOTE#: A1G1X1X PK VER:0004.14.00 CREATED:02/25/2025 REVISION:
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Clity off Samta ITey New Miesdico

memo

June 24, 2025

Historic Districts Review Board

Paul A. Duran, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

2025-010496-HDRB, 492 Arroyo Tenorio, Downtown and Eastside Historic District, Non-
contributing, Will McDonald, agent for Rob Johnson, owner, requests approval for a 112 sq. ft.
addition on the south elevation.

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

District Standards & yard wall _X__ Proposal Letter

& fence standards.
X __ Site Plan/Floor Plan

x__Historic Inventory Form
x__ Elevations

X __Zoning Review Sheet

X __Photographs
X ___ Other: Previous Case Documents
Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of the proposed project and finds that the application complies with
14-5.2(D) Historic Districts Design Standards.

Sample motions:
a. Approve or deny Case #2025-010496 to allow these alterations to 492 Arroyo Tenorio.
b. Approve or deny Case #2025-010496 to allow these alterations to 492 Arroyo Tenorio

subject to conditions.

Should the Board deny the application request, the applicant shall return with an alternative
proposal for review and approval prior to proceeding to building permit.
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BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

The single-family residence at 492 Arroyo Tenorio is listed as non-contributing to the Downtown
and Eastside Historic District. The Santa Fe County Tax Parcel map identifies the structure as
being built in 1900 on a 0.11-acre lot and comprised of 2,274 sq. ft. of roofed area. Mr. Will
McDonald completed a detailed history of the property and records the original structure was built
pre-1960 but the exact date is unknown. The original structure was built in the Spanish-Pueblo
Revival design style seen by the adobe block and wooden viga construction material and flat roof
with rounded parapets. The 1985 plat map of the property shows a patio addition to the north and
a breezeway addition connecting to another room to the east. The 1985 Floor Plan shows the
additions of a new kitchen, study room, guest bedroom, and portal. The extensive remodel changed
the original footprint of the structure which is no longer visible. The new addition request will not
impact the current state of the structure and will harmonize with what is currently visible.

Garcia Street

'

'
\ ;- Original structure
at 492 Arroyo Tenorio

e 3 X
FIGURE 2 DETAIL FROM
NM DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION AERIAL PHOTO

5/2/66

Figure 1. NM DOT Map from 1966.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010496-HDRB
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492 ARROYO
%‘f&"f ,. TENORIO

mﬂmmﬂlm?ﬂl o
WILLLAR £ SELAWAN BY . .
mnw;wwa,m |

£

>
3

Figure 2. 1985 Plat Map.

Previous cases at 492 Arroyo Tenorio include:

On November 8, 2022, in Case No. 2022-005981-HDRB, the Board approved the addition of a
213 sq. ft. carport to a height of 9°-117, as submitted.

On August 10, 1999, in Case No. H-99-136, the Board approved the yard wall and gate alterations
on the north and south elevations to varied heights at 5’-6” to 6’8”, as submitted.

APPLICANT’S REQUEST:
The applicant proposes the following exterior alterations:

1) Construct a 112 sq. ft. addition to a height of 11 where the maximum allowable is 12°-3”
on the south elevation.

RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS:

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010496-HDRB
Page 3 of 4 Page 309 of 457



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:

(a) The continued existence and preservation of historical areas and buildings;
(b) The continued construction of buildings in the historic styles; and

(c) A general harmony as to style, form, color, height, proportion, texture and material
between buildings of historic design and those of more modern design.

(4) Compliance with General and Specific Design Standards Required

All development located within the historic districts and subject to this Section 14-5.2
shall comply with all applicable general development standards set forth in Subsection
14-5.2(D), as well as any applicable specific development standards set forth in
Subsections 14-5.2(E) through (I).

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010496-HDRB
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Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

F To Be Complete By Apphc.mt ‘ Site Address:

Date Submitted: 4" 6)/25 | 4% MMO %"\D‘/\‘\ O
Property Owner of Record: Proposed Construction Réscription:
‘F Applicant/Agent Name: IA] " N\G‘“)enalal L \O ;B'_P_dd ‘f'l\'id\‘\

| Contact Person Phone Number: (50% BQQ “ﬂﬂ | TOTAL ROOF AREA: 2602
| Zoning Dislrict:_zc 9 Lot Coverage : 5!.6 %o

Overlay: o Escarpment sOpen Space Required:

o Flood Zope* 78 Setbacks:
=4 Other:‘Eﬁ_E!D\fl c Proposed Front: Minimum:
2™ Front?

Submittals Reviewed with PZR: Propossd Reak: -—-—E Minitin S

#  Legal Lot of Record 0 Development Plan wBuilding PR Sidie L0 R

Minimum:
Plans & Existing Site Plan v Proposed Site Plans ; Pt 4 T
Elevations Height: Proposed _ 1] =O
: Maximum Height: or
Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: # Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance

Zero Lot Line Affidavit o Regulated by Escarpment District
Access and Visibility: o Arterial or Collector* * Parking Spaces:
o Visibility Triangle Required Proposed Accessible
| Use of Structure: = Residential Minimum:
o Commercial Type of Use: Bicycle Parking**:
Proposed:_ Minimum:

** Commercial Requirement

Terrain: o 30% slopes

" Requires an additional review conducted by Technical Review Division

** Requires an additional review conducted by the Traftic 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.

W‘H N\(’DO?\E\O\ [DOWNER cAPPLICANT r&]ENT]

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

Land Uartmenl staff pnor to submittal for Historic Districts Review Board review.
RBR NN 4/5/25

SIGNAYURE '/ T BATET

___ -
To Be Completed By City Staff: m st-" Of033 (V)
tional Agency Review icable:
0 Escarpment Approval by Date: / /
o Flood Plain Approval by Date:  / [
o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date:  /
Notes:

Zoning Approval;

OPreliminary Approval @with conditions 0 Rejected

Comments/Conditions: S{g[ﬁ davit IS e
_ccymfz;.-étm‘_éa,z 9 PCron qsﬁcf%

REVIEWER: Lybtlats (Jouser DATE: 4 22125

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

Rewsed 20 November 2020
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June 17, 2025

HISTORY OF LOT AND STRUCTURES AT
492 ARROYO TENORIO

Wd”<lﬂ FlSh Figure 1 is a Site Plan/Floor Plan of 492 Arroyo Tenorio
1 showing what we believe to be the evolution of the structures
based on the the documents in Figures 2-5.

J l

505 930-1149 _ . -
wil.wid@gmail.com  This lot appears to have been created in a lot split in 1985

488c Arroyo Tenorio  (see Figure 3) splitting 492 Arroyo Tenorio from 502 Garcia
SanfaFe New Mexico  Gtreet. The 1966 New Mexico Department of Transportation

87505 aerial photo (Figure 2) shows a small structure that was likely
a garage and storage. The 1985 plat (Figure 3) shows a more
extensive structure. In 2003 Turner/Lechner floor plan (Figure
4) indicates that the foyer and kitchen were added at that
time. The 2007 Turner/Lechner floor plan (Figure 5) indicates
that the north portal was enclosed as an office then. The
carport was approved by the HDRB in 2022 and built in 2023.
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FIGURE 1
492 ARROYO TENORIO-

EVOLUTION OF CONSTRUCTION-1966 TO PRESENT

==

SITE & FLOOR PLAN

S oy T —
0 5 10
6/17/25

S530°24'25"E

PARKING NEIGHBOR
RESIDENCE
502 GARCIA ST

492 ARROYO
TENORIO

502 GARCIA ST

OPEN INTERIOR COURTYARD

OFFICE
ADDED IN 2007
BASED ON TURNER/
LECHNER DRAWINGS

KITCHEN

ADDEDIN 2003
BASED ON TURNER/
LECHNER DRAWINGS

492 ARROYO
TENORIO

502 GARCIA ST
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Will McDonald

Will McDonald_1
FIGURE 1


- Garcia Street

Original structure
at 492 Arroyo Tenorio

% '
s Wy 2 ‘ % -
‘ ] il A \lt L J

FIGURE 2 DETAIL FROM
NM DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION AERIAL PHOTO
5/2/66

—
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Will McDonald_2

Will McDonald_3

Will McDonald_4
FIGURE 3
1985 PLAT

Will McDonald_5
492 ARROYO
TENORIO
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f.:‘Front of house

. Krva Study

: Lrvrng Room

FIGURE 4

SCOPE OF WORK DEMOLlTION AND NEW CONSTRUCTION

[ "».'EXTERIOR SPACE

A Move water splgot from under portal

2. Address drainage on tiles under portal
3. Seal portal tiles o

4. Repair crack in- new wall .

5. install doorbell at frontgate |

6. Remove electncal meter from adjacent home(Jlm West) to our property

- Back of house

1.. Add water sprgot T :
2 Lighting on ivy and adobe walI :
3. Build step up to back patio under lindon tree

- 4. Use existing brlck in back courtyard

New courtyard t o .

‘ 1. Add spigot i
. 2. Electrical outlet and wire for water feature
3 Flagstone walkway and pea gravel Drarn to front yard

- INTERIOR SPACE

1 Remove all exrstrng wmdows and replace wI new windows per window
schedule. Insulate,caulk, and patch stucco base and rnterror plaster to match. -
~ 2.Re-stucco entire house. .~ )
- 4. Re-paint all rooms, hand trowelled plaster in: lrvrng krtchen and foyer only
5. Clean and reseal all existing trle ﬂoors \

' Master Bedroom (new)

- 1.White wash vrgas after sandrng and flat plaster between vigas.
. 2.Remove bay and seat and'replace with windows and door.
3.New track lighting at exrstmg Iocatrons

- 4.More hydronrc baseboard heat

" 1.White wash vrgas after sandrng and ﬂat plaster between vrgas
2. Finish off closet with new shelving; palnt ' ‘
3.New track. lighting at exrstrng locatrons

5 New Master Bath/ Laundry

A “Replace sink and faucets, owner select
2 “Replace tub/shower tiles and vanity trles
3 Stack washer and dryer |

4 New llnen cabrnet full herght by Krtchen Dlmensrons
'5. Add exhaust fan and replace lrght f xtures. ‘

‘ New Office (old master br)

1. New French door to courtyard : ‘

2. New baseboard heat to replace exrstmg Look at a forced arr hydronrc unrt in
the floor because of accessibility.

3. Delete switched outlet by bed wall at room entry

orrce Bath'(old master bath) SR

“:1.Remove Mexrcan tile and replace with new trIe owner Select
: 2. Replace’ srnk and faucets, owner select '

3 Reparr spongy wood floor: ‘
4 'Remove closets and replace wrth two burlt-ln dressers by Krtchen :
Drmenslons : . : -

\< J_'/

R Remove exrstlng latilla eyebrows over wrndows |
2. Cover wood inside skylights with smooth plaster - ,
~ ' '3.New track lighting. ; . AR
¢ 4.Add baseboard heat. A | R

' 5. Clean viga and latilla cerhngs o |

. 6. Transrtron from tile living ﬂoors wrth stone thresholds to new brrck at Kitchen.
Entry. Foyer - : -

. 1.Radiant heat in new slab : [ ; 8

- 2. Brick Floors. P - o
New Krtchen , :
" 1.Radiant heat in, new slab S

2..Brick floors. - .
3. New kiva fireplace wrth stone hearth at floor level
. 4, Stone threshold transition to Kiva Study.
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435 SOUTH GUADALUPE, STUDIO 3
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
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Will McDonald_6
FIGURE 3
1985 PLAT

Will McDonald_7
FIGURE 4

Will McDonald_8

Will McDonald_9


: FIGURE 5
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2022-005981--HDRB
Project Description: Add single car carport (connects to east yard wall

Project Location(s): 492 ARROYO TENORIO
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:

Applicant: WILL MCDONALD will. wfd@gmail.com
488 ARROYO TENORIO ST C
SANTA FE , NM 87505

Property Owner: Rob Johnson rmjventures@gmail.com

Historic District: HD: Downtown And Eastside

Historic Building Status:
Non-Statused: False Non-Contributing: TRUE  Contributing: False Significant/Landmark: False

Primary Elevations: N/A

Publicly Visible Facade-East: No
Publicly Visible Facade-North: Yes
Publicly Visible Facade-South: No

Publicly Visible Facade-West: Yes
Historic District Inventory
Number: Year of Construction:
Project Type: Remodel Historic

Building Name:

Page 1 of 1 Ver.08  10/28/2020
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Gty off Samta 15y New Miedice

memao

November 8, 2022
Historic Districts Review Board Members
Angela Schackel Bordegaray, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation

Division

Case # 2022-005981-HDRB Address: 492 Arroyo Tenorio Street
Historic Status: Non-contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

District Standards & yard wall _x__Proposal Letter

& fence standards.
X__ Site Plan/Floor Plan

Historic Inventory Form
x__ Elevations

X__ Zoning Review Sheet

X _Photographs

Other:
X___ Other: Stain color sample

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.
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BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

492 Arroyo Tenorio is a 2,285 square foot Spanish-Pueblo Revival building designated as non-
contributing to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. It has a flat roof and parapet. The
original was built in the early 1900s and underwent extensive alterations including in 2003 and
2007. Its north street-facing facade is a series of additions and modifications that also included
window replacement. It is near the Acequia Madre where it intersects with Garcia Street and

Arroyo Tenorio. The house is enclosed by a tall front stucco yard wall and pedestrian gate with
a slight arch.

Now, the applicant proposes the following exterior alterations:

1. Add a 213 square foot single-bay carport at the street of its north elevation to a height of 9’ -
11,” where the maximum allowable building height in this streetscape is 11’- 7.” Proposed
height is below the existing 11’ parapet.
a. The carport’s west posts will attach to the house’s east courtyard wall (6" —9”) and
extend east over one of the two existing parking spaces.
b. The carport will have wooden posts, a beam and vigas and be stained Cabot’s semi-
solid stain in chestnut brown.
c. The other parking space will remain open.

No other changes are proposed at this time.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2022-005981-HDRB
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;-""‘ 12)° . g o
¢ Ve Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
AN City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

Site Address:

To Be Completed By Applicant:
9/29/22

Date Submitted:

4972 Arroyo Tenorio

Property Owner of Record: Rob Johnson

Applicant/Agent Name: Will McDonald

Proposed Construction Description:

Carport addition

Contact Person Phone Number: (505‘930‘] 149

TOTAL ROOF AREA:

2498 sf

Zoning District: RC-8
Overlay:

0 Escarpment
o FloodZone*
x Other: Historic

Submittals Reviewed with PZR:
x Legal Lot of Record 0 Development Plan & Building Plans
) Existing Site Plan X Proposed Site Plan ¥ Elevations

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

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

Use of Structure: % Residential

o Commercial Type of Use:

Terrain: 0 30% slopes

* Reguires an additional review condueted by Technical' Review Blivision:

** Requires an additional review conducted by the Fraftic Enginesring Division

Lot Coverage: 49 %
®Open Space Required: ] 143 sf

Setbacks:
Proposed Front: 7.5’ Minimum:
2™ Front?
Proposed Rear: Minimum:
Proposed Sides: L O R Minimum:

Height: Proposed  2'-11"

Maximum Height: or
xxRegulated by Historic Districts Ordinance
o Regulated by Escarpment District

Parking Spaces:

Proposed 2 Accessible
Minimum:_2

Bicycle Parking**:
Proposed: Minimum:

** Commercial Requirement

THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROYAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING REVIEW WILL BE PERFORMED AT THE

TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

Will McDonald

PRINT NAME

[COWNER

CAPPLICANT 0DAGENT)]

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

Land Use Department staﬁm for Historic Districts Review Board review.
M 'A)\
S Y

9/29/22

SIGNATURE

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

o Escarpment Approval by

o Flood Plain Approval by

o Traffic Engineering Approval by
Notes:

licable:
Pates sHioy s
Date: 0y
Pate: i/

DATE

2022-005948-PAR

Zoning Approval:
OPreliminary Approval owith conditions 0 Rejected
Comments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: Larne C)

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



505 930-1149
will.wfd@gmail.com

Wa l ‘(! ﬂ% ‘F]Sh 488c Arroyo Tenorio

Santa Fe New Mexico
87505

October 5, 2022

Angela Bordegaray
Historic Review

City of Santa Fe

200 Lincoln Avenue

Santa Fe, NM 87504

RE:492 Arroyo Tenorio
Carport addition

Angela,

We request that the attached documents be reviewed by the Historic Districts Review Board at
the meeting on Tuesday, November 8, 2022.

This residence at 492 Arroyo Tenorio is designated as a non-conftributing structure in the
Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The original residence was probably constructed in the
1950’s. The building footprint shown on the 1985 plat, signed by city officials and recorded at
the county, is significantly smaller than the present structure. The entire north street facing
facade is a series of additions since that time. There is documentation of additions and
modifications in 2003 and 2007. The building is in a pueblo style with a flat roof and parapets.

With this application we seek approval for the construction of a single car carport only. The
carport will have a roofed area of 213 square feet and will be constructed over one of the two
existing parking spaces on the east side of the property which fronts Arroyo Tenorio. The height
of the carport will be 9'-11" measured from the existing brick parking surface whose height will
not be changed. The structure will be wood with a modified bitumen roof and metal drip edge.
There will be a girder with a bearing height of 8'-0" with vigas above that will be visible,
extending beyond the girder.

Our intention is fo create a structure that is simple in detail with a traditional style found in Santa
Fe for portals and other shade structures. We believe that while this structure will function as a
carport it will add some visual interest to this walled property in a dense neighborhood consistent
with traditional building styles.

Please feel free to call or email me with any questions or comments about this application. | will
be representing the project at the HDRB on behalf of the owner.

Sincerely,_ -

BN o 224

Will McDonald
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492 ARROYO TENORIO STREETSCAPE FACING EAST
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492 ARROYO TENORIO STREETSCAPE FACING WEST
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492 ARROYO TENORIO NORTH FACADE-PARKING &GATE
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EAST SIDE OF

YARD WALL

a&‘}e <! rad S

492 ARROYO TENORIO NORTH FACADE-P &GATE

NOTE:THE EAST SIDE OF THE YARD WALL IS THE ONLY EAST FACADE DUE
TO SHARED EAST WALL WITH NEIGHBOR RESIDENCE

S TN
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492 ARROYO TENORIO NORTH FACADE
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492 ARROYO TENORIO NORTH FACADE-WEST PORTION
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WEST FACADE
MIDDLE PORTION

492 ARROYO TENORIO




WEST FACADE
SOUTH PORTION

492 ARROYO TENORIO
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SOUTH FACADE
WEST PORTION

492 ARROYO TENORIO
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492 ARROYO TENORIO SOUTH FACADE-EAST PORTION
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EXTERIOR FINISHES
492 ARROYO TENORIO

STUCCO-NONE

DOOR AND WINDOW
CLADDING -NONE

EXPOSED WOOD

CABOT

SEMI-SOLID STAIN

COLOR: CHESTNUT BROWN
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City of Santa Fe

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

PROJECT DESC: 2022-005981-HDRB. 492 Arroyo Tenorio. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
Non-contributing. Will McDonald, agent for Rob Johnson, owner, proposes to add a 213 sq.ft.
carport to a height of 9°—11” (maximum allowable height of 14°-4"),

CASE NUMBER: 2022-005981--HDRB
PROJECT TYPE: Remodel

LOCATION: 492 ARROYO TENORIO
Santa Fe, NM 87505

CONTACTS: Applicant WILL MCDONALD 488 ARROYO TENORIO ST C
SANTA FE , NM 87505
Property Owner Rob Johnson
BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their hearing on
Nov 08, 2022. The decision of the Board was to to approve the proposal as submitted.

For further information please call 505-955-6605.

Sincerely,

Pyl 5. Iotuphay

Angela Bordegaray

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.

Ver. 12 1/14/2020
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HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD FIELD TRIP
TUESDAY, August 10, 1999 — 12:00 NOON
PLANNING DIVISION 2"° FLOOR CITY HALL
HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MEETING

TUESDAY, August 10, 1999 — 6:00 P.M.

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA DATE 0|2

APPROVAL OF MINUTES SERVED,8Y

1. July27, 1999 RECE' ED BY —

COMMUNICATIONS - m«‘fww gww"*z/ pat o 8/;?"‘40120 %

OLD BUSINESS TO REMAIN POSTPONED

1. Case #H-99-90. 431 Camino del Monte Sol. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
Michael A. Schmitt, agent for Kathleen and Gerald Peters, proposes new smgle-story
residence (Renewal of Case #H-95-73). (Postponed at the 6/8/99 HDRB).

2. Case #H-99-115. 712 Gildersleeve. Don Gaspar Historic District. Contributing.
Bernabe Romero, agent for Franciscan Friars, proposes to remove garage doors and infill
same area with doors and windows on the west elevation (rear lower level). (Postponed
at the 7/13/99 HDRB).

3 Case #H-99-128B. 533 East Palace Ave. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
Contributing. Elisabeth Wagner, agent for Mr. & Mrs. Jim Baker, proposes to remove
overhangs and construct brick-coped parapet, reconstruct portal on south elevation,

replace windows, and associated renovation treatments. (Postponed at the 7/27/99
HDRB).

OLD BUSINESS

L “"Case #H-99-133. 713 Garcia St. Historic Review District. Ion & Nancy Gilorteanu,

propose revised yard wall in response to the HDRB’s conditional approval granted on
7/27/99.

%
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(7 City off Samta e | N

S Agenda -

U

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD August 10, 1999 Page 2
H. NEW BUSINESS
1. “Case #H-99-136. 492 Arroyo Tenorio. Downtown and Eastside Historic District. Non-
contributing. Dan Warner, agent for Lorence Tobias Kircher III and Patricia Summer
W Kircher, proposes yard wall and gate alterations on north and south elevations. (Proposed
height varies = 5’6”- 6°8”; allowable height = 6°8”).
—— 2, “Case #H-99-137. 421 Sosaya Lane. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
W et Contributing. Burke Denman, agent for Linda and Charles Winston proposes to replace

,9’ g V- ey roof structure, re-roof and patch stucco.
P, freaf wf Vi fs dvil sk,
3. “"Case #H-99-138. 433 Delgado Lane. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
Contributing. Charles Ash, agent for Fulton and Betty Murray, proposes additions to east

. . . . .
'y e 4 and south elevations, replace east portal, window and door alterations, and associated
7 17’ renovation treatments.

4 ~Case #H-99-140. 135 Grant Ave. (Bergere House). Downtown and Eastside Historic
/I\CMJ District. . Significant. Gluckman Mayner Architect, agents for The Georgia O’Keeffe

,/p MMuseum propose revisions to prev10usly approved addition on east elevat;gn (#H-99-7 N
)@._ i 569‘ MHlﬁu/’ . cm,cu.).lf,//
- Case #H—99 141 70 Canyo Rd N 3 (Gypsy Alley). Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Non-contributing. Praxis Ltd. Co., agents for William Siegal, propose
revisions to previously approved portal by increasing it to two stories on north and west
elevations (#H-99-10).
Py
as Cas€ #H-99-142. 522 Douglas St. Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
) Contributing. Richard Martinez, agent for Dale Weiss, proposes to replace garage door
with pedestrian doors, add portal on east elevation of garage, add connecting ramada
' between structures, and fence replacement. (Proposed height = 5°2”, allowable
pystperas| 52 ‘Y/fq Height = 5°2”) _
_— T ~Case #H-99-143. 330 Garfield St. Transition Historic District. Contributing. Mark
PM Hogan, agent for BGK Properties Inc., proposes portal feature on north elevation.
?[ )
_ﬂg(i ~Case #H-99-144. 440 Acequia Madre. (Plaza Chamisal). Downtown and Eastside
49 A r 2 d Historic District. Significant. Mark Hogan, agent for Fred Jahning and Harvey Delano,
proposes to remove yard wall at street and construct new wall in a location further into
| q '10' 1%1 property.
14-10. 129'; «Case #H-99-145. 102 Montoya Circle. Downtown and Eastside Historic District. Randy
’-_'—-—-—— - . - .
Scrafford, agent for Stanley Gairey, proposes single story residence (Proposed height =
W 13”), and 6’ coyote fence.
_—

- _/
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Agenda

K. ADJOURNMENT

For more information regarding cases on this agenda please call the Planning Division at 984-6808.
Interpreter for the hearing impaired is available through the city clerks office upon five (5) days notice.

M nande et b (onea pho's uncomfpdihie

-~
->‘sz~1«[ S - oy i prosent 411’1[23@07

(w\s MM /loo;f‘l'b g{ﬁ;?.

bl picune ot pr pathry

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD August 10, 1999 Page 3
MATTERS FROM THE BOARD
J. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR

el bt cpos ] adim 2 prantihons, bry profus

_/
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HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD FIELDTRIP .
TUESDAY,. AUGUST 10, 1999 = 12:00'NOON "

. -PLANNING DIVISION 2nd, FLOOR CITY HALL
HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW. BOARD MEE‘“NG :
'I'UESDAV, AUGUST 10, 1999 «6:00 P
‘CITY COUNOIL CHAMBERS P

\ CALLTO onnen
..ROLLCALL; ;. -
. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. July 27,1999 -, - :
; commuchnous e , _

1. Case #H-99:90.431 .Camino-‘del Monte. So ‘obwmoWn and-Eastside Historic.
District. Michael A, Schmltt. agent for Kethleen and Gerald Peters;’ propose
-new smgle¢story e S
.6/8/99 HDRB). - ] ’
gas_e_ﬂ;l_ae_j_ﬁ_. 7126ildefsleev Don Gaspar Hlstonc Dlstnct o
Contributing. Bernabe Romero,: agent for Franciscan Friars. proposes to.’

- remove garage doors and infill same area With doors and wmdows on the west \

. elevation (rear lower level).’ (Postponed at the 7/13/99 HDRB). s
. 3.Case #H-99-128B, 533 East Palace-Ave. Downtown and Eastside Hlstonc
District. Contributing; Elisabeth Wagner, agent for Mr. & Mrs, Jirv Baker. T
proposes to remove overhangs and ‘construct brick-coped parape ,jreoonstruct

portal on south elevation, replace windows; and assoclated renovation ERC

" treatments. (Postponed at the 7/27/99 HDRB)
G. OLD BUSINESS - : e
1. Case #H4-99-133: 713 Garcia St Histonc Review Dlstnct loh & N wcy:
Gilorteanu, propose revised yard wall in response to the HDBB'c onditlonal

1. Qas_e_#_ﬂm}}sz.Arroyo Tenon Downtown and Easts Histonc Dlstnct. .

er ‘mn and Patricia

i buting’“Charles Ash. agent forf Fulton and Betty Mun'ay
and south,.eleva tiof

3 H-95-73) (Postponed at the ¥
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willwfd@gmail.com
488c Arroyo Tenorio
Santa Fe New Mexico
87505

walkm fish 505 930-1149
=R AREN

April 13, 2025

RE: 492 Arroyo Tenorio
Paul Duran Office Addition
Historic Review
City of Santa Fe
200 Lincoln Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87504

Paul,

We request that the attached documents be reviewed by the Historic Districts Review Board at
the meeting on Tuesday, May 13, 2025.

You met me for the initial site visit August 16, 2024. The owner paused the project after that and
now would like to move ahead.

This residence at 492 Arroyo Tenorio is designated as a non-confributing structure in the
Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The original residence was probably constructed in the
1950's. The building footprint shown on the 1985 plat, signed by city officials and recorded at
the county, is significantly smaller than the present structure. The entire north street facing
facade is a series of additions since that time. There is documentation of additions and
modifications in 2003 and 2007. In 2023 a carport was constructed. The building is in a pueblo
style with a flat roof and parapets.

With this application we seek approval for the construction of a 110 square foot office addition
on the south (rear) of the house. It will be entirely invisible to the public. Still, it will be detailed to
be harmonious and integral with the existing building.

As we discussed in e-mail, | submitted an application for a PZR on Wednesdayy, 4/9/25 but it is yet
to be approved. | appreciate your wilingness to accept this application with a pending PZR
and understand if the PZR is not approved this application will need to be postponed.

Please feel free to call or email me with any questions or comments about this application. | will
be representing the project at the HDRB on behalf of the owner.

Sincerely,

h’ﬂ@/}; _a»(

Will McDonald

Page 343 of 457


mailto:will@walkingfishdesign.com

EXISTING
YARD WALL

DOWN 2 5"
RISERS

-

[ LT e

A~

J LI JIJJI IJTT
3610

Q22 D Al =

LIVING ROOM

KITCHEN

5 700 25’ W
72.291

AR

OPEN INTERIOR COURTYARD

MASTER BEDROOM

TO.95'

S31°06 38"E

O O

CLOSET CLOSET

i T MASTER BATH
[

—

GARBAGE
BIN STORAGE r ****************** i
\

/

NEIGHBOR
RESIDENCE
502 GARCIA ST

S530°24'25"E

I

|

Z \
|

EXISTING \

54" STUCCOED
BLOCK WALL /
CARPORT

PARKING

29.75'

TN
P
-] 7.5' UTILITY

EASEMENT

ENTRY

STUDY

MECHANICAL

|\

{=
0

OFFICE

EXISTING SITE & FLOOR PLAN

BEDROOM 2

—_66.00'
N 23° 30: W —

\Z

Scale: 1/4" = 1'-0"

10'

EXISTING SITE & FLOOR PLAN

(505)930-1149
willwfd@gmail.com

488 C Arroyo Tenorio

Santa Fe New Mexico 87505

NEW MEXICO

492 ARROYO TENORIO
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EXTERIOR FINISHES
492 ARROYO TENORIO
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Clity off Samta ITey New Miesdico

memo

June 24, 2025

Historic Districts Review Board
Heather Lamboy, Planning & Land Use Department Director HLL
Maggie Moore, Assistant Land Use Director

Gary Moquino, Historic Preservation Division Manager

Paul A. Duran, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

2025-010497-HDRB, 964 Acequia Madre, Downtown and Eastside Historic District,
Contributing, Manuel Mendoza, agent for Anjani Thomas, owner, requests to replace roofing

material to a 26-gauge sloped metal roof color natural galvanized steel and requests exceptions to
14-5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material and 14-5.2(D)(5)(b) architectural features, finishes,
and details other than doors and windows, shall be repaired rather than replaced.

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

District Standards & yard wall _x__ Proposal Letter

& fence standards.
X___ Site Plan/Floor Plan

x__Historic Inventory Form
X __Elevations

____2Zoning Review Sheet
x__Photographs

X___ Other: Facade Diagram

Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff finds that all the exception criteria have been met and recommends approval of the

application as it complies with 14-5.2(D) General Design Standards for all Historic Districts, and
14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards.

Sample motions:
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a) Approve or deny Case #2025-010497 to allow these alterations to 964 Acequia Madre.

b) Approve or deny Case #2025-010497 to allow these alterations to 964 Acequia Madre
subject to conditions.

c) Approve or deny the exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material.

d) Approve or deny the exception to 14-5.2(D)(5)(b) to replace roof materials not in-kind.

e) Approve or deny Case #2025-010497 to allow those alterations to 964 Acequia Madre that

do not require an exception.

Should the Board deny the exception request, the applicant shall return with an alternative proposal
for review and approval prior to proceeding to building permit.

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

The single-family residence at 964 Acequia Madre is listed as contributing to the Downtown and
Eastside Historic District with the north and east facades designated as primary excluding non-
historic materials. The main structure is noted on the Santa Fe County Parcel map as being
constructed pre-1900s on a 0.13-acre lot in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival design style and comprises
of 5,848 sq. ft. of roofed area. The construction of the structure includes a low transverse gable
roof comprised of several different types of roofing material, wooden double-hung windows, and
white territorial wooden trim. The current roof condition is in disrepair with several major leaks
seeping into the main residence. The applicant proposes a roofing material that imitates the historic
type and color while providing the necessary upgrade.

North

7~ "\ EXISTING SITE PLAN
\ e =TT o

ADJACENT HOUSE - SHARED WALLS

East
West

&l
=]

| ,_L s 3 [

5 South

FACADE DIAGRAM

Figure 1. 964 Acequia Madre Facade Diagram.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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964TACEQUIAIMADRE!

Figure 2. Current roof condition.

Previous cases at 964 Acequia Madre include:

On January 25, 2022, in Case No. 2021-004608-HDRB, Member Biedscheid moved to designate
the east fagade, number 2, as primary, excluding the side portion of the portal that appears on that
facade, and the north facade, number 1, excluding the portal and all non-historic windows, doors,
or openings as to be determined by further assessment. Vice Chair Katz seconded the motion. The
motion passes by unanimous (4-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid, Bienvenue, Katz and
Larson voting in favor and none voting against.

Below is the 2021 architectural history and previous case assessment at 964 Acequia Madre
completed by Mr. John Murphey. A review of the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) case
database revealed that the house was the subject of five separate cases between 1992 and 2005.
While the City has not retained the actual case files, an examination of public notices, agendas,
and minutes gives some sense of the proposed project and the HDRB’s decisions (Murphey
2021:3).

The first case, H-92-153, intended an “upgrade” of the building, including raising its roof.
Scheduled to be heard at the October 26, 1992, hearing, the project was apparently withdrawn.
Similar proposals, including a change of windows and an alteration of roof form, were presented
to the Board over the twelve ensuing years. An application in 1993 (H-93-124), withdrawn before
the hearing, proposed changing the roof form from pitched to flat (Murphey 2021:3).

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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In Case No.H-94-152, presented on September 12, 1994, the application proposed a new north
“portal” and yard wall. Communication with the project’s architect confirmed that it received
approval with the porch constructed soon after. This addition is evident when comparing the 1984
survey photo to the current north facade. The final case on record dates from 2005 (H-04-62) and
proposed a driveway vehicular gate (Murphey 2021:3).

APPLICANT’S REQUEST:
The applicant proposes the following exterior alterations:

1) Replace approximately 2,171 sq. ft. of the existing roofing material to a 26-gauge sloped
metal roof color natural galvanized steel or a color directed by the HDRB. The current roof
is sloped but with varying types of materials. The roof will stay the same height and not
change.

EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES:

Exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material: Staff requests an exception to 14-
5.2(D)(1)(a) removal of historic material. The new roofing material will change what is currently
existing on the roof.

(1) Do not damage the character of the district

Applicant Response: The new roofing material will not damage the character of the district
because the new roofing material was used historically in the district and will protect the adobe,
wooden vigas, plaster and sheetrock construction materials.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the criterion has
been met. The current roof is in complete disrepair and needs to be sufficiently removed and
replaced with a roofing system that will provide the structural protection needed for this
contributing structure.

(i1) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare

Applicant Response: The new roofing material will prevent any more damage to the house and
protect from animals living in the roof and ceiling.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the criterion has
been met. A new structurally sound roof would provide the necessary protection needed for
preserving the contributing status of the structure and minimizing animals from living inside
the current roof.

(i11) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design
options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts

Applicant Response: The new roofing material is the best material to prevent from any further
damages to the house while providing long term protection for the house in the future.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the criterion has
been met. The applicant is proposing a roofing system that is as closely related to the historic
material as possible. The current historic roofing material is no longer made and is unavailable
for purchase.

Exception to 5.2(D)(5)(b) architectural features, finishes, and details other than doors and
windows, shall be repaired rather than replaced: Staff requests an exception to 5.2(D)(5)(b)
architectural features, finishes, and details other than doors and windows, shall be repaired rather
than replaced. The new roofing material will change the overall look of the current roof.

(1) Do not damage the character of the district

Applicant Response: The new roofing material will not damage the character of the district
because the new roofing material was used historically in the district and will protect the adobe,
wooden vigas, plaster and sheetrock construction materials.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the criterion has
been met. The current roof is in complete disrepair and needs to be sufficiently removed and
replaced with a roofing system that will provide the structural protection needed for this
contributing structure.

(i1) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare

Applicant Response: The new roofing material will prevent any more damage to the house and
protect from animals living in the roof and ceiling.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the criterion has
been met. A new structurally sound roof would provide the necessary protection needed for
preserving the contributing status of the structure and minimizing animals from living inside
the current roof.

(i11) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design
options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the historic districts

Applicant Response: The new roofing material is the best material to prevent from any further
damages to the house while providing long term protection for the house in the future.

Staff Response: Staff has evaluated the applicant’s response and finds that the criterion has
been met. The applicant is proposing a roofing system that is as closely related to the historic
material as possible. The current historic roofing material is no longer made and is unavailable
for purchase.

RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS:

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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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:

(a) The continued existence and preservation of historical areas and buildings;
(b) The continued construction of buildings in the historic styles; and

(c) A general harmony as to style, form, color, height, proportion, texture and material
between buildings of historic design and those of more modern design.

(4) Compliance with General and Specific Design Standards Required

All development located within the historic districts and subject to this Section 14-5.2
shall comply with all applicable general development standards set forth in Subsection
14-5.2(D), as well as any applicable specific development standards set forth in
Subsections 14-5.2(E) through (I).

(5) Exceptions

Staff shall determine whether an exception to this section is required. The historic board
may grant an exception to the regulations set forth in this section provided that such
exception does not exceed the underlying zoning.

(a) Height

If the applicant requests approval of a height in the historic district that exceeds the
underlying zoning district requirement, the applicant shall first receive an
exception to this Section 14-5.2. If approved by the historic board, the applicant
shall proceed to the board of adjustment or other applicable city body for
consideration of the proposed variance.

(b) Design Standards and Signage

The board may recommend exceptions to Subsections 14-5.2(D)(1-8, 10-11) and
14-5.2(E) through (I) for construction or alterations within the historic district. The
recommendation for exceptions shall be made to the governing body. Procedures
for public notice and hearing before the governing body shall be as set forth in
Section 14-3.6(B)(3). Exceptions are project specific and do not apply to the subject
property in perpetuity. If approved by the governing body, the inspections and
enforcement office shall accept and review an application for, and issue, as
appropriate, a building permit. The applicant for such exceptions shall conclusively
demonstrate and the board shall make a positive finding of fact that such exceptions
comply with all the criteria listed as follows:

(1) Do not damage the character of the district;

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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(i1) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public
welfare; and

(ii1) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full
range of design options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within
the historic districts.

(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:

(1) General

(a) The status of a significant, contributing, or landmark structure shall be retained and
preserved. If a proposed alteration will cause a structure to lose its significant,
contributing, or landmark status, the application shall be denied. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of architectural features and spaces that embody the
status shall be prohibited.

(b) If aproposed alteration or new construction will cause an adjacent structure to lose
its significant, contributing, or landmark status, the application may be denied.

(2) Additions

(a) Additions shall have similar materials, architectural treatments and styles, features,
and details as the existing structure, but shall not duplicate those of the existing
structure in a manner that will make the addition indistinguishable from the existing
Structure.

(b) Additions to buildings that meet the standards of Subsection 14-5.2(E) shall
continue to meet those standards set forth in Subsection 14-5.2(E) in addition to the
standards set forth in this section.

(c) Additions are not permitted to primary fagades.

(d) Additions are not permitted to the side of the existing footprint unless the addition
is set back a minimum of ten (10) feet from the primary facade. The addition shall
not exceed fifty percent of the square footage of the existing footprint, and shall not
exceed fifty percent of the existing dimension of the primary facade. To the extent
architecturally practicable, new additions shall be attached to any existing
noncontributing portion of structures instead of attaching them to the significant or
contributing portion.

() The height of additions:

(1) For significant and landmark structures shall be a minimum of six (6) inches
less than the parapet or equivalent roof-feature of the existing adjacent
connecting facade.

(i) For contributing structures shall be no more than one additional story higher
than the existing structure. To the extent architecturally practicable, two-story
additions shall be set to the rear or the side rear of the structure. When an

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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additional story is to be placed upon an existing contributing structure, that
footprint may be no greater than fifty percent of the footprint of the existing
structure, subject to the provisions of Subsection A(1) above. For the purposes
of this paragraph, an additional story shall not exceed twelve (12) feet from
the existing rooftop to the highest point of that story.

(3) Remodeling to Increase Height; Rooftop Appurtenances

(a) For remodeling of existing significant and landmark structures, no increase in
height of the structures is permitted. (For standards relating to additions to existing
structures, see paragraph (2) above.)

(b) For significant and landmark structures, publicly visible roof top appurtenances,
including but not limited to solar collectors, clerestories, decks, or mechanical
equipment, shall not be added nor shall the parapet be raised to conceal the rooftop
appurtenances. For contributing buildings solar collectors, clerestories, decks, or
mechanical equipment if publicly visible shall not be added.

(4) Porches and Portals
Existing porches or portals shall not be enclosed.
(5) Windows, Doors, and Other Architectural Features

(a) For all facades of significant and landmark structures and for the primary facades
of contributing structures:

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

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

(i11) No existing opening shall be closed.

(b) For all fagades of significant, contributing and landmark structures, architectural
features, finishes, and details other than doors and windows, shall be repaired rather
than replaced. In the event replacement is necessary, the use of new material may
be approved. The new material shall match the material being replaced in
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement or
duplication of missing features shall be substantiated by documentation, physical
or pictorial evidence.

(6) Roofs

The existing roof styles and materials shall be maintained or replaced in kind if
necessary. The addition of dormers or other roof features should only be considered
when they are an existing or historical feature of the structure.

(8) Archaeological Resources

Discovery of archaeological resources made during the historic districts review process
shall be referred to the archaeological review committee.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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(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.

(a) Applicability

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,

§ 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.

(c) Height

(1) In exercising its authority under this section, the board shall limit the height of
structures as set forth in this section. Heights of existing structures shall be as
set forth on the official map of building heights in the historic districts.

A. [Ifaproposed building has a parapet, the fagade shall not be in excess
of two (2) feet of the average of the height of the fagades in the
Streetscape.

B. If the proposed building has a pitched roof, the ridge height of the
proposed building shall not be in excess of two (2) feet of the
average of the ridge height of the pitched roofs in the streetscape.

C. Yardwalls and fences shall be limited to a height that does not
exceed the average of the height of other yardwalls and fences in the
Streetscape.

D. Pursuant to Section 14-7.4(C), the height of any other structure shall
be limited to the allowable building height within the applicable
streetscape, as defined in this section. (Ord. No. 2002-37 § 26)

E. The height and dimension of signage are as set forth in Section 14-
8.10(H).

F. The board may increase the allowable height for proposed buildings
and additions located on a sloping site where the difference in the
natural grade along the structure's foundation exceeds two (2) feet.
In no case shall the height of a facade exceed four (4) feet above the
allowable height of the applicable streetscape measured from
natural or finished grade, whichever is more restrictive. This
increase in height shall be constructed only in the form of building
stepbacks from the street.

(d) Pitch

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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If the determined streetscape includes over fifty percent of 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.

(e) 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, fagade length, and roof form
and pitch of buildings in the applicable streetscape, or the building on which the
addition is proposed.

(f) 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
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- sfory 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. Fagades 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;

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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(b) All exterior walls of a building are painted alike. The colors range from a light earth
color to a dark earth color. The exception to this rule is the protected space under
portales, or in church-derived designs, inset panels in a wall under the roof, in
which case the roof overhangs the panel. These spaces may be painted white or a
contrasting color, or have mural decorations;

(c) 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;

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

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

(f) 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:

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

(b) 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 facade shall be located
nearer than three (3) feet from the corner of the fagade;

(c) No cantilevers shall be permitted except over projecting vigas, beams, or wood
corbels, or as part of the roof treatment described below;

(d) No less than eighty percent of the surface area of any publicly visible fagade 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;

(e) 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

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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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.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2025-010497-HDRB
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-004608--HDRB
Project Description: Primary Facade Designation

Project Location(s): 964 ACEQUIA MADRE
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:

Applicant: CHRISTOPHER PURVIS ARCHITECT@ACP-AIA.CO!

222 E MARCY ST 19
SANTA FE , NM 87501

Property Owner: Wilson and Elizabeth Britton

Historic District: HD: Downtown And Eastside

Historic Building Status:

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

Primary Elevations:

Publicly Visible Facade-East: Yes
Publicly Visible Facade-North: Yes
Publicly Visible Facade-South: No

Publicly Visible Facade-West: Yes
Historic District Inventory Number:
Year of Construction:
Project Type: Primary Elevation Designation

Historic Building Name:
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Gty e Sanma 1Tey New Miesico

memo

January 25, 2022

Historic Districts Review Board Members

Angela Bordegaray, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case # 2022-004608-HDRB Address: 964 Acequia Madre
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown & Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

X ___ Historic Inventory Form X Proposal Letter

X Fagade diagram __ X Site Plan/Floor Plan
X Elevations

X  Photographs

X __ Other: Building Footprint
Study

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends designating the east fagade number 2 primary per 14-12 for Contributing
Structures and Primary Fagades.
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BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

864 Acequia Madre is a single-story 5,848 sf building contributing to the Downtown and
Eastside Historic District. The house is “simplified” Spanish-Pueblo Revival style with a low
transverse gable roof and white territorial wooden trim. Windows are wood double-hung
surrounded by white wood trim. While its date of construction is unknown, a portion of the
house is likely at least 100 years old.

The applicant provided a building footprint study by architectural historian John Murphey
that determined the house’s footprint grown over the years. A photograph shows the
northeast corner of the house in a 1984 historic survey without a front (north) portal and a
recent image showing a wood territorial styled portal with simple brackets and posts painted
white. Visual evidence also suggests changes to the front facade fenestration. Resulting from
a 1994 HDRB case, a new north portal and yard wall were added. The footprint study states
that the front door shifted west between 1984 and the present.

The applicant requests designation of primary facade(s) as applicable. Staff recommends facade
2 as primary because it maintains its original massing and historic windows a. Facade 1 (front)
has been significantly altered by the addition of a formal portal, changing its “simplified”
Spanish-Pueblo revival style to more of a Territorial Revival style, which presents as a later
addition. The house entry door is not in its original opening.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2021-004608-HDRB
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A. CHRISTOPHER,PURVIS

Historic Districts Review Board
City of SantaFe, City Hall
SantaFeNM 87501 Friday, November 5, 2021

RE: 964 AcequiaMadre

Enclosed (1) 24" x36”

and (1) 11"x17” copies

A-1 Site & Floor Plans Existing 11/4/21
Photographs of elevations

L etter from John Murphy

Dear Angela Bordegaray and
Members of the Historic Districts Review Board

This contributing house built at least 100 years ago . See attached HCPI form and letter from John
Murphey.

The buildings are contributing so we ask that you designate the designate primary elevations

Please call if you have any questions on the project 982-5461
Sincerely,

-
-~
’

O ()
" éc&;\" '_’;/__

Christopher Purvis.

518 Old Santa fe Trail St1 PMB 373 SantaFe NM
87505 Tel 505-982-5461 E Mail Architect@ACP-ART.com
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Santa Fe New Mexico 87505 Tel 505 982 5461
E Mail Architect@ ACP-ART.com

A. CHRISTOPHER RURVIS

REMODEL
964 ACEQUIA MADRE

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

WILSON

6/22/2021

A-5

O
JOB NO. 4142

O
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John W. Murphey

ARCHITECTURAL vcesinrmascs

H i S t Or y S er v i CcC e s John@archhistoryservices.com

November 8, 2021

Wilson and Elizabeth Britton
964 Acequia Madre
Santa Fe, NM 87505

RE: 964 Acequia Madre - Footprint Study: Residence (PN#10175616)

Dear Wilson and Elizabeth:

As requested, | analyzed the development of your residence at 964 Acequia Madre in regard to
its footprint. This analysis was conducted, as | understand it, to inform preliminary planning for
a future renovation project. Through research, which included aerial photographs, city
directories, newspaper accounts, and property records, | determined the house’s footprint has
experienced growth over the years and recently has had a new front (north) porch added.

Visual evidence also suggests changes to the front fagade fenestration.

Administrative Background

The house is a Contributing Structure to the City of Santa Fe Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. It is also a contributor to the National Register-listed Santa Fe Historic District (SRCP#
260). It has been surveyed twice: first in 1984, in a reconnaissance manner using a Historic
Building Inventory, and in 2003, more thoroughly with a Historic Cultural Properties Inventory.
The 1984 survey photograph is critical to understanding the evolution of the north facade
(Figure 1). The house has been subject to at least five Historic District Review Board cases,

dating between 1992 and 2005.

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 1
Architectural History Services
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Brief Historical Background

While its date of construction is unknown, a portion of the house is likely at least 100 years old.
Historically it ties to the Barbero family. From roughly the 1920s to the 1960s, it was occupied
by Miguel G. Barbero (1895-1965), a former sheepherder and later plasterer, his wife Isabel E.
Barbero (1897-1990), and five children.! The house remained in family ownership until the
1970s. Identified initially with Manhattan Street, it took on the address 964 Acequia Madre in
the early 1930s.

Aerial Photographs

There is no map coverage (e.g., Kings, Sanborn) for the area, but from a review of aerial
photographs, there is clearly growth in footprint and massing and a change with the

introduction of the non-historic front porch.

A flyover image from 1948, though of poor quality, shows what appears to be the original core
of the house. As captured in the photograph it’s a free-standing, side-gabled dwelling with no

attachments or additions (Figure 2).

Ten years later, a 1958 aerial gives the first clear sense of the house. By this time, it is a multi-
roofed dwelling, connected to the house to the west. These two houses, as indicated on a 1957
parcel map, were once part of the same property (Figure 3). The west building is now on a

separate parcel addressed 960 Acequia Madre.

The 1958 view shows a medium pitch roof, longer on its north exposure, suggesting the
presence of possibly an enclosed porch (Figure 4). An enclosed porch was typical of a side-

gabled dwelling of this era.

! Information on the Barberos is based on a review of public records, census enumerations, and newspaper
accounts.

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 2
Architectural History Services
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An aerial from 1966 captures almost the same view, and because of its angle, gives a better
indication of the front fagade. (Figure 5). This roof configuration continues through the early
1970s. A view from 1978 reveals much the same footprint. (Figure 6).

Based on the aerials, at no point did the house have a separate open porch, as it does today.

Project Case Records

A review of the HDRB Access database revealed that the house was the subject of five separate
cases between 1992 and 2005. While the City has not retained the actual case files, an
examination of public notices, agendas, and minutes gives some sense of the proposed project

and the HDBR’s decisions.2

The first case, H#-92-153, intended an “upgrade” of the building, including raising its roof.
Scheduled to be heard at the October 26, 1982, hearing, the project was apparently withdrawn.
Similar proposals, including a change of windows and an alteration of roof form, were
presented to the Board over the twelve ensuing years. An application in 1993 (H#-93-124),

withdrawn before the hearing, proposed changing the roof from pitched to flat.

Most pertinent to your research is a case from 1994 (H#94-152). Presented on September 12,

III

1994, the application proposed a new north “portal” and yard wall. Communication with the
project’s architect confirmed that it received approval with the porch constructed soon after.3

This addition is evident when comparing the 1984 survey photo to the current facade (Figure 1).

The final case on record dates from 2005 (H#-04-62) and proposed a driveway vehicular gate.

2 This information is based on a review of the HDRB Access database, 1992-2012, newspaper publication of
meeting agendas, and information provided by the City of Santa Fe Historic Preservation Division.
3 Dale F. Zinn, email communication to John Murphey, October 10, 2021.

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 3
Architectural History Services
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Conclusion

Comparing the two images in Figure 1, it is evident that the front door shifted to the west
between 1984 and the present. Additionally, it seems the roof’s north pitch may have changed
in angle and height. This may reflect work that came following HDRB review. However, without

complete records, it is not possible to determine the origin of these alterations.

It is unquestionable, however, that the house has grown and evolved over the years. Most
recently this evolution included the non-historic porch added to the front elevation. The porch
has introduced a new design in terms of form, size, and style, that is not entirely in harmony

with the building’s age and historical context.

Please contact me if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

John W. Murphey
Architectural Historian
505-577-7593
john@archhistoryservices.com

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 4
Architectural History Services
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Illustrations

Figure 1: 1984 HBI survey photograph (above) compared with recent image of
Front (north) elevation.

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 5
Architectural History Services
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Figure 2: 1948 aerial photograph
Probable early iteration of house’s footprint and form.
Courtesy University of New Mexico/EDAC.

i

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 6
Architectural History Services
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Figure 3: Portion of Scanlon-Erwin & Associates, “Block and Parcel Map of Santa Fe,”1957.
Parcel 5 at the time included subject house and adjacent house to west.
Courtesy City of Santa Fe GIS.

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 7
Architectural History Services
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Figure 4: 1958 aerial photograph.
House with pitched form and unknown extension.

Courtesy New Mexico Department of Transportation.

a

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study
Architectural History Services
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Figure 5: 1966 aerial photograph.
Courtesy New Mexico Department of Transportation.

O

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 9
Architectural History Services
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Figure 6: 1978 aerial photograph.
Courtesy New Mexico Department of Transportation.

L

964 Acequia Madre — Footprint Study 10
Architectural History Services
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1. 2021-004608-HDRB. 964 Acequia Madre. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Christopher Purvis, agent for Britton Wilson, requests
primary facade designation on a contributing building. (Angela Schackel
Bordegaray)

STAFF REPORT

964 Acequia Madre is a single-story 5,848 sf building contributing to the Downtown and
Eastside Historic District. The house is “simplified” Spanish-Pueblo Revival style with a
low transverse gable roof and white territorial wooden trim. Windows are wood double-
hung surrounded by white wood trim. While its date of construction is unknown, a portion
of the house is likely at least 100 years old.

The applicant provided a building footprint study by architectural historian John Murphey
that determined the house’s footprint has grown over the years. A photograph shows the
northeast corner of the house in a 1984 historic survey without a front (north) portal and
a recent image showing a wood territorial styled portal with simple brackets and posts
painted white. Visual evidence also suggests changes to the front fagade fenestration.
Resulting from a 1994 HDRB case, a new north portal and yard wall were added. The
footprint study states that the front door shifted west between 1984 and the present.

The applicant requests designation of primary facade(s) as applicable. Staff recommends
facade 2 as primary because it maintains its original massing and historic windows a.
Fagade 1 (front) has been significantly altered by the addition of a formal portal, changing
its “simplified” Spanish-Pueblo revival style to more of a Territorial Revival style, which
presents as a later addition. The house entry door is not in its original opening.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommended designating the east fagcade number 2 primary per 14-12 for
Contributing Structures and Primary Fagades.

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF

Vice Chair Katz asked about the effect of the fagade on the historic windows.

Ms. Bordegaray indicated the photos were in the packet. The north fagade now
has a porch.

Vice Chair Katz said it would be nice to see what it looked like before so they could
see how it changed.

HDRB Minutes January 25, 2022 Page 4
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Chair Rios said the photo in the packet from John Murphy shows the house prior
to porch construction. John Murphy indicated the door was moved to the west but after
studying the photographs, she disagreed. She thought the photographs were taken from
different angles and the door has not been moved. She could see a reflection of the light
from the windows in the old photograph and why would someone move the door a few
inches.

Member Biedscheid noted the photograph is page 16 of the packet.

Chair Rios referred to the bottom picture where the house appeared longer. She
thought the photos were taken from different angles.

Vice Chair Katz said it was hard because you cannot see the western portion of
the facade.

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION

Christopher Purvis, 518 Old Santa Fe Trail was sworn. He said he and John had
discussed this door at length. He said he used a graphic trick and turned the top
photograph on its side. The door appeared to go past the end of the building. When doing
the same thing on the lower photograph, it doesn’t and looks like it has been moved 3
feet. There isn’t any way to know unless the structure is tested. He noted on the back
side is a heater.

Member Biedscheid asked if the age of the “sunroom” on the west and if historic.

Mr. Purvis didn’t know. Research shows that is an addition, but we don’t know
when. He thought prior to the addition it had been a portal.

Member Biedscheid said she asked because she looks for examples of historic
sunrooms.

Vice Chair Katz asked if the windows on the north are original or historic.
Mr. Purvis said they are not historic and the 1993 survey does not address the
nature of the windows enough to know if they were changed. The windows on the east

facade seem to be single pane as well. The portal addition is quite different.

PUBLIC HEARING

Stefanie Beninato, PO Box 1601, was sworn. She encouraged the east fagade be
designated primary and consider the same for the north fagade. It is difficult to say that

HDRB Minutes January 25, 2022 Page 5
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the door has been moved. The window openings might be historic, and possibly 50 years
old. As long as the openings are historic, the north fagcade should be considered primary,
with the exception of the portal.

BOARD DISCUSSION

MOTION: In Case 2021-004608-HDRB, 964 Acequia Madre, Member Biedscheid
moved to designate the east fagade, number 2, as primary, excluding the
side portion of the portal that appears on that facade, and the north fagade
number 1, excluding the portal and all non-historic windows, doors, or
openings as to be determined by further assessment. Vice Chair Katz
seconded the motion.

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

2. 2021-004611-HDRB. 107 Victoria St. Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. Will McDonald, agent for Tamar Hurwitz, owner, proposes to
replace windows, raise parapets, and construct a fence and a 449 sq. ft.
portal on a non-contributing property. (Daniel Schwab)

STAFF REPORT

107 Victoria Street is a non-contributing property consisting of two structures. Their status
was confirmed by the Board in case 2021-004254—HDRB on October 12, 2021. The
structures are a main house and an accessory structure (garage). The original house was
constructed in around 1953 and was added onto in the early 1960s. The garage was
constructed also around this time.

The main house is constructed in a simplified Spanish Pueblo Revival style. It originally
had a patio on the southwest corner that was enclosed in the mid-1980s. The evolution
of the structure can be clearly read on the west fagade. The windows on the west, east,
and north facades are historic.

The garage, possibly originally a horse stable, is constructed in a similar style. In the mid-
2000s, remodeling began: the garage door was changed to a pedestrian door, the ceiling
was raised and a fireplace was installed. More recently, the window on the west fagade
appears to have been altered.

In case 2021-004255-HDRB, heard on October 21, 2021, the Board approved an
application to replace existing door on west (street facing) elevation, install new aluminum

HDRB Minutes January 25, 2022 Page 6
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To Whom it May Concern,

This letter serves to describe the scope of work for a roof replacement project at 964
Acequia Madre, Santa Fe, NM, located within the Historic Review District. The work is a
Iike-for-like replacement in nearly all aspects, with a few changes as detailed below to
unify roofing materiais and improve drainage continuity.

Scope of Work:

- The residence currently has multiple sloped roof sections consisting of 26-gauge Pro-

Panel metal roofing, ,ﬁnch will be repiumé in-kind.

- One section, located at the south-central portion of the home, currently features a torch-
down flat roof measuring approximately 19 feet by 24 feet. As part of this project, this
area will be converied to a matching 26-gauge sioped metai roof, consistent in materiai
and color with the rest of tie iome (o ensure uniforiily across ail roof sections.

- On the north side of the property, there is a portal measuring 7°2” in width by 36’ in
length. This structure currently has its own lower-elevation metal roof, approximately 8
wches beiow the adjacent main roof.

- The proposai inciudes raising the attachment point of the portal roof (at the house
wall) so that the new roofing over the main house and the portal forms one continuous
slope, rather than two separate roof lines.

- This revised section will be triangular in profile when viewed from the side, with
elevations remaining as foliows:

- The roof peak (center of the house) will remain at 13°4”.,

- No structural changes to walis or support columns are proposed — oniy roofline
alignment.

All materials will match existing 26-gauge metal roofing in color and profile (color to be
finalized in coordination with Historic Preservation requirements: ).
The skylight wili remain in piace with no modification. No solar or mechanicai systems
will be installed on the roof. No changes to the building’s slope, walls, or layout are
included beyond what is described above.

The totai roof area is approximateiyv 2,171 sq. ft.
General Contractor:

Manuel Mendoza, AYS Builders
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Phone: 505-795-95062

Email: manmen38@gmail.com

Property Owner:

Anjani Thomas (808) 726-7392, emai; anjaﬁitﬁomas@me.com
Legal Description: TI7N R10E S30, LOT 2, 0.1343 AC

Plat Book/Page: 865/49 184/36

Please Iet us know 1f additionai information or ciarification is required. Supporting
images will be provided for reference.

Sincerely,
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Technical
Reference
5‘; 1 2" “ f‘ 1 6" ?'
c | | 2 .
l! ” _.‘1 " Mﬂ ” _JJ !
12" COVerage E j 3/8” 16" COVerage V ; 3/8"
Striations ' Striations T
\‘L 12" ‘i; ‘{ 1 6“ i
| c - ‘ o e
L IEEC 1T
12" Coverage J | 3g" 16" Coverage ‘ |l
Minor Ribs I Minor Ribs
A';‘é:';iﬂ#:‘f‘- CONCEALED 12" OR 16" ypily SOLID WOOD
PANEL FASTENED COVERAGE 3:12 SUBSTRATE
PANEL OVERVIEW
»  Finishes: MS Colorfast45® and Acrylic-Coated Galvalume®
»  Corrosion Protection: AZ55 per ASTM A 792 for unpainted Galvalume®
AZ50 per ASTM A 792 for painted Galvalume®
G90 per ASTM A 653 for Galvanized
»  Gauges: 26 ga standard; 24 ga optional
B 12" or 16" panel coverage, 1" rib height
»  Panel Length: Minimum: 5'; Maximum: 30' recommended
P Architectural, concealed direct fastened, integral standing rib roof system
»  Minimum roof slope: 3:12
P Applies over plywood with minimum 30# felt underlayment
With Striations
With Minor Ribs
TESTING AND APPROVALS
» UL 2218 Impact Resistance - Class 4
» UL 790 Fire Resistance Rating - Class A, per building code
» UL 263 Fire Resistance Rating - per assembly
» UL 580 Uplift Resistance - Class 90 Construction: #529
»  Texas Windstorm - Evaluation RC-162 and RC-399
» 2020 FBC Approvals - FL.11560.4, FL11560.5, FL14645.11,
FL40264.5, FL40264.6 and FL42034.4 o ™
P Miami-Dade County, Florida NOA 23-0711.05 expires 8/8/2028 i -S Metal Sales
» ICC Evaluation Report - ESR-2385
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Condensed
Technical
Reference

FASTENER INFORMATION

;-
Overdriven fasteners will"€ause panel distortions.

IMAGE II

. ATTACHMENT DETAIL

Fasteners should extend 1/2",or more past the inside
— Image |l Panel face of the support material.

1 T :
; Thick supports (ex. 1/2" steel) may require predrilling of
’ I ! holes for screws.
=
= ==
e,
N

Applications with large internal suction pressure, such

as partially enclosed structures and those with forced air
ventilation, should add sidelap sealant to improve weather
resistance.

N
— Panel Fastener The minimum roof slope permitted by IBC for metal panels

with no sidelap sealant is 3:12. For metal panels with side-

lap sealant, IBC permits a minimum slope as low as 1/2:12.

FASTENING PATTERN

Panel Fastener:
#10-12 Pancake Head Wood Screw
or #8-15 Truss Head Wood Screw

Concealed End Fastener:
#10-12 Pancake Head Wood Screw
or #8-15 Truss Head Wood Screw

Exposed End Fastener:
#10-14 XL Wood Screw

Trim Fastener:
1/4"-14 x 7/8" XL Stitch Screw
or 1/8" x 3/16" Pop Rivet

' A OWAB OR OAD D
SECTION PROPERTIES s
U cl U z < < c U]
Top In Compression|Bottom In Compression
Width | Yield | Weight Outward Load

Ga | " ki psf Ixx Sxx Ixx Sxx

iné/ft in®/ft in%/ft in®/ft 0.6' 1 1.6' 2
26| 12 50 0.99 0.0209 0.0231 0.0211 0.0232 103 96 90 .84
24 | 12 50 1.28 0.0268 | 0.0295 0.0268 0.0295 103 96 90 84
26 16 50 0.92 0.0165 0.0174 4 0.0165 0.0177 103 96 90 84
24 16 50 1.19 0.0210 0.0226 0.0210 0.0226 103 96 90 84

1. Theoretical section properties have been calculated per AISI 2016 North American Specification for the Design of Cold-Formed Steel Structural Members'.
Ixx and Sxx are effective section properties for deflection and bending.

Allowable load is calculated in accordance with AISI 2016 specifications considering bending, shear, combined bending & shear and deflection. Allowable
load does not address web crippling, fasteners, support material or load testing. Allowable load considers the three or more equal spans condition. Panel
weight is not considered.

3. Deflection consideration is limited by a maximum deflection ratio of L./180 of span.

4. Allowable loads do not include a 1/3 stress increase for wind.

[

'| |3 Me‘tal sa|e§ metalsales.us.com  “acksonville, FL 800.394.4419 Seattle, WA 800.431.3470

©MSMC/9-2023

Jefferson, OH 800.321.5833 Sellersburg, IN 800.999.7777
Anchorage, AK 866.640.7663 Detroit Lakes, MN 888.594.1394 Mocksville, NC 800.228.6119 Sioux Falls, SD 888.299.0024
Bay City, Ml 888.777.7640 Fontana, CA 800.782.7953 Nashville, TN 800.251.8508 Spokane, WA 800.572.6565
Deer Lake, PA 800.544.2577 Fort Smith, AR 877.452.3915 Rock Island, IL 800.747.1206 Temple, TX 800.543.4415
Denver, CO 800.289.7663 Independence, MO 800.747.0012 Rogers, MN 800.328.9316 Woodland, CA 800.759.6019
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ms-HT Underlayment

Metal Sales Manufacturing Corporation

DESCRIPTION

ms-HT, Metal Sales Hi-Temp Underlayment, is a SBS modified bitumen self-adhesive membrane intended to be used
as a roofing underlayment. It has a slip resistant surface composed of a polvethylene woven complex. This surface
allows the use of ms-HT on various slopes. ms-HT will seal around penetrating fasteners.

Because of its specific bituminous formulation, ms-HT is designed to withstand surface temperatures up to 240° F.
It can therefore be used under metal roofing and under asphalt shingles. ms-HT should be installed in temperatures
above 50° F. The roof covering should be installed as soon as possible following the installation of ms-HT. Maximum
exposure time of ms-HT before panel installation is 90 days. ms-HT is not intended to be the primary weather barrier.
ms-HT can also be used as a vapor barrier behind walls. ms-HT requires continuous support, such as rigid insulation
or plywoad, The lap along the side should he 3" minimum. The lap at the end should be 8" minimum.

SURFACE PREPARATION
The use of a primer enhances the adhesion strength of self-adhesive membranes.

TESTING AND APPROVALS

mRA ANAND. T A A0 4
C L Zigs my Tanos

Miami-Dade NOA: 20-0331.01, Expires 9/29/2025

I P e LT v i B I et D T e T Y B e
Uk Cvaluauvil NSPUIL UL CNL 1044~V

PERFORMANCE CHARACTERISTICS ;i vaives are nominai}

Properties Standards ms-HT
Thickness - 40 mil

Gross / Net Coverage per Roii - 200 fi2 / 183 fi?
Roll Weight - 45 Ibs

Ton Facs = Tavturad Film
Underface - Silicone Release Sheet
Breaking Strength, MD / XD ASTM D 1970 64 Ibt/in / 88 Ibt/in
Ultimate Elongation, MD / XD ASTM D 1970 82% ! 24%

Static Puncture ASTM D 5602 90 lbs

Lap Adhesion ASTii D 1870 1.4 ibfiin

Peal Stranath ASTM D 903 17.5 Ibflin

Tear Resistance, MD / XD ASTM D 5601 84 Ibf / 90 Ibf

Wiax SEivice 1einpeiaiuie ASTiWi U 1570 240° T

Cold Bending ASTM D 1970 -20°F

Water Vapor Permeance ASTM E 96 0.03 perm

reve LI fc cee IS SOANA Cariifiad nradied
ThSsae s 1D On s TUUN Leriniso proguct.

Metal Sales may modify the composition and/or utilization of its product without prior notice. Conseauently orders will be filled according to the latest specifications. General information is
provided on this Product Data Sheet. Physical property average values are based on accepted test standards conducted under controlled laboratory conditions. These values are not minimum

standarde sinca ey can vary due ta normail manuiaciurinn nrocaccac: kieial Sajac e not nhiinaad in Mmanidaciiure Sraautis) in nadicuiar nroiact cnarification reairemante 1nieee anraod
SEESL SRS s Bty o8 Say 22t t8 RTINIRITENISCN SRS p- DORSSES. mRNn o et mino! onhigalag MumaniTaiine Frnnuriel 1o namoiiag Araisct enarmcaling ranliramanie linibes anroad

to in advance by Metal Sales. It is the roofing contractor's (Prurchaser) responsibility to order and purchase materials that meet a particular ;;roj'ect sEecfﬁcationA

1106 1888/4-24




Metal Roof and Wall Colors

MS CoLORFASTA45® PAINT SYSTEM | 29 & 26 GAuUuGE

White (30) %  Polar White (80) %  Light Stone (63) % Mocha Tan (22) % cCarlsbad Canyon (10) *

Ocean Blue (35) ¥

Charcoal (17) Burgundy (15)

‘ Ash Grey (25) Y

Forest Green (26) Y

Fern Green (07) LowGloss %  Patina Green (58) Covert Green (R8)
Upcharge will apply

Red (24)

X*

Patriot Red (73) ¥ Brown(12) % Mocha Brown (13) Y%  Black (06) Native Copper (190) T %
Upcharge will apply Upcharge will apply

D b s ARG TT
Rustic Steel (W45)pvbF Galvalume (41) % Galvanized (00)
26 Ga. Only Upcharge will apply Non-Painted Finish 25 Year Warranty ~ Non-Painted Finish No Warranty

—

30 year finish warranty only -
Y Y All Colors Meet or Exceed Steep Slope

STAR ENERGY STAR® Requirements
F\-3i\(=:] T Native Copper color may vary visually based 45 Year 2F) i nt Warra nty
on reflection and/or installation angles
. MS(1G)/03-20

Bar C Metal Roofing Suppliers, Inc.
1745 Woodson Drive

See back page for other paint system options.

Santa Fe, NM 87506 Colors carry a 45 year limited paint warranty unless noted.
Color selections are close representations but are limited by processing
(505) 455-3274 and viewing conditions. Actual samples are available by request.
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PRODUCT SOLUTION CHART

ACRYLIC COATED

Notes:

» For other colors, finishes, gauges, and materials, please inquire
» For Image Il panel, refer to Image |l panel brochure for color selections
» For panels with asterisk (*) longer lead times will apply

MS COLORFAST45° GALVALUME®
PANEL PROFILE COVERAGE 29 GA 26 GA 29 GA 26 GA
VERTICAL SEAM | || U Tl 1216118 2 ®
Striated Flat
MINI-BATTEN l l]\ 12"/116"/18" & ®
SOFFIT PANEL 2 7 12" & €
OAlvA Lum &
\7 IMAGE II" ) non_ 0 12"/116" [~ @
Striated Minor Ribs
PRO-PANEL II® Ve SN NI . PN PN ¥ 36" & o @ &
CLASSIC RIB® N N A 36" ® & & #
QAL VALUME
PBR-PANEL 1\ /\ S 36" & #®
IC72-PANEL N N N 36" & ®
Roof 32"
" ANNANANNNNNNANNNN
7/8" CORRUGATED Wall 347 ] ®
2.5" CORRUGATED e e e 24" & & E
@
1.25" CORRUGATED* oA AT A AR EE 24" W &
5V-CRIMP* N A AN 24" & £ @ @
PBU-PANEL* e N N N NI N N 36" ] @
SPAN-LINE 36A* NN N N 36" Bd @&

Legend:

@ Standard colors are available in any quantity

4 For standard colors, minimum quantity may be required
B Available in limited standard colors

ColorFit40" (40 Year Finish Warranty)
29 ga. Pro-Panel® Il & Classic Rib® only

Ash Grey (25) Light Stone (63)
Brown (12) Mocha Tan (22)
Burnished Slate (49) Red (24)
Charcoal (17) White (30)
Forest Green (26)

VersaRib (20 Year Finish Warranty)
29 ga. Pro-Panel I1° & Classic Rib® only

Light Stone (63)

Red (24)
White (30)

Brown (12)
Charcoal (17)
Forest Green (26)

Select 10 (10 Year Finish Warranty)
29 ga. Pro-Panel II° & Classic Rib® only
Liner Panel

Bright White (39) - not shown

Storage Instructions

air circulation, do not cover air-tight.

If metal roofing or siding is not going to be used immediately, it should be stored
in a dry area. It should be unbundled and stood on end against an interior wall. If
materials must be stored outside, protect with canvas or waterproof paper. Allow for

Application precautions

Avoid installing directly over green or damp lumber, porous
insulation or other damaging materials. The use of a moisture
barrier is recommended in such situations. Strong chemicals,
such as fertilizer, manure and lime may cause damage.
Storage or application near such materials should be avoided.
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memo

June 10, 2025

Historic Districts Review Board

Heather Lamboy, Planning & Land Use Department Director
Maggie Moore, Assistant Land Use Director
Gary Moquino, Historic Preservation Division Manager

Lani McCulley, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

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.

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS

District Standards & yard wall _x_ Proposal Letter
& fence standards.

X__ Site Plan/Floor Plan

x__Historic Inventory Form
x__ Elevations

Zoning Review Sheet
x__Photographs

Other:
X__Other: [2025 HCPI]

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends 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.

Sample motions:
a. In case 2025-010489-HDRB, for 539 Garcia Street, retain the residential structure as
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contributing with the south fagade as primary, and designate the accessory structure as
contributing with the east fagade as primary per staff’s recommendation.

b. In case 2025-010489-HDRB, for 539 Garcia Street, retain the residential structure as
contributing with the south fagade as primary, and designate the accessory structure as non-
contributing.

c. In case 2025-010489-HDRB, for 539 Garcia Street, downgrade the residential structure to
non-contributing and designate the accessory structure as contributing with the east facade
as primary.

d. In case 2025-010489-HDRB, for 539 Garcia Street, downgrade the residential structure to
non-contributing, and designate the accessory structure as non-contributing.

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

The single-family residence at 539 Garcia Street is listed as contributing to the Downtown and
Eastside Historic District. No primary facades have been designated on the residential structure.
The accessory structure has not been assigned a historic status.

The Spanish Pueblo Revival-style home was constructed in the 1940s using adobe as part of the
Garcia family compound. A rear addition was constructed sometime between 1958 and 1966 (see
aerials provided in 2025 HCPI) in a ranch style at a lower height than the original structure. After
1978, a bay window addition was constructed on the west elevation along with two window
opening changes. According to the 2025 Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI), the south
elevation porch appears to have been reconstructed at an unknown date due to the types of
materials used in the construction, including milled plates and precut corbels. The windows are a
combination of wood, aluminum, and vinyl. The residence is one of the original homes located in
the Jose Dolores Garcia Estate Subdivision (lot 2), which was developed to accommodate Garcia
family members from land deeded from the Garcia family ranch.
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Figure 3 November 10, 1958 aer1a1 photograph Lot 2 is the subject property.

In the northwest corner of the lot sits an adobe one-car garage in Pueblo-Revival style consistent
with the house style, also dating to the 1940s. The windows are wood sash windows, with one
being a three-over-one window and the other a one-over-one window.
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APPLICANT’S REQUEST:

The applicant requests the following:

1) Status review with primary fagade designation, if applicable, for a residential structure, and
2) Status review with primary facade designation, if applicable, for an accessory structure.

The residence and accessory structure combination were constructed at the same time in matching
styles. The lot is one of the first to be developed in the Jose Dolores Garcia Estate Subdivision,
which is indicative of family compound development in Santa Fe, where the homes are built for
the family and divided from the original family tract after the residences are constructed. The
residential structure retains its original footprint and shows its development over time. Except for
the bay window and rear addition, the entire structure has not been altered from its original historic
condition. The residence contributes to the historic associations and architectural design qualities
that are significant for the Downtown and Eastside Historic District and specifically to the Jose
Dolores Garcia Estate Subdivision. The south fagade holds the most historic integrity, even with
the possibility of changes and/or reconstruction of the portal. The garage’s east elevation retains
the most historic integrity with the three-over-one wood window, which is most likely original to
the structure. Therefore, staff find that the residence and the associated garage are contributing to
the district.
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Figure 5: Fagade Diagram

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:

(a) The continued existence and preservation of historical areas and buildings;
(b) The continued construction of buildings in the historic styles; and

(c) A general harmony as to style, form, color, height, proportion, texture, and material
between buildings of historic design and those of more modern design.

(C) Regulation of Significant and Contributing Structures in the Historic Districts
(Ord. No. 2004-26)
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(1) Purpose and Intent
It is intended that:

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

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

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

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

(2) Designation of Significant, Contributing, or Noncontributing Status within Historic
Districts

(a) Status Designation

Structures within historic districts may be designated a status of "significant,"
"contributing," or "noncontributing" based upon the definitions of these terms in
Article 14-12. Staff shall maintain a record as to the current status of structures
located in the Historic Districts.

(b) Board Authority to Review Status Designation

(1) The Board is authorized to change the status of a structure or to designate a
status for a structure with no status designated.

(i1)) A change in status or the designation of a status shall be based upon an
evaluation of data provided through survey or other relevant sources of
information and the definitions of "significant," "contributing," or
"noncontributing."

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

14-12 Contributing Structure:

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

14-12 Primary Fagade:
One or more principal faces or elevations of a building with features that define the character of
the building's architecture.

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

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

(c) 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.

(d) The rule as to flat roofs shall not be construed to prevent the construction of
skylights or installation of air conditioning devices, or any other necessary roof
structures, but such structures other than chimneys, flues, vents and aerials, shall
be so placed as to be concealed by the firewall from the view of anyone standing in
the street on which the building fronts;
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(e) True old Santa Fe style buildings are made of adobe with a 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 facade lines are avoided.
Mud plaster or hard plaster simulating adobe, laid on smoothly, is required; and

(f) 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 4dobe construction, prescribed as follows:

(a) No building shall be over two stories in height in any fagade unless the fagade shall
include projecting or recessed portales, setbacks, or other design elements.

(b) The combined door and window area in any publicly visible fagade shall not exceed
forty percent of the total area of the fagade 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;

(¢) No cantilevers shall be permitted except over projecting vigas, beams, or wood
corbels, or as part of the roof treatment described below;

(d) No less than eighty percent of the surface area of any publicly visible fagade shall
be adobe finish or stucco simulating adobe finish. The balance of the publicly
visible fagade, 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.

(e) 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 complementary 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 of overhang.
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To the Santa Fe Historical Board,

We would like to request a status review for the property at 539 Garcia St. Santa Fe, NM 87505.
Please see the documents prepared by John Murphy.

Please contact Aviva Baumann of Wildflower Construction LLC with any questions.
Thank you very much,
Aviva Baumann

Wildflower Construction LLC
323-449-9443
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Base Form (FORM 1)
Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs
Date of Form: May 11, 2025

For HPD Office use only:
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteria A B C D

1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street 4 County: Santa Fe

Stella and José Salazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District -
Christina Ertner House Santa Fe Parcel # 12382336

5. Property Type:

_X Buildings: house and garage
__Structures:

__Site __ Object

6. Date of Survey:
May 7, 2025

7. Previous Survey Date(s):

_ Yes:

_X_No: per communication with SFe
HPD and NMCRIS

8. Name of Project:
HDRB Status Evaluation

9. Lat/Long:
35.6787977,-105.9345982

10. Photo Information: Giulia Caporuscio, photographer, May 7, 2025. Photo 1: View of west elevation. Camera facing east.

11. Brief Description of the Property:

Constructed in the late 1940s following the subdivision of Don José Dolores Garcia’s estate, the house features
an original Pueblo Revival front volume, typical of the postwar regional style. A rear ranch-style addition was
built between 1958 and 1966, reflecting the evolving residential development patterns of midcentury Santa Fe.
The west elevation was modified after 1978 with the addition of a projecting bay window and a raised window
surround — both characteristic of 1980s remodeling trends and visually distinct from the earlier construction.
The property also includes a one-car garage and workshop in a simplified Pueblo Revival mode, consistent with
the architectural vocabulary of the main house. Both buildings are designated Non-contributing to the
Downtown and Eastside Historic District.

Continued on Page 5.

12. Who uses the property? Residence

13. Construction Date:
Date: Before 1958
__Known x_Estimated  Source: aerial photographs and city directories

14. Setting:
_X_Suburban  Rural Village _ Urban If Urban:  Commercial  Industrial x Residential Public

15. Relationship to Surroundings:  _x_Similar __ Dissimilar
Comments: N/A
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HCPI Base Form (FORM 1) (Continued from other side)

16. Additional Perspective: (Photos, drawing, footprint, etc., indicate north arrow when possible)

17. Surveyor:
(your name, address, telephone number, and
any group affiliation)

John W. Murphey

Architectural Historian
Architectural History Services
505-577-7593/707-583-7819
John@archhistoryservices.com
w/ Giulia Caporuscio

For: Mathew Rembe

18. Owner (if known) and other
knowledgeable people:

Current owner: Penelope Ellen Rembe

Source: Office of the Santa Fe County Assessor
Blue parcel lines are not accurate

19. Is Property Endangered? _X_Unknown _ No _ Yes How?

20. Significance to Current Community: ~_x_Unknown _ None _ Low _ Moderate _ High
Describe: Unknown

21. Other Significance or Information of Interest: (such as historical, legendary, structural, former ownership, etc.)
See Historical Overview.

22. National or State Register:

Is this property individually listed on a historic register? __ Unknown x_No _ Yes
If yes: _ State __National
If ‘no’ or unknown, do you think this property is eligible for listing? _x No _ Yes
Why? See Evaluation of Historical Status

23. National or State Historic District: City of Santa Fe

Is this property in a historic district? _ Unknown _ No _x_Yes
If yes: __ Significant __ Contributing x_ Non-contributing: house X_ No Status: garage
Per City of Santa Fe official designation map

If ‘yes’, what is the name of the district? __ State __ National _x_ City of Santa Fe:
Downtown and Eastside Historic District

24. Supplemental Forms:

__None _x_HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2) __ Continuation Sheets, # pages:
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only:

HCPI No.

Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2

District No.

NRHP

SRCP

Criteia A B C D

1. Name of property:

Juan and Simona/
Stella and José Salazar/
Christina Ertner House

2. Location:

539 Garcia Street
Downtown and Eastside Historic District

- Santa Fe

3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

4. County: Santa Fe

5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

ARCHITECTURAL AND CONSTRUCTION DETAILS:

6. Visible Construction Material:

House and Garage

7. Number of Stories: __N/A
Number: x 1 _11/2 _ 2

_X_Adobe __Brick __Composition __Concrete: Block 21/2  Other:
8. Foundation: __NA
__Concrete: __Concrete: __Earth __Masonry: __Notvisible __ None
Cast Stone Poured Plaster Simulated __ AtGrade _ Raised
Materials: _x_ Concrete: _ Stone
__Metal: __Metal: __Metal: __Stone: Other:
Corrugated Structural V-Crimp Random Notes
Siding Ashlar 9. Roof: N/A
Stone: -
__Random _ Stone: _ Stone: __Stone: Tabular .
Coursed River Rock Rusticated Shape: —Flét —Gabled )
__Hipped __ Pyramidal
_X_Stucco: __ Tile: __Vinyl __Wood: Board X Shed  Other:
Clay Siding and Batten Pitch: __ None _ Low
Wood: __Medium __ Steep
__Horizontal __ Wood: __Wood: __Wood: Shingle Features: __ Eave:
Siding Jacal Log __Parapets
Materials: __Asphalt
__Wood: Tongue and Groove __Other: __Earth _
__Composition shingle __ Metal: Pressed
__Composition Roll __Metal: Corrugated
__Metal: Standing Seam __Metal: Standing Seam
__Tile: Terra Cotta __ Wood: Shingle
Other:
10. Window Types: House and Garage 11. Door Types: House and Garage
Operation Material Glazing Number Type Style Material Number
Hung Sash Wood 11 4 Single-Leaf Decorative | Wood 1
Hung Sash Wood 31 4 Single-Leaf Y-light, Wood 1
Casement Aluminum 1 3 Single-Leaf T&Gw/3 | Wood 1
Casement Vinyl (?) 2-6 1 vision lights
Sliding Aluminum 11 2 Overhead Paneled Mfg. 1
Fixed Aluminum 1 1
Fixed Aluminum 9 1
12. Chimneys __ N/A 13. Porches  __ N/A
Stuccoed exterior with short brick chimney stack, north elevation Type: _x_Entry _ Partial-Width __ Full-Width __ Wrap

14. Other Significant Features N/A

15. Modifications:  x

__No known modifications

#1 Date: 1958-1966; rear addition; aerial photographs

#2 Date: Post-1978; addition bay window and replacement and alteration of openings of two windows; aerial photographs and visual and

material evidence
#3 Date: Unclear; probable reconstruction of front porch; visual and material evidence

HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2)

(Continued from other side)
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16. Primary Architectural Style __Not Applicable

__Art Deco/Streamline Moderne __ Gothic Revival __Mission Revival __Pueblo _X_ Spanish-Pueblo Revival
__Bungalow/Craftsman __International __Neo-Classical __Queen Anne __Territorial
__Colonial Revival __ltalianate __Northern NM _X_Ranch __Territorial Revival
__Folk Victorian __Mediterranean __Prairie __Spanish-Colonial ~__ Tudor Revival
Notes: _x_Other: 1980s
17. Documents Available and Their Locations

Historic Preservation Division Archaeological Records Management Section

Land Use Department Laboratory of Anthropology

City of Santa Fe 708 Camino Lejo

200 Lincoln Avenue Santa Fe, NM 87501

Santa Fe, NM 87504 (505) 476-1320

(505) 955-6605 https://nmhistoricpreservation.org/arms.htm|

https://www.santafenm.gov/land-use/historic-preservation

SITE:

18. Attached or Associated Properties

Are associated properties eligible for listing: N/A

19.Site Plan: Current plat not available. Santa Fe County footprint sketch of house.
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Architectural Description Continued
Setting

The house sits along the north side of a gravel driveway behind several older homes on
Garcia Street. The driveway starts at the street as an entry private compound marked by
ten identical black mailboxes and a sign warning “Dead End” (Photo 2). The house sits in
the center of its lot, behind a low coyote fence with chamisas (Photo 3). The landscape
is gravel and railroad ties with overgrown shrubs and trees. The garage occupies an area
at the end of the driveway near the northwest property line.

South (Front)

The south facade represents one of the original elevations of the presumed 1940s
structure (Photo 4). It has a simple arrangement of a plain stucco facade, penetrated by
an entry door and an opening holding two windows.

A shallow portal protects the entry, which is fitted with a decorative wood door (Photos
5 & 6). While the structure appears in a 1958 aerial photograph, its components,
including milled plates and precut corbels, suggest a reconstruction. Its floor is scored
concrete made to look like flagstone.

To the east of the entrance, there is an opening fitted with paired wood sash windows,
which have a 3/1 configuration and may date back to the original construction (Photos 7
& 8). The windows are covered by a brown-painted screen, and the sill is protected by
galvanized metal flashing.

West

Looking over the driveway, the west elevation also shows alteration, but more
dramatically (Photo 9). The change begins at the south end (the original building), with a
post-1978 projecting bay window (Photo 10). The three-sided structure pushes out 4’
from the wall and holds three vertical aluminum windows. The structure and its
windows are not characteristic of the Pueblo Revival mode of the older portion of the
house.
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The original portion continues north of the bay window across a projection that
historically served to articulate the building’s massing. Centered on this wall is a window
opening fitted with non-original casement windows (Photo 11). Its raised surround
indicates alteration of an earlier opening. The absence of a sill reinforces the evidence of
change.

The addition, which houses the primary bedroom, is set back from the original volume
through a series of offsets that differentiate it from the earlier construction (Photo 12).
Built between 1958 and 1966, it is lower in height and characterized by a low-pitched
roof with a plywood overhang and applied fascia — features indicative of midcentury
ranch-style design. It sits over a crawl space.

While it shares the stucco finish of the original structure, it makes no attempt to
replicate the Pueblo Revival style, instead presenting a distinctly ranch house aesthetic
with its aluminum sliding units and window wall. Entry is through a nine-light wood door
accessed via two concrete steps (Photo 13).

North

The north side has no fenestration (Photo 14). A boxy stuccoed chimney, breaks through
the overhang, rising above the roof with a short, brick chimney stack.

East

The east side of the building faces what was historically the original owner’s brother’s
home. It begins at the south end with the earlier volume, penetrated with two openings
with older 1/1 wood sash windows (Photo 15). The older window package has a slanted
apron that rests on a precast concrete sill (Photos 16 & 17). The headers have been
replaced with concrete blocks, and the wood members are in poor condition. The last
window of the original volume has been replaced with a vertical aluminum casement
(Photo 19). The 1960s addition takes up the rest of the elevation (Photos 18 & 20.
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Interior

The interior comprises three bedrooms, including the primary suite located in the rear
addition. Overall, the interior reflects 1980s-era updates, including textured plaster
ceilings and the absence of traditional features such as exposed vigas.

Garage

Made of adobe and sharing similar windows, the garage may date to the construction of
the original portion of the house.

The front facade includes a pedestrian door that provides access to a small workshop
area, while the vehicle bay is fitted with a modern retractable overhead door (Photo
21).

Windows are present on both side elevations. The east elevation contains a pair of 3/1
wood sash windows (Photo 22), framed by a board header shaped to resemble a lintel
and set above a cast-in-place concrete sill. A similar arrangement of 1/1 sash windows is

found on the west elevation (Photo 23).

The north elevation is unfenestrated and has an overhanging eave fitted with a gutter
(Photo 24).

The interior includes a concrete floor, hard-plastered walls, and exposed ceiling beams.
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Historical Overview

Dangling from a porch corbel, a chain holds three welded letters: “J.B.G.” It's more than
decoration; it’s a subtle but critical clue in a tangled story of missing wills, unrecorded
land deals, and four houses that all shared the same address.

A Road Named Garcia

The house, along with the subdivision it belongs to, emerged only after a lengthy
probate process following the death of José Dolores Garcia, a prosperous sheep

rancher. The Garcia family — colonial-era settlers for whom the street is named — once
owned this property and much of the surrounding land. Their strong presence in the
area earned it the nickname “El barrio de los Garcias.” A 19th-century map suggests that
José Dolores acquired the land later disputed in his estate through his marriage to
Josefita Sena.

José Dolores Garcia’s Land

According to the 1912 King’s map (Fig. 1), Lot 39, which includes the subject house,
belonged to José Dolores Garcia. His home, a territorial-era adobe with a hipped roof,
was located at the northwest corner of the property, now addressed as 533 East Garcia
Street. His younger brother, Hilario, owned Lot 40, a larger parcel to the south. Hilario’s
house, designed in an L-shaped plan with a flat roof, later became the Garcia Street Club
School. Both homes faced Garcia Street, while the remainder of the property was used
for agriculture.

José Dolores Garcia was born on January 1, 1861, at the brink of the Civil War when
several Southern states began their secession from the Union (Fig. 2). He died in Santa
Fe on May 8, 1928. His estate, including the house and property on Garcia Street, was
divided between his widow and twelve children. The estate went into probate court in
June of 1928 as Case No. 941, and took nearly two years to process.! An aerial
photograph from 1935 shows the land behind the family home undeveloped in the
1930s (Fig. 3).

1 “Case No. 941, Hearing on Final Account of Report of Administratrix [legal notice],” Santa Fe New
Mexican, April 16, 1930, 5.
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Fifteen years after probate was concluded, the remaining land north, east, and south of
the family home was divided through a quitclaim deed executed on May 15, 1945.2 By
then, one of the heirs had died, and several of the children had sold their shares to
siblings without accompanying deeds.? The quitclaim followed a survey conducted a
month earlier, which laid out a subdivision where several of José and Josefita’s children
would go on to build homes.

The houses first appeared in the Santa Fe city directory in the late 1940s, all curiously
listed under the same address: 537 % Garcia Street. This shared designation complicates
research into the specific house in question. The directory recorded three distinct
households at this “%” address.* Two of them belonged to Juan and Fidel Garcia, sons of
José and Josefita.> Josefita remained at the original family home at 533 Garcia Street,
which also became part of the subdivision.

What is believed to be Juan’s house — the subject property — appears to correspond to
a structure visible in a 1948 aerial photograph (Fig. 5). However, anomalies in the blurry
image do not correspond with the current house.

Juan and Simona Garcia
Born on October 29, 1909, Juan was the third youngest of José and Josefita’s twelve
children. He attended local schools and, like his older brothers, probably worked

alongside his father on the family farm.

On November 24, 1937, he married Simona Baros in a high nuptial Mass at Our Lady of
Guadalupe Church.® Simona had been born in Moriarty on September 9, 1909, where

2 Quitclaim Deed, Guadalupita Garcia et al. to Jose Onecimo Garcia, recorded August 8, 1945, Book
28/Page 348, Instrument # 77352, Santa Fe County, New Mexico

3 This is noted in above deed and verified by the recorded deeds before 1945.

* Hudspeth Directory Company, Hudspeth Directory Company, Santa Fe City Directory, 1947 (El Paso:
Hudspeth Directory Company, 1947), 339. The address first appears in the 1947 directory. It did not
appear in the 1945 directory; the 1946 directory is not available.

> Later real estate records suggest that the Garcia children each held title to multiple lots in the
subdivision.

6 “Baros-Garcia Nuptials Today,” Santa Fe New Mexican, November 24, 1937, 2.
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her father, Eugenio, worked as a shoemaker.” The Baros family relocated to Santa Fe in
the 1920s, and Simona found employment at the Santa Fe Electric Laundry. This was the
city’s main commercial laundry, and it employed dozens of young workers to operate its
washers, dryers, and presses.

The couple initially lived in the family home at 533 Garcia Street, where Juan worked for
one of the well-known White Sisters, Amelia, at their E/ Delirio estate down the street.?
But Juan and Simona’s early life together was soon disrupted by the war overseas. On
November 11, 1942, Juan enlisted in the Army and completed basic training at Fort Bliss,
where he attended the Dehydrated Foods School.® He was assigned to the advanced
flying school at Eagle Pass Army Air Field in Eagle Pass, Texas. There, he worked as a
cook and wrote a column for the base newspaper (Fig.4). He was later transferred to
Stewart Army Air Field in Newburgh, New York.

Although Juan did not serve overseas, he played a vital support role as an Army cook. As
a Corporal, he likely oversaw kitchen operations and managed food preparation for
hundreds of service members. He was honorably discharged on September 30, 1945.
Reflecting on his experience, Juan told the New Mexican, “Army life has done wonders
for me.”10

After returning to civilian life, Juan took a job as a delivery driver for the Broome
Furniture Company on West Palace Avenue — a position also held by his older brother,
Fidel.'! Court records from a later lawsuit indicate that the company’s owners held
several lots in the subdivision.

Following the establishment of the subdivision, Juan and Fidel, along with their families,
moved out of the original home on Garcia Street and constructed new residences

7U.S. Census Bureau, Year: 1910; Census Place: Moriarty, Torrance, New Mexico; Roll: T624_919;

Page: 2a; Enumeration District: 0275; FHL microfilm: 1374932.

8 National Archives at St. Louis; St. Louis, Missouri; WWII Draft Registration Cards For New Mexico,
10/16/1940-03/31/1947; Record Group: Records of the Selective Service System, 147; Box: 43.

° New Mexico Commission of Public Records, State Records Center and Archives; Santa Fe, New Mexico;
Subsubseries: Military Discharges; Box Number: 16585; Box Title: Military Discharges Garcia-Gaskin.

10 “Back to Camp,” Santa Fe New Mexican, April 5, 1943, 6.

11 Hudspeth Directory Company, Hudspeth Directory Company, Santa Fe City Directory, 1949 (E|l Paso:
Hudspeth Directory Company, 1949), 112.

10
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behind the family house. Determining who lived in which dwelling is difficult, as the
households shared the same address. City directories indicate that by the early 1950s,
four separate residences were listed as 537 % Garcia Street.

Stella and José Salazar

In 1946, Fidel and his wife Flora’s eldest child, Estella, married José Soilo Salazar, a
carpenter from Nambé.*? Estella — commonly known as Stella — would eventually
come to possess the subject house, though the means by which she acquired it remain
unclear, as no deed has been located.

The 1950 census shows the two families (Fidel and Flora Garcia, and Stella and José
Salazar) living side by side in houses sharing the 537 % address. This arrangement of
households persisted through the 1950s, with an additional fifth house listed under the
537 % address.'3

An aerial photograph from that year shows these homes occupying Lots 2, 3, 5, and 6 of
the subdivision. (Fig. 6). This aerial is the first to provide a detailed view of the subject
house. It stood on the ground as a roughly 29’ x 33’ square (Fig. 6). A lower roof
structure, representing the portal, capped its southwest corner. The west facade had a
slight offset at its northwest corner. The property included a garage. An aerial
photograph from 1966 reveals that the rear addition to the house was constructed by
that time (Fig. 7).

The Christina Ertner Home

In 1969, the family had the subdivision re-platted (Fig. 8). Before then, the lots had been
distributed informally, sometimes without deeds. The re-platting gave an official
structure to the subdivision.* The new plat shows the area populated with the same
homes captured in the 1958 aerial. Lots 4, 7, and 8 had not been developed. Two years
later, following the official recording of the re-plat, the lot owners — now including

12 “stella J. Garcia Betrothed to Joe S. Salazar,” Santa Fe New Mexican, May 6, 1946, 3.

13 Hudspeth Directory Company, Hudspeth Directory Company, Santa Fe City Directory, 1958 (El Paso:

Hudspeth Directory Company, 1958), 549. Juan B. Garcia is indicated to be a tenant and not an owner.
14 Plat, “Replat of the Subdivision of Land, Formerly the estate of Jose Garcia,” recorded May 9, 1971,

Book 22/Page 32, Instrument # 332930, Santa Fe County, New Mexico.

11
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members of the Broome family — sued to quiet the title of the subdivision.'® Following
the lawsuit, deeds show the family and other owners exchanging and selling lots within
the subdivision.

In 1975, Stella Salazar, now a widow, sold Lot 2 with the subject house to Robert and
Christina Ertner. The Ertners were teachers.® Christina was Stella’s daughter and taught
art at Alameda Junior High. Originally from Illinois, Robert arrived in Santa Fe in the
1960s, where he graduated from the College of Santa Fe in 1967 and instructed at Santa
Fe High.

An aerial image taken in 1978, during their early ownership of the property, reveals that
the house had maintained the footprint captured in 1966 flyover (Fig. 9).

Christina and Robert divorced in 1984, at which point the property was transferred to
Christina through a quitclaim deed.'” During her ownership, it underwent several
alterations, including the addition of a bay window structure on the west side which
changed its original character. There were also various modifications made to the west
facade. In 2025, the property was transferred to a new owner.

15 Notice of Lis Pendens [County of Santa Fe Case # 43383], George R. Broome, et al. vs. City of Santa Fe,
recorded July 6, 1971, Book 282/Page 384, Instrument # 334244, Santa Fe County, New Mexico.

16 Warranty Deed, Stella G. Salazar to Robert L. Chistina S. Ertmer, recorded November 25, 1975, Book
328/Page 562, Instrument # 382031, Santa Fe County, New Mexico.

17 Quitclaim Deed, Robert L. Ertner to Christina S. Ertner, recorded June 15, 1984, Book 492/Page 845,
Instrument # 543964, Santa Fe County, New Mexico.

12
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Evaluation of Historical Status

Although the house’s composite footprint predates 1966, post-1978 alterations to the
west fagade — its most prominent elevation — have significantly diminished the
building’s historical integrity and altered the defining characteristics of its original
Pueblo Revival design. The bay window introduces a sharp geometric projection that
disrupts the compositional rhythm of the facade, while its angular form and inset
aluminum framing conflict with the traditional softness and subtle shadowing typical of
the style. In contrast, the 1960s ranch-style rear addition is less visually and
architecturally disruptive. Given these considerations, the recommendation is to retain
its designation as Non-contributing.

While the garage is of age and retains more integrity than the house, it seems
inconsistent to consider it for historic status when the primary structure no longer
reflects its original character.

13
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lllustrations

Figure 1: N. L. King, “Map of the City of Santa Fe,” 1912.
Red building footprints present approximate location of current structures. They did
not exist at the time of the map.
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Figure 2: Undated portrait of José Dolores Garcia.
Courtesy of the Rembe family.
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Figure 3: 1935 Soil Conservation Service aerial photograph, Image # 1009.
Arrow indicates no buildings were located on the lot.
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Figure 4: Juan B. Garcia, 1943.
Courtesy of the Santa Fe New Mexican.
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Figure 5: October 25, 1948, aerial photograph overlaid with 2025 satellite image. The
overlay appears to establish the core of the house was in existence signified by the red
footprint.
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Figure 6: November 10, 1958, aerial photograph. Designation of lots, as per the José
Dolores Garcia Estate Subdivision. Lot 2 contains the subject and garage. The house
had yet to receive its back addition.

19

Page 431 of 457



Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Figure 7: June 6, 1966, aerial photograph.
Arrow indicates presence of rear addition.
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Figure 8: Portion of 1969 replat of the José Dolores Garcia Estate Subdivision showing
the subject property. Courtesy of J. Robert Martinez, surveyor.
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Figure 9: September 11, 1978, aerial photograph.
Arrow indicates absence of bay window structure.
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Survey Photographs

(All images taken by Giulia Caporuscio, May 7, 2025, unless otherwise noted)

Photo 2: Entry drive off Garcia Street. Camera facing east. Aviva Baumann, April 23,
2025.
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ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 3: Setting of property. Camera facing north. Aviva Baumann, April 23, 2025.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 4: South (front) elevation. Camera facing north. Aviva Baumann, April 23, 2025.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 5: South elevation. Portal. Camera facing north. Aviva Baumann, April 23, 2025.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 6: South elevation. Entry door. Camera facing north.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 7: South elevation. Window at bedroom. Camera facing north.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 8: South elevation. Window at bedroom detail. Camera facing north.

29

Page 441 of 457



Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 9: West elevation oblique. Camera facing northeast.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 10: Bay projection. Camera facing east.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 11: West elevation. Altered window at kitchen. Camera facing east.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 12: West elevation. Addition. Camera facing southeast.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2

HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia_ A B _C D

1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

Stella and José Salazar/
Christina Ertner House

Downtown and Eastside Historic District
- Santa Fe

4. County: Santa Fe

5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 13: West elevation. Addition. Detail of entry door.

Camera facing east.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 14: North elevation. Camera facing south.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 15: East elevation oblique from south end. Camera facing northwest.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 16: East elevation. Window at bedroom. Camera facing up.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 17: East elevation. Window at bathroom. Camera facing west.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 18: East elevation oblique from midpoint. Camera facing northwest.

39

Page 451 of 457



Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 19: East elevation. Altered window at bedroom.
Camera facing southwest.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gLel_lat?"dEJ(t)se SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 20: East elevation oblique from north end. Addition in foreground. Camera
facing southwest.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 21: Garage. South elevation. Camera facing north.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 22: Garage. East elevation. Camera facing west.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 23: Garage. West elevation. Windows from the interior. Aviva Baumann, April
23, 2025.
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only: Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2
HCPI No. District No. NRHP SRCP Criteia A B C D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID: N/A

Juan and Simona/ 539 Garcia Street

; 4. County: Santa Fe
gthel'lat?ndEJ(tjse SHaIazar/ Downtown and Eastside Historic District Y

ristina Ertner House
- Santa Fe 5. Date of Survey: May 7, 2025

Photo 24: Garage. North elevation. Camera facing west.
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	1. Call to Order
	2. Roll Call
	3. Approval of Agenda
	4. Approval of Minutes
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