HISTORIC DISTRICTS
REVIEW BOARD
AGENDA JUNE 08, 2021
5:30 PM
ATTEND VIRTUALLY

City of Santa Fe

SPECIAL PROCEDURES FOR VIRTUAL ATTENDANCE AND PUBLIC COMMENT:
In response to the State’s declaration of a Public Health Emergency, the Mayor’s
Proclamation of Emergency, and he ban on public gatherings in excess of those
permitted in the current Public Health Order, and the need to incorporate technology
and practices to re-institute in-person meetings consistent with the limitations
established by the Order, the Historic Districts Review Board meeting will be conducted
virtually.

Viewing: Members of the public may stream the meeting live on the City of Santa Fe’s
YouTube channel

at https://www.youtube.com/channel/lUCuW5Fb7iWuKpTdsWYNDurgA. The YouTube
live stream can be accessed at this address from most smartphones, tablets, or
computers.

Attending on Zoom: Members of the public may attend the Zoom meeting on a
computer, mobile device, or phone. The video conference link and teleconference
number will be posted at https://santafe.primegov.com/public/portal at least seventy-two
(72) hours before the meeting.. The direct Zoom link

is: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/867662206997?
pwd=UnJoemxXbUIvTDIzSXM5TzByZUR1QT09

Passcode: 263172

Attending Zoom by Phone: Members of the public can attend the Zoom meeting by
phone by dialing:

US: (253) 215-8782 or (346) 248-7799 or (929) 205-6099

Webinar ID: 867 6622 0699.

Public Comment:
* By video: A person attending the Zoom meeting by video conference (using a
computer, mobile device, or smart phone) may provide public comment during the
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meeting. Attendees should use the “Raise Hand” function to be recognized by the chair
to speak at the appropriate time.
* By phone: A person attending the Zoom meeting by phone may provide public

comment during the meeting. Phone attendees should press *9 to use the “Raise Hand

function to be recognized at the appropriate time.

* In writing: A person may submit written public comments by 5pm the Monday prior to
the meeting via the virtual comment “button” at
https://santafe.primegov.com/public/portal.

A.

C.

ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
1. May 25, 2021.
APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. Case 2021-3387-HDRB. 220 Otero Street.
2. Case 2021-3461-HDRB. 459 Camino Manzano.
3. Case 2021-3609-HDRB. 816 Camino Atalaya.
MATTERS FROM THE PUBLIC
STAFF COMMUNICATIONS
NEW BUSINESS
1. Case 2021-003368-HDRB. 848 Don Cubero Avenue. Will McDonald, agent
for Mary L. Ellis, owner, requests primary facade designation on two
contributing structures. (Daniel Schwab, 955-6660,

dnschwab@santafenm.gov)

2. Case2021-003535-HDRB. 910 Old Santa Fe Trail. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Mark Brotton, agent for Elza and Michael Gross, requests
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a 181 sq.ft. portal, yard wall alterations, and hardscaping on a non-
contributing property. (Angela Schackel Bordegaray, 955-6127,
asbordegaray@santafenm.gov)

3. Case 2021-003667-HDRB. 653 Camino de la Luz. Downtown and Eastside.
Architectural Alliance Inc., agent for Ray and Debbie Reid, owners,
proposes to construct a 220 sq. ft. portal and a 6 ft. high yardwall and make
other minor changes on a non-contributing structure . (Daniel Schwab)

4. Case 2021-003672-HDRB. 1658 Cerro Gordo. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Liaison Planning, agent for Robert Pringle and Vivian Petit,
owners, proposes to construct a fence and 144 sq. ft. shed on a non-
contributing property.(Daniel Schwab)

5. Case 2021-003670-HDRB. 844 Don Cubero. Don Gaspar Area Historic
District. Steve McCormick, agent for Evelyn and Tom Taylor, owners,
proposes to replace doors and restucco a contributing garage. An exception
to section 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) to remove historic material is requested. (Daniel
Schwab)

DISCUSSION ITEMS

MATTERS FROM THE BOARD

NEXT MEETING: Tuesday, June 22, 2021
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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SUMMARY INDEX
HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD

May 25, 2021
ITEM ACTION TAKEN PAGE(S)
Call to Order 5:37 pm 1
A. Roll Call Quorum Present 1
B. Approval of Agenda Approved 3-4
C. Approval of Minutes
1. April 27, 2021 Approved as Presented 4
2. May 4, 2021 Approved as Amended 4-5
3. May 11, 2021 Approved as Amended 5
D. Findings/Conclusions Approved 5-6
E. Matters From the Public Comments 6
F. Staff Communications Ethics/Government 6
Training (moved to end of agenda)
G. Old Business. Approved 6-17
1. Case#2021-003387-HDRB
H. New Business
1. Case 2021-003609-HDRB
816 Camino Atalaya. Approved 17-19
2. Case #2021-003461- HDRB
459 Camino Manzano Approved 19-21
3. Case #2021-003611 HDRB
84 E. San Francisco. Postponed to June 8, 2021 21-30
|. Discussion ltems Training Presentation 30-31
J. Matters from the Board Comments 31
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K. Next Meeting: Tuesday, June 8, 2021 31

L. Adjournment 9:54 pm 31

HDRB Minutes May 25, 2021 Page 2



MINUTES OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE
HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD
May 25, 2021
VIRTUAL HEARING

CALL TO ORDER
A regular meeting of the City of Santa Fe Historic Districts Review Board was

called to order by Cecilia Rios, Chair, on the above date at approximately 5:37 p.m. at a
virtual meeting held at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c085VEAZvHU.

A. ROLL CALL
Roll Call indicated the presence of a quorum as follows:

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Ms. Cecilia Rios, Chairwoman
Mr. Frank Katz, Vice Chair
Ms. Jennifer Biedscheid

Mr. John Bienvenu

Mr. Anthony Guida

Ms. Flynn G. Larson

Mr. Buddy Roybal

MEMBERS EXCUSED:

OTHERS PRESENT:

Ms. Nicole Ramirez Thomas

Mr. Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner

Ms. Angela Bordegaray, Senior Planner
Ms. Sally Paez, Assistant City Attorney
Ms. Melissa Byers, Stenographer

NOTE: All items in the Committee packet for all agenda items are
incorporated herewith by reference. The original Committee packet is
on file in the Historic Preservation Office and available on the City of
Santa Fe Website.

B. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Ms. Paez said if preferred the Ethics & Campaign Review Board training at the
beginning of the agenda could be moved to the end.
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Chair Rios agreed it would be good to hear the applicants first.

MOTION:

VOTE:

MOTION:

VOTE:

Vice Chair Katz moved, seconded by Member Bienvenu to revise the
agenda and move the Ethics training to after the cases are heard.

The motion passed by unanimous (6-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and
none voting against.

Vice Chair Katz moved, seconded by Member Bienvenu, to approve the
agenda as amended.

The motion passed by unanimous (6-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and
none voting against.

C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

1.

MOTION:

VOTE:

April 27, 2021

Member Bienvenu moved, seconded by Member Biedscheid to approve the
minutes of April 27, 2021, as presented.

The motion passed by majority (5-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid,
Bienvenu, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor, none voting against and
Member Guida abstaining.

May 4, 2021

Member Bienvenu requested the following amendments: on page 12,

second sentence, asked to change “issues” to “is used to”; in the third sentence,
“this is unusual,” should read, “this case is unusual”; and in the third paragraph,
second sentence, the word “ordinance” should be “resolution”.

Member Biedscheid requested the following amendment: on page 9,

paragraph 11, “The combination of height and undivided windows was—a—geed
addition-as-is adequately distinguished the new addition from the historic building.”

MOTION:

Member Bienvenu moved, seconded by Member Biedscheid, to approve
the minutes of May 4, 2021, as amended.
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VOTE: The motion passed by majority (3-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid,
Bienvenu and Roybal voting in favor, none voting against and Members
Guida, Katz and Larson abstaining.

3. May 11, 2021
Chair Rios requested the following changes: on page 20, asked under Vote,

second sentence, to add “historic” after the word “house”; and the correct spelling for the
owner of the house on Waldo is Dr. Guiberteau.

Vice Chair Katz requested the following changes: on page 5, two paragraphs
above the motion, asked to add to his statement after “He thought the house absolutely
terrific...,” “but he didn’t think it qualified because it had not had its inspection.”; on page
6, fifth paragraph, Change “this” to “the westerly most house blocking the contributing
house.”; and in the paragraph after that change “it” to “that house”; on page 13, second
to last line, change “has” to “have”; and “lentils” should be changed to “lintels”.

Member Biedscheid requested the following changes: on page 7, in the third
paragraph, under Vote, change “to restore its importance” to read, “to restore its original

roof shape is important.”; on page 17, ninth paragraph, change “in” elevation with “an
elevation”; on page 19, under Motion, seventh paragraph, first sentence, change “The
Board has “allowed”, to the Board “has required replacement”.

MOTION: Member Biedscheid moved, seconded by Vice Chair Katz to approve the
minutes of May 11, 2021, as amended.

VOTE: The motion passed by majority (3-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid,
Bienvenu and Roybal voting in favor, none voting against and Members
Guida, Katz and Larson abstaining.
D. APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. 2020-2791-HDRB. 530 Garcia Street.
2. 2021-3185-HDRB. 1299 Canyon Road.
3. 2021-3284-HDRB. 121 Aviation Way (Airport Remodel).

4. 2021-3370-HDRB. 310 Magdelena.

5. 2021-3380-HDRB. 806 Don Gaspar Avenue.
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6. 2021-3458-HDRB. 109 E. Palace Avenue.

7. 2021-3459-HDRB. 104 Calle la Pena.

8. 2021-3460-HDRB. 819 Camino Atalaya.

9. 2021-3461-HDRB. 810 Waldo Street (Remodel).
10. 2021-3533-HDRB. 530 E. Alameda.

11.  2021-3534-HDRB. 810 Waldo Street (Status).
12. 2021-3539-HDRB. 302 Sena Street.

MOTION: Vice Chair Katz moved, seconded by Member Biedscheid to approve the
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as presented.

VOTE: The motion passed by majority (5-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid,
Bienvenu, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor, none voting against and
Member Guida abstaining.

E. MATTERS FROM THE PUBLIC

Stefanie Beninato thanked staff for having the wall on West Houghton and
Allendale stabilized and repaired. She said it looks like it will stay up now.

F. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS (Revised Agenda Order)
1. Ethics and Open Government Training
Moved to the end of the agenda.
G. OLD BUSINESS

Chair Rios said if an applicant disagrees with the decision of the Board the
applicant can appeal to the City Council.

1. Case 2021-003387-HDRB. 220 Otero Street. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Architectural Alliance, agent for Otero Partners LLC,
propose an addition of 11,175 sq ft to a non-contributing structure. (Nicole
A. Ramirez Thomas/ Daniel Schwab)
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STAFF REPORT

220 Otero Street is a property with two Territorial Revival style buildings which were
reviewed by the HDRB for historic status in 2017. In April of 2021, a design requiring
exceptions to alter the contributing McKee office Building and to build a free-standing
casita were approved. The Board postponed decision on the addition that is proposed to
the non-contributing garage and annex building for redesign. The applicant is returning to
the Board for review of a revised design. The applicant now proposes to remodel the
property so that it may serve as a hotel.

McKee Caretaker’s Residence and Garage Annex (Non-contributing)

The caretaker’s residence and garage are located to the northeast of the office building.
The building is approximately 3,054 square feet and is built in the Territorial Revival style.
Additions to the building have Territorial Revival details. The residence and the garage
were once separate buildings. They may have been joined together in the 1980s. The
second story addition was also added in the 1980s and the doors and windows were
replaced at that time as well. This building, formerly two buildings, has undergone a great
degree of change over the course of its history though an attempt has been made to
create continuity between it and the office building through the Territorial Revival
character noted on the building.

PROPOSED REMODEL

Proposed Garage and Annex remodel:

1. Addition of 12,784 square feet to the existing 2,971 square foot of the garage and
annex building. Square footages given are for the footprint and include portals and
heated space. The garage an annex is an existing two-story structure. The
proposed addition is also two-stories. The height of the addition will be 24’-0” which
is 10” lower than the existing height of the existing garage and annex.

Revisions from the Previous Application:

1. The hallway between units #202 and #203 on the second floor is now an open
breezeway with a lower roofline to break up the length of the building.

2. The portal at units #105 and #205 was widened and shortened to accommodate a
chair.

3. Stone was added at the portals of units #107 and #207.

4. The south facade of Units #110 and #210 near the west walkway to the Existing
Main building has been moved 7°-6” to the north to open up the view of the Main
Building from Washington Ave.

5. The south portal of Units #110 and #210 near the west walkway to the Existing
Main building has been moved 3’-0” to the north and reduced to a single-story
structure.
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6. The total heated square footage was reduced by 1,882 sf.

Proposed Finishes for All Structures:

e Stucco will be Sto “Suede.”

e Window and door cladding, facia, metal columns, and railings will be Pella “Iron
Ore.”

e Paint color for existing brick on the McKee Office Building and the garage and
annex will be Sherwin Williams “Utaupeia.”

e New brick coping will be Kenney Brick “Charcoal and Chocolate Blend.”

e Areas with stone veneer will be “Suede Rubble.”

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommended approval of the application and found that it complies with 14-5.2(D)
General Design Standards for All H Districts and 14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside
Historic District.

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF

Chair Rios asked about the reduction in terms of square footage.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas explained the overall square footage of the building was
reduced by 1882 square feet. She displayed the updated renderings provided by the
applicant showing the surrounding area and buildings, and revisited the finishes
proposed.

Member Guida asked the status of the McKee Office Building.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas replied it is contributing.

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION

Eric Enfield, 612 Old Santa Fe Trail, was sworn. He thought the revisions directly
addressed the Board’s concerns from the previous meeting. The biggest concern
seemed to be the two-story structure crowding the main sidewalk on Washington Street.
Their solution was to eliminate the two story portal cutting off a portion of heated space.
That enabled them to set the building back 17°6” from the sidewalk, 772 more than before.

They also went to a single-story portal. He noted the difference on the previous
image and the canopy over the walkway. The solution addresses the crowding of the
walkway and appears to help the building create more openness. He noted the colored
renderings showing the building and the attractiveness of the single portal.
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Mr. Enfield indicated Member Guida had suggested breaking up the building
facade. A second floor breezeway and portal were created between the existing and
new annex structure to allow both a horizontal and a vertical break between the existing
and proposed annex. That allows more visibility and open circulation.

On other concerns expressed were the impact of the building in the downtown area
and that the outdoor balconies were usable. The size of the balconies was increased and
now allows space for chairs. The square footage of the heated annex building was
decreased about 10%, making a more attractive and usable building. He hoped that the
Board agreed.

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT

Chair Rios thanked Mr. Enfield for taking into consideration the Board’'s
suggestions and concerns.

Member Bienvenu referred to the staff summary on the finish details. He asked to
confirm that the stucco color would be close to the existing building.

Hunter Redman, 612 Old Santa Fe Trail, with Architectural Alliance was sworn in.

Member Bienvenu said he also would like Ms. Hunter to address the reasoning for
the color choices on the cladding, metal work, columns and brick. He thought it didn’t
pick up any of the colors of the existing building.

Ms. Redman said the building means a lot to her family and she has worked on
the design since 2006. She explained on the colors, she evaluated the existing building.
A unique feature is that although built in the 40s, the building has stone veneer. It is
unknown if the building paint color is original, but they do have the original color of the
stone. They felt the suede stucco color tied with the existing stone and was a rich color
for the addition. They chose the stone for the addition because they wanted it to be
complementary, but not exact, so the historic stone stands out. The stone on the addition
will be a little darker to complement the existing stone but unique.

Ms. Redman said the building has every color of brick coping made depending on
which side you are on. The stone chosen is a mix of colors found on the existing building
to tie the coping to the stucco color.

She continued that the windows and doors will have an iron ore finish, chosen
because they like the contrast with the suede stucco. They will use the same color for
the metal cladding and iron railings. They are hoping to tie in the new building with the
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historic building and the annex by painting the existing windows with the same iron ore
color. They will also paint the brick of the existing building with the “Utaupeia” color, which
is similar to the suede stucco color.

Chair Rios asked if accurate the suede stucco color is similar to a brown/gray.

Ms. Redman replied there is not a lot of gray, it is a medium brown. She noted it
was difficult to see how neutral the brown is on screen.

Chair Rios asked if she would describe the iron ore color as blue, or blue/gray.

Ms. Redman said the color is more of a brown tone and similar to an oil-rubbed
bronze.

Chair Rios said she sees it as a blue.

Ms. Redman explained it was difficult to translate the color, but the iron ore is closer
to oil rubbed bronze.

Member Bienvenu asked if the Board had approved the color change on the
building on the earlier application.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas explained the colors were approved with the previous
approval for the main building and casita.

Member Bienvenu asked the reason for choosing metal columns.

Ms. Redman said a primary reason for metal is for maintenance. The existing
historic building was designed with stone. At the time that was a contemporary version
of Territorial style. Adding the metal honors the traditional Territorial style of the
contemporary elements. There are no metal beams, but there are metal railings, which
is traditional in Santa Fe. The metal columns tie in with that and the windows and doors.
The other side of the portals are wooden beams.

Member Bienvenu agreed that the building was a modernist interpretation of a
Territorial style. He noted the building was built before the ordinance was adopted and
probably would not have been approved. Also, the current project probably would not
have been approved if not for this unique existing historical structure they are playing off
of.

He said we are considering this because of the interesting interpretation of the
Territorial style we are protecting. Secondly, adding an adjacent structure makes sense
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to allow the design elements in that interpretation to be used. He added he would not go
so far as to say that it should in 2021, become even more contemporary.

Mr. Enfield noted that the Board had approved the development he did across the
street on Paseo de Peralta. Some of the same questions came up on what was
acceptable regarding the metal posts. That building was approved as in compliance with
the existing Historic Code and had some of the same details, such as metal posts and
stone used in similar ways.

Member Bienvenu said he disagreed and has a different view about metal
columns. He thought they are not harmonious and were specifically prohibited in the
ordinance for Old Santa Fe style.

He asked about the building Mr. Enfield had referenced as having been approved.
Mr. Enfield explained the building across the street with the retaining walls.

Member Bienvenu said the Board dealt with the stone veneer proposed in the
airport renovation as a way to distinguish old from new. He found the use of stone veneer
to be an extremely dangerous approach in historic districts. It looks like every commercial
building in the Southwest, not historic Santa Fe. Unless it was a real stone wall out of
river rock, or something similar. He thought it should be done extremely carefully.

Mr. Enfield replied the stone is limited and the maijority is stucco.

Member Bienvenu said the stonework and detailing in the modernist Territorial
building is critical to the success of the building and an important aesthetic aspect. It is
not just because of the stone but the verticality of the column work and the horizontalness
of the sandstone. He asked that the applicant be careful about their choice of stone
veneer.

Member Guida thanked Mr. Enfield and Ms. Redman for the revised presentation.
He shared similar concerns as Member Bienvenu on bad stone, i.e., press with bad
corners, etc.

Mr. Redman explained the selected stone is real, not composite, but is a veneer.
She thickened the columns some and absolutely did not want this to look like a bank
building. She wants it to compliment the stone that exists. She agreed with their concerns
on stone used on some of the commercial buildings, but thought this building deserved a
second look on the stone because of the importance in this historic building. She felt the
stone could be applied elegantly and with good craftsmanship. Also, the vertical elements
of the columns match the vertical elements of the columns on the historic building. The
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historic building will have a limited amount of stone and be subdued. The columns and
chimneys will reflect the verticality elements between the windows in the existing building.

Member Guida asked about the scale of the stones.

Ms. Redman said it is a similar size because if too small it would appear not to be
real stone. The large samples will be approved before it is applied. She noted the stone
is real and will turn the corner.

Member Guida asked if the stone is different than what would be used in the
sidewalls.

Ms. Redman said it would be the same. It repeats the theme of the existing historic
building.

Member Guida said he had no problem with the steel columns. It is an honest
application in material. He thought this a reasonable response to the existing McKee
building on some of the use of materials. He noted that Member Bienvenu had pointed
out diversity in the Code. He pointed out there is also the City’s Code, which will produce
the blandest outcomes for new architecture at times. He thought it important there be
interpretations when design work is brought before the Board and important for designers
to have a voice in doing new work in the historic district. He thought the choice was not
outrageous, either on the color of the metal or the choice to use metal or stone veneer.

He said it is unfortunate the Code does terrible things in the design community that
came up in this project. He appreciated the applicant’s response to the Board’s decision
to pull back the building, and going the extra mile to break up an extremely long facade
on the north edge. The pass-through of the second floor helps, and the two distinct
expressions, one closer to the annex and one to the building, helps differentiate what is
a very long fagade.

Member Guida said this Code and the action of this Board puts the applicant in a
tight spot. The project wanted to avoid the height exception. The result is a building that
consumes the site and almost swallows the existing building. The taller building in the
downtown core this far from the streetscape would be acceptable. And would have
produced a more sensitive project in terms of design and the original building.

Member Guida said he thought that applicants and designers are hesitant to come
before the Board for height exceptions because it has been challenging. He said if we
open our minds, we understand sometimes exceptions to the rules produce a better
project.
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Member Guida said he is happy for the work by applicant and sorry for the
regulatory environment in which they have to operate. That environment does not always
produce the best outcomes. The applicant has made this work under those
circumstances, and he appreciated that.

Vice Chair Katz said he was troubled with the massing near the sidewalk. When
discussing pulling back, he had in mind pulling back about 25 feet, not 7 feet. It would
essentially eliminate the last two rooms that dwarf the contributing building. It makes it
seem crowded. He thought everything else was a great job but wanted that pushed back
more. He wanted to hear Mr. Enfield’s thoughts on the possibility of removing the second
floor in 210, so it wouldn’t loom so heavily.

Mr. Enfield responded that in looking at the building in the historic structure, it reads
as a story and a half. It is not a small structure and from a scale point of view, he is
comfortable with it and the transition from planter to sidewalk, to outdoor space to portal,
and to a two-story fagade of the Territorial building. He also thought looking at
interpretations of Territorial buildings of John Gaw Meem, they were typically not stepped.
He was comfortable going two to three stories with a brick fagade similar to the Hotel
Drury. There was no stepping on the fagcade because he wanted to take advantage of
the mass.

He addressed Member Guida’s comments. He has asked for exceptions in the
downtown area for a four story building and thanked the Board for granting that. But on
this, they would not be able to convince the Board of the project’s relationship to the
historic structure with a three-story building. The two story building they have; it is almost
4 feet off the ground. It has high ceilings and is almost to the top of the door on the
second level. He did not agree that it dwarfs the building. He thought because of the
square footage added it felt like they were enclosing it. But it is a downtown site, and it
should be high density.

He said they did what they needed to do to keep the nature of the historic building,
isolated from the new structures and maintain scale. But they did work off that scale by
a one-story portal and stepping back fagades and removed 8 feet of structure on the south
side and transitioned down into a single story portal. He thought from a scale point of
view, the site needed that much square footage. They tried to keep the areas open
around the historic structure and keep it separate. It maintains the nice walk around the
historic structure, and you don’t see the two-story fagade unless standing there.

Vice Chair Katz said none of what Mr. Enfield’s said was responsive to his concern.
Mr. Enfield was talking about how the one-story portal blocked the building, but that is
what is occurring immediately to the left. It is blocking the building and that is visible from
the street and intrudes. He said he is not satisfied with that.
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Mr. Enfield asked to see the view from Washington Avenue.

Vice Chair Katz pointed out you could see the large intrusion, and if it were one
story it would not be as looming.

Member Biedscheid said she was thinking the same as Vice Chair Katz and agreed
with everything he said. Also, she agreed with Member Guida’s statements about the
height and the shared consumption. The mass of the building does not try to relate to the
historic building. It is not because of the finishes but because the size of the building
consumes every available space left.

She asked about the use of metal and whether the horizontal pieces are
completely metal and over the coping; and would that be applied to the McKee building.
Also, she asked to see an example of the stonework on the McKee building. She said
she couldn’t recall a change to the color scheme for the McKee building in the last
approval. She thought that would also make the historic building blend in with the new
building more, instead of standing out on its own as a preserved piece of history.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas asked to make a correction in the letter and Staff Report that
states the south elevation is stepped back 7’6”, and is actually 17 feet 6 inches.

She offered to pull photos for display of the McKee Office building.

Mr. Enfield confirmed it is wood facia with a metal face and will have metal on the
brick, which is done to protect the brick. They haven’t discussed a metal cap to the McKee
building. Itis sloping and the brick isn’t deteriorating, other than a small area on the front
facade facing Otero. Also, itis 17°6” from the two-story fagade to the sidewalk with a two-
story parking structure to the right about 2 1/2 feet further away than this building. He
pointed out although a different situation the Board hasn’t commented that the parking
structure was crowding the historic structure.

Photographs were shown of the fagade and of the parking structure with an aerial
photograph.

Member Roybal said he didn’t have any problems with the way the building is, and
it is a non-contributing structure. He said his fear is of the Board trying to redesign things
by architects and designers who have worked so hard. He stressed that you have to walk
into the property to even notice the changes that will be made.

Chair Rios asked for a description of the public visibility.
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Ms. Ramirez Thomas stated from the Washington side of the street, there is a
greater distance than required by Code by a couple of hundred feet. The Annex building
is on the Otero side.

Mr. Enfield said that they are matching the height of the annex and it is closer to
the two-story structure.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas displayed the aerial from Washington. She noted it is quite
a distance to the proposed addition and the lot slopes on Otero Street. She noted at the
point you see the building from the Otero streetscape again, it was quite a bit back on
either side.

Mr. Enfield asked to show the massing around the McKee building. Ms. Ramirez
Thomas said she would look for that to display.

Member Bienvenu confirmed the stone veneer had been shown.

Mr. Enfield noted other buildings downtown and how their footprint appeared
bigger than this building. He thought his building was more presentable on all sides and
different than the large boxes around them.

The photograph was shown of the massing around this structure.

PUBLIC HEARING

Stefanie Beninato, PO Box 1601, Santa Fe, was sworn in. She said the new
proposal did a good job with the side facing Washington. She wasn’t sure about the
second-story breezeway and thought it awkward looking.

BOARD DISCUSSION

Mr. Enfield showed again the photograph showing minimal impact of the building.
Chair Rios asked how far back it is from the gate.

Mr. Enfield said it is not next to the addition and is closer to Washington Avenue
and at least 200 feet to the historic structure.

Chair Rios asked how much further the gate is going forward to the street.

Mr. Enfield stated it was quite a ways away.
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Chair Rios asked to see the rendering of the porch of the one and two story. She
asked how far back the one-story is from where the porch ends on the two-story.

Mr. Enfield said it's about 40 feet and about 100 feet from the property line to the
front door of the historic building and about 200 feet to the sidewalk on Washington. The
building is about 300 feet back.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas showed the full site plan with the McKee office building, the
addition, and portal and Washington Avenue and Otero.

Mr. Enfield pointed out this a small compared to the massing surrounding them. It
is 100 feet from the property line and over 200 feet if you follow the path to Washington
Avenue, which is a football field.

Chair Rios asked about impact from Otero Street.

Mr. Enfield thought there was no impact. The existing structures are two stories.
He asked for the view from Otero to be displayed.

Member Biedscheid asked if the clients would consider eliminating part of the
south fagade nearest to the sidewalk. The drawing shows a clear line from the corner of
the McKee building to the Wells Fargo building, and this clearly intrudes into the space
that allows a clear view of the historic building.

Mr. Enfield said Member Biedscheid’s words such as “intruding, overpowering”,
didn’t describe the architecture. His concern is they are talking about a two-story structure
downtown in an area that is not supposed to have setbacks and density.

Member Biedscheid said she was only talking about what would happen to the
existing historic building, not the new architecture.

Ms. Ramirez Thomas showed a view from Otero Street.

Chair Rios asked Mr. Enfield if he wanted to answer Member Biedscheid’'s
question.

Mr. Enfield replied that the owners had texted him that they would not consider
eliminating part of the south fagade.

MOTION: In Case 2021-003387-HDRB, 220 Otero Street. Member Roybal moved to
approve as presented. The motion was seconded by Member Larson.
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VOTE:

H.

The motion passed by majority (4-3) roll call vote with Members, Guida,
Larson, Roybal and Chair Rios (with explanation) voting in favor and
Members Biedscheid, Bienvenu and Katz voting against.

Chair Rios explained her vote by stating that the applicant has
demonstrated that the building is far back enough that the impact on the
historic building will not be profound.

NEW BUSINESS

1. Case 2021-003609-HDRB. 816 Camino Atalaya. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Colleen Gavin, agent for Jill and Ray Weeks, owners,
proposes to construct a 2,920 sq. ft. single-story structure on a vacant lot to
a maximum height of 18’-4” where the maximum allowable height is 18’-8”
and courtyard walls (Angela Schackel Bordegaray)

STAFF REPORT

816 Camino Atalaya is a vacant lot at the end of Camino Atalaya to the north of an existing
residence at 819 Camino Atalaya, adjacent to the School for Advance Research (SAR).
The existing house and the vacant lot share the driveway along the west side of the
property.

The proposal consists of the following elements.

1.

3.

New construction of a single-story 2,971 sf building on a 21,118 sf lot in the
Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. It will have rounded massing, stepped at various
levels to accommodate site slope, which descends to the north toward the arroyo.
The height of proposed residence ranges from 13’-5” to 18’-4” where the maximum
allowable heightis 18’-8". The new building will feature low buttresses at its corners
and two portals with fireplaces. The portals will have wooden posts, beams, and
exposed vigas, stained medium brown. Windows and doors will be a combination
of wood and steel. Proposed wood windows will have divided lights and stained in
a medium brown hue. Steel windows will be finished in an oil-rubbed bronze matte
paint finish. All doors will be wood.

Two courtyards with low 2’-6” to 4’-6” high stuccoed walls at the south and west
elevations. A 6’ coyote fence is proposed along a section west property line. Yard
walls will include about 3’ retaining walls.

Hardscaping, planters, pathways, and steps will not be publicly visible.
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4. Reconfigure the existing parking by shifting the parking area to east/west and
install a vehicular gate. The vehicular gate will be stained wood with stuccoed
pilasters and metal hardware. The gate will not exceed 3’- 5” high; pilasters will be
4’-8” in height. The proposed gate will be located approximately 30’ from the street.

5. Eight low profile skylights are proposed.

6. Exterior walls and portals will be finished in El Rey “Adobe” cementitious stucco
and natural stone veneer.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

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

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION

Colleen Gavin, 130 Grant Avenue, was sworn in. She showed a rendering and
slides of the proposed guest house/studio. In an aerial view she described the
surrounding area and properties, the site plan of 819 Camino Atalaya and access, and
the proposed gate area with pilasters. The terrain slopes to the northeast with an existing
arroyo with an area that is not buildable. She showed the structures in the context of the
overall properties with the main house, the shared drive and casita/studio. She explained
the casita will be used as additional accommodation for their guests and family and for
work. She noted that the streetscape was diverse and pointed out the surrounding
homes. The only driveway accessing the property was noted.

The floor plan and the elevations were shown and described.

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT

Chair Rios asked about the room that will be veneer.

Ms. Gavin showed the studio, pointing out the walls that will have stone veneer.
Chair Rios asked what the thinking was behind that.

Ms. Gavin said there was a lot of stone throughout the main house in the bedroom,

the library, and her clients love using different materials. They added things to break up
the walls and add interest and a sense of solemness.
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Chair Rios asked for a description of the proposed rock.
Ms. Gavin said it matches the rock on the main house and is similar to a river rock.

Chair Rios asked Ms. Ramirez Thomas or Attorney Paez what is in the Ordinance
on the use of different types of applications on a home.

Member Bienvenu asked also if there were any elevations publicly visible.

Ms. Bordegaray said none of the elevations were publicly visible and and explained
why this is permitted here. The provision is for publicly visible fagades to be no less than
80% adobe or adobe simulated finish. Otherwise, they may be of natural stone, wood,
brick, tile, or other natural materials.

Attorney Paez added that was from Santa Fe style paragraph 2(d). She said 2(e)
also speaks to a publicly visible fagade of any building or adjoining wall “shall be of one
color.” Again, that applies only to publicly visible fagades.

Chair Rios confirmed with Attorney Paez that it meant the applicant was allowed
to do as presented this evening because it is not publicly visible.

PUBLIC HEARING

Ms. Beninato, previously sworn, commented she wished the gate were more open
like the neighbor’s gate and thought it too big.

Chair Rios said she didn’t make a comment on the gate because it is only 3’5", but
she didn’t know how the other Board members felt.

BOARD DISCUSSION

Member Guida said the project is really well-designed and thoughtful. He
appreciated the level of details, and he really liked the stone room. He wished it were
publicly visible because it is a shame that good design ideas have to hide in the closet.

MOTION: In Case 2021-003609-HDRB, 816 Camino Atalaya, Member Guida moved
to approve the design as submitted. The motion was seconded by Member
Roybal.

VOTE: The motion passed by unanimous (6-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and
none voting against.
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2. Case 2021-003461-HDRB. 459 Camino Manzano. Downtown and
Eastside Historic District. Martinez Architectural Studio, agent for Carolyn
Kenny and Craig Smith, owners, proposes to demolish an existing non-
historic carport and construct a 565 square foot garage to a height of 13
feet on a noncontributing property. (Daniel Schwab) 206:00

STAFF REPORT

459 Camino Manzano is a single-family residential structure constructed in a Spanish
Pueblo Revival Style with non-contributing status to the Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. Dating from the 1930s, it has seen heavy renovations, so that almost nothing of
the historic structure is visible.

To the west of the house is a freestanding carport from the 1990s consisting of a stuccoed
wall, round wood supporting posts, and a flat roof with vigas.

The applicant proposes the following items:

1. Demolish this existing carport and construct a 565 square foot garage to a height
of 13 feet. The maximum allowable building height is 14 feet 8 inches. The stucco
will be El Rey “Pueblo”, the same as the existing house and the windows will be
turquoise to match the house as well. The garage door will be stained a natural
wood color. Small wooden gates with natural color stain will connect the inner and
outer garden areas;

Construct a freestanding kiva fireplace in the front garden of the house;
Construct a new front gate of wood, colored turquoise to match the house doors
and with a stucco frame.

w N

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommended that the Demolition Standards per Section 14-3.14(G)(1) — Demolition
of Historic or Landmark Structure - have been met.

Staff recommended 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.

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION

Richard Martinez, 1524 Paseo was sworn in. He said they are demolishing the
carport because the carport structure has four posts that are not usable. Also, they need
to make sure the enclosed garage is 20 feet back from the front lot line. To meet those
regulations, he has to tear down the existing carport to build the garage. There will be a
wooden overhang in the front of the garage that uses the existing storage doors as the
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motif for the garage door proposed. The garage will have a breezeway into the main
house and into a door to the master bedroom. The existing breezeway doesn’t have a
roof.

The front gate currently is a wide, short auto gate, they are trying to make as an
entry into the house. Behind that is an enclosed area for the trash and the recyclables.
The site plan shows the house pushed against the back and two side walls of the property.
The only outdoor usable space is in the front at the end of the street. The kiva fireplace
will be used to create a private space to use the space more effectively. They proposed
to plant behind the fireplace and the existing wall on two sides. He noted it is a couple of
steps down from the street.

PUBLIC HEARING

There were no comments.

BOARD DISCUSSION

MOTION: In Case 2021-003461-HDRB, 459 Camino Manzano, Member Roybal
moved to approve as presented. The motion was seconded by Member
Guida.

Member Bienvenu asked if the motion should include that the demolition
criteria had been met.

Chair Rios thought because staff had recommended demolition it was
covered in the motion. Attorney Paez agreed it was captured, but could be
added as a finding.

Member Guida said as the second to the motion he would add that the
demolition criteria was met.

VOTE: The motion passed by unanimous (6-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and
none voting against.

3. Case 2021-003611-HDRB. 84 E. San Francisco. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. John Padilla, agent for Mark Suleiman, owner, proposes to
alter windows and doors on a non-contributing building. An exception is
requested to 14-5.2(E)(1)(c) to exceed the 30 inches in dimension on single
panes of glass. (Angela Schackel Bordegaray)
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STAFF REPORT

84 E. San Francisco is a non-contributing two-story commercial structure at the northeast
corner of Old Santa Fe Trail and East San Francisco Street which fronts E. San Francisco
Street and is west of the La Fonda Hotel in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
It was built between 1912 and 1930, remodeled in 1949 by John G. Meem, and underwent
window alterations on the north and east elevations in the 2000s. It is built in the Spanish-
Pueblo style. It has plate glass windows with divided lites. There is no portal across its
front. In 2000, the board approved a proposal to widen and lengthen the windows on the
north fagade and east facade. At that time, the board approved the window alterations
with the condition that the panes be divided lites, no larger than 30” in any dimension.
The current structure’s windows have no divided lite windows making them existing non-
conforming to the district standards.

The applicant proposes the following:

1. To remove and enlarge existing east elevation windows.

a. The existing width and height of the east elevation’s north end double
window measures 8 wide by 6’ high. The applicant wishes to replace this
window with a window that is 8’ wide by 10’ — 6” high. In effect, the window
length will extend 7” closer to the sidewalk. The window header will not
change. The existing opening’s bottom sill is in line with other window sills
along Old Santa Fe Trail. The applicant proposed to drop the sills to
approximately 7” above the sidewalk.

b. The existing width and height of the east elevation’s south end triple window
is 10’- 6” wide to 6’ high. The applicant proposes to replace the triple window
with a double window that is 10’ — 6” wide and 8’ high.

2. Replace existing single plate glass entry door and adjacent fixed glass window on
the north elevation with two glass doors. Existing glass door is 4’-6”and its adjacent
fixed glass is also 4’-6”. The proposal calls for two glass doors 6’ wide by 6’ by 6”
tall.

3. Remove the existing east end windows flanking the glass entry door on the north
elevation from 4” wide and 4’-6” tall and replace with windows measuring 6’ wide
and 8’ tall.

4. Replace the awnings on the east elevation in-kind without alteration to color, sizes
or locations. The existing awnings are black.

The applicant requests an exception is to Section 14-5.2(E)1(c): “Solid wall space is
always greater in any facade than window and door space combined. Single panes of
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glass larger than thirty (30) inches in any dimension are not permissible except as
otherwise provided in this section.”

Exception criteria applicant and staff responses are in the packet.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff did not find that the exception criteria have been met and did not recommend
approval of the application as it does not comply with 14-5.2(D) General Design
Standards for All H Districts and 14-5.2(D) Downtown and Eastside Historic District.

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF

Member Bienvenu asked to clarify what had happened in 2000. He understood
there was an approved application with conditions. He asked if the work failed to happen,
or if the windows were changed in 2000 but without the divided lites.

Ms. Bordegaray replied the windows were installed but the divided lites were never
installed.

Member Bienvenu asked if that was approved by staff, since it was not consistent
with the Board’s action.

Ms. Bordegaray explained staff doesn’t know the answer to that because there is
no record. She said the practice is to ensure it conforms and then it is passed in
inspection, but we don’'t know what happened here.

Member Bienvenu said it is both nonconforming under the Ordinance and in
addition doesn’t comply with the approval granted in 2000. There seems to be a
disagreement between staff and the applicant on the surrounding buildings. The
applicant included a lot of photographs about large plate glass windows in the Plaza.
However, the Staff Report indicated those are permitted because they are under portals.
He said that is true under the Ordinance, but doesn’t appear all of them are under portals.
He asked Ms. Bordegaray to address that.

Ms. Bordegaray replied the applicant provided photographs of surrounding
windows in that streetscape, some which have large plate glass windows, and some of
those are under a portal and many are under awnings. This case is about this structure
and the Code as it applies to this structure.

Member Bienvenu asked if known if the examples submitted by the applicant of
large plate glass windows not under portals, were permitted before or after the Ordinance
was passed in 1957.
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Ms. Bordegaray said she did not have a definitive answer from the records she
has.

Member Biedscheid said the Staff Report notes the current windows without
divided lites are existing nonconforming elements. She asked if part of the exception is
to address that nonconformity.

Ms. Bordegaray explained the request is to enlarge the windows. There is no
request on the divided lites.

Member Biedscheid asked Attorney Paez, when something is designated as
nonconforming, which the windows in this case appear, if they would not be permitted to
enlarge the windows or further enhance that nonconformity. The application appears to
do that and wondered how the nonconformity is being addressed.

Attorney Paez said Code makes a distinction between legal nonconforming
structures and those just non-conforming. Even in the case of legal nonconforming which
met the code at the time and no longer does, it is not allowed to increase the degree of
nonconformity. The variance provisions applied for zoning are more specific than the
exception provisions. Variance criteria is not typically applied to permit an increase. She
has not seen an exception required to increase nonconformity in the past. She wasn’t
sure that was appropriate.

Member Biedscheid clarified that the exception requested already covers the fact
that it is a nonconforming characteristic.

Attorney Paez said yes, the Ordinance specifically states that staff determines
which exceptions are required and identified in little paragraph (c) in regard to the window
to wall ratio and the width of single panes of glass.

Vice Chair Katz asked if Attorney Paez when saying a variance is not appropriate,
was saying even with a variance, the Board could not approve a proposal that increases
the non-conformity.

Attorney Paez said she was looking now at the non-conforming of the historic code.
Normally when looking at increasing non-conformities she is used to analyzing under the
framework of underlying zoning. Paragraph A(6) of the Historic Code says a building in
the district not meeting the standards for architectural style set forth, unless given special
approval by the Board for architectural or historic interest, or unless individually entered
in the State or National Register of Historic Properties, shall be considered non-
conforming. Except for repairs and maintenance required by law, no nonconforming
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building may be added to, or altered in any way, unless the proposed addition/alteration
will bring the whole to the degree of acceptable conformity to the Board.

Attorney Paez felt if the Board found the exception warranted to that architectural
style requirement identified, it would be appropriate to grant the exception, and that would
cure the nonconformity.

Vice Chair Katz asked if when saying “exception”, wasn’t the allowance of the
nonconformity very specific for historic.

Attorney Paez read, “A building in the historic district not meeting the standards
for architectural style, unless given special approval by the Board for architectural or
historic interest, shall be considered nonconforming.” She added this is considered
nonconforming. Something could be nonconforming even if not in line with architectural
design standards due to architectural and historic interests.

Vice Chair Katz referred to a picture of the Cathedral, and noted the buildings didn’t
have windows that go all the way to the ground. He asked if there was anything like that
in the streetscape.

Ms. Bordegaray said she took photographs all the way down the street and none
of them extend as far down to the sidewalk as this proposal.

Vice Chair Katz asked if the applicant could be made to comply with what was
conditioned with the approval of the windows previously.

Attorney Paez felt the Board could require that, but she viewed it as a request for
the Land Use Department to pursue as a Code Enforcement action.

Chair Rios clarified that she was saying Code Enforcement could do that, but the
Board could not enforce compliance for that.

Attorney Paez offered to look at the enforcement of the Land Use Code. She didn’t
recall seeing anything that gives the Board enforcement power. The Board could require
the same action in this case with the new proposal. It would be appropriate to deny other
changes given that that condition was not met.

Chair Rios said she couldn’t recall any downtown businesses that have divided
light windows. They all have big panel windows regardless of whether under a portal or
awning.
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Ms. Bordegaray replied there are some divided lite windows, it varies. She said
she is analyzing this property not the streetscape, but windows with divided lites are along
the streetscapes. The applicant included photographs in the packet, along Old Santa Fe
Trail in particular and the La Fonda Hotel has some large plate glass and divided lites as
well.

Member Roybal said most of the windows are large without divided lites. Also,
regarding enforcement, he didn’t know if these are the original owners. He asked if this
owner could be made to do something that was required of the previous owner 20 years
ago. He could not see divided lites on large plate glass windows downtown.

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION

John Padilla, PO Box 22986, Santa Fe, was sworn in. He said looking at the 2000
case he saw familiar names on the Board, including his own. This tenant, his client, has
been a tenant in the building for about four years. This was done with the previous owners
not this one. Also, he wanted to clarify there were two exceptions requested, but he has
only requested one exception for glazing larger than 30 inches. He wasn’t asking for
exceptions for the massing and fenestrations. The drawings shown by Ms. Bordegaray
with redlines and information were his calculations on massing, and openings and
fenestration are well below the 40% massing requirement, even with their modifications.

Ms. Bordegaray replied that staff had only reviewed the one exception for
exceeding 30 inches in dimension, but there were no other exceptions reviewed.

Mr. Padilla described the windows on the street noting the varied window both with
and without divided lights adjacent to the project. He noted the requirements for
openings-to-mass and that the project is below all requirements.

He stated he was aware when he was on the Board a condition of approval was
divided lite windows. The windows were installed but he did not know what happened,
and the current status is there is no division. The front elevation has a wrap limiting the
amount of glazing that can be seen. Once the vinyl wrap is removed, the height of the
existing windows are 6 feet tall. The wrap gives a narrower presentation space.

He was aware they are extending a nonconforming condition. He offered to
present an option to the Board either now or prior to their final deliberation.

Chair Rios said she preferred he present the option now.

Mr. Padilla said he was aware of the concern about follow-through. He and his
client discussed in regard to being denied or tabled this evening, the ability to provide
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divided lites in the windows and doors so they do not exceed the 30 inch dimension. He
asked that the Board consider that as a possible condition of approval.

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT

Vice Chair Katz asked if known whether the current owner is the same as the
tenant from 20 years ago.

Ms. Bordegaray said she couldn’t determine they are not the same. She did not
believe the owner had changed.

Mr. Padilla indicated in a number of the downtown structures, the tenants in them
are not the owners. He doesn’t know if his client was the tenant at the time.

Member Bienvenu noted that the application states it was submitted by Mr. Padilla
on behalf of the owner and the tenant. He asked to confirm that Mr. Padilla did not know
the owner.

Mr. Padilla replied his only contact and work has been with the current tenant, Mark
Suleman.

Member Bienvenu asked staff if permissible for the tenant to be the sole applicant
for the project without the owner’s involvement.

Attorney Paez replied that Land Use Code states, unless otherwise specified in
Chapter 14, “May be filed by a) the owner, or b) the owner’s authorized agent with written
authorization; c) a Land Use Board or d) the land-use director. She thought typically in a
landlord/tenant situation they have asked for authorization from the owner to the tenant.
Also, the tenant could also designate an agent. She said there may be another section
she is not aware of.

Mr. Schwab added he knows from practice that the application form includes space
for the owner to sign an affidavit and allows a representative to act on the owner’s behalf.

Member Bienvenu thought it would be strange to have the tenant requesting
approval without the owner’s consent to do this on their behalf. He thought the Board
should have written authorization in every case.

He said regarding the divided lites, that is a far preferable solution. Only two
properties shown are similar to this with windows from sidewalk to lintels, and the one on
Don Gaspar doesn’t really relate. Also, it isn’t relevant about the inside floor since the
importance from staff’'s perspective was how close this is to the sidewalk in comparison
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to others on the Plaza. He thought the divided lites would ameliorate the problem
significantly.

PUBLIC HEARING

Stefanie Beninato, previously sworn, said she agreed with a lot of what Member
Bienvenu said. A lot has to do with the harmony of the streetscape and almost no other
windows go to the sidewalk. It isn’'t in harmony with the area. She said if they do allow
the window to go to the sidewalk level, having divided lights will make it more acceptable.
She thought regardless the Board should require divided lites.

BOARD DISCUSSION

Vice Chair Katz said he couldn’t see how to proceed without authorization from the
owner. It may be the owner may not want the Board looking at why the conditions of
approval were not followed and incurring enforcement.

Member Bienvenu commented it is a problem that procedure was not followed,
and the Board needs written consent from the owner.

MOTION: In Case 2021-003611-HDRB. 84 E. San Francisco, Member Bienvenu
moved to postpone until written consent by the owner is put into record.

Member Katz asked if Member Bienvenu would consider a motion to
dismiss because this as not properly before the Board.

Member Bienvenu said he felt staff could point the need for written consent
out to the owner. He presumed this was an oversight on the part of the
owner. Either the owner consents or he does not, and this is now in the
applicant’s hands to get written authorization.

Vice Chair Katz seconded the motion.

VOTE: The motion passed by majority (5-1) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid,
Bienvenu, Guida, Katz and Larson voting in favor and Member Roybal
voting against.

Ms. Bordegaray asked for clarification for staff.

Member Bienvenu said his motion is to postpone unless and until there is
written consent from the owner.
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MOTION:

VOTE:

Mr. Padilla asked clarification if postponed to a specific date or when they
have the information.

Chair Rios explained when he has the information ready, and the owner has
authorized the project.

Mr. Padilla asked the deadline for the next agenda.
Ms. Bordegaray replied tomorrow at 11 a.m.

Chair Rios explained if Mr. Padilla could get everything to Ms. Bordegaray
by tomorrow at 11 a.m. this could be heard at the next hearing.

Ms. Bordegaray said tomorrow is the deadline for the hearing on June 22",

Mr. Schwab noted there is opportunity to postpone to a date certain and get
around that deadline since it is just about a signature. The materials and
the staff reports do not have to be redone.

Attorney Paez said that is correct, but the current status of the case is an
approved motion and a final action. A Board member could move to
reconsider that vote, and if successful a new motion could postpone to a
date certain.

Member Bienvenu said he was fine with making a motion to a date certain.
In Case 2021-003611-HDRB. 84 E. San Francisco, Member Bienvenu
moved to reconsider his prior motion. The motion was seconded by
Member Roybal.

The motion passed by unanimous (6-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and
none voting against.

Mr. Padilla thought he could provide the authorization before 11 tomorrow.

Mr. Schwab said a postponing to a date certain; the packet wouldn’t change
substantially.

Ms. Bordegaray said she would need to verify the affidavit by tomorrow.
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MOTION:

VOTE:

Mr. Padilla said the only thing changing is the application form and he could
provide that by 11 a.m.

Chair Rios said the packet and affidavit are due at 11 o’clock because they
will now have divided lites.

Mr. Padilla confirmed the only two changes were the affidavit and the
elevation showing the divided lights in the packet.

Ms. Bordegaray explained that means the application is changing. She
would need to verify the authorization and the plans for the packet that have
changed. The practicality of going to date certain is she must have all of
the changes to the application and to the packet.

Chair Rios said the motion as discussed will be made to a date certain.
They have discussed that Mr. Padilla will submit everything required to Ms.
Bordegaray by 11 tomorrow. She suggested Ms. Bordegaray and Mr.
Padilla communicate to ensure things go in the right direction.

In Case 2021-003611-HDRB. 84 E. San Francisco, Member Bienvenu
moved to postpone to June 8, 2021. The motion was seconded by Member
Roybal.

The motion passed by unanimous (6-0) roll call vote with Members
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and
none voting against.

Member Katz asked staff to research whether the current owner is the same
as the owner in 2000, and if so, what action could be taken for
noncompliance of the last approval.

Ms. Bordegaray said staff could do that.

l. DISCUSSION ITEMS

Attorney Paez presented a PowerPoint on Ethics and Open Government. She

reviewed:

The Open Meetings Act (OMA)

Ensuring that formation of public policy and conduct of government business
occurs in a forum open to the public. She noted City Code encourages public
comment.
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e Inspection of Public Records Act (IPRA)

Creates a procedure and enforcement mechanism to ensure that people can
gain access to public records. The information provided and exceptions were
reviewed, what records are considered public and the custodial duties.

e The City of Santa Fe Code of Ethics

The City’s Code of Ethics applies to public officials acting in a quasi-judicial
capacity. The policy was reviewed including the conflicts of interest, and
meeting procedures and standards.

e The procedures for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings and City Rules & Robert’s
Rules

The procedures and Roberts Rules were discussed including the process for
motions, debates of motions, voting, motions to reconsider, points of order,
customary actions such as a friendly amendment, where to find answers to
questions.

J. MATTERS FROM THE BOARD
Chair Rios said she was going to being out for both meetings in June.
Vice Chair Katz indicated he would be available.

K. NEXT MEETING: Tuesday, June 8, 2021

L. ADJOURN
Chair Rios adjourned the meeting at approximately 9:54 pm,

Approved by:

Cecilia Rios, Chair
Submitted by:

I me 19 Bano

Melissa Byers, Stenographer
For Byers Organizational Support Services
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City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #2021-3387-HDRB

Address — 220 Otero Street

Agent’s Name — Architectural Alliance
Owner/Applicant’s Name — Otero Partners, LLC

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing
on May 25, 2021.

BACKGROUND

220 Otero Street is a property with two Territorial Revival style buildings which were
reviewed by the Board for historic status in 2017. The Applicant proposes to remodel the property
so that it may serve as a hotel. In April 2021, the Board approved a design that required exceptions
to alter the contributing McKee Office Building and to build a free-standing casita. The Board
postponed a decision on the proposed addition to the noncontributing garage and annex building,
requesting redesign.

The noncontributing annex building (caretaker’s residence) and garage are located to the
northeast of the office building. The building is approximately 3,054 square feet and is built in the
Territorial Revival style. Additions to the building have Territorial Revival details. The residence
and the garage were once separate buildings. They may have been joined together in the 1980s.
The second story addition was also added in the 1980s, and the doors and windows were replaced
at that time as well. This building, formerly two buildings, has undergone a great degree of change
over the course of its history, although an attempt has been made to create continuity between it
and the office building through the Territorial Revival character noted on the building.

At this hearing, the Applicant returned to the Board with a revised design. The Applicant
proposes to add 12,784 square feet to the existing 2,971 square foot of the garage and annex
building. Square footages given are for the footprint and include portals and heated space. The
garage and annex is an existing two-story structure, and the proposed addition is also two stories.
The height of the addition will be 24°-0” which is 10” lower than the existing height of the existing
garage and annex.

The Applicant presented the following revisions from the previous application considered
on April 13, 2021:
1. The hallway between units #202 and #203 on the second floor is now an open breezeway
with a lower roofline to break up the length of the building.
2. The portal at units #105 and #205 was widened and shortened to accommodate a chair.
Stone was added at the portals of units #107 and #207.
4. The south facade of units #110 and #210, near the west walkway to the existing main
building, has been relocated so that it is 17°-6” to the north of the walkway, to open up the
view of the main building from Washington Ave.

(98]



5.

6.

The south portal of units #110 and #210 near the west walkway to the existing main
building has been moved 3°-0” to the north and reduced to a single-story structure.
The total heated square footage was reduced by 1,882 square feet.

The Applicant proposed the following finishes for all structures:

Stucco will be Sto “Suede.”

Window and door cladding, facia, metal columns, and railings will be Pella “Iron Ore.”
Paint color for existing brick on the McKee Office Building and the garage and annex will
be Sherwin Williams “Utaupeia.”

New brick coping will be Kenney Brick “Charcoal and Chocolate Blend.”

Areas with stone veneer will be “Suede Rubble.”

FINDINGS OF FACT

After conducting a public hearing and having heard from the Applicant and all interested

persons, the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

1.

Land Use Department Staff conducted a preliminary zoning review (“PZR”) and
determined that the Application appears to meet the underlying zoning standards set forth
in the Santa Fe City Code (“SFCC”).

Historic Preservation Division Staff reviewed the Application and related materials and
information submitted by the Applicant for conformity with applicable SFCC requirements
and provided the Board with a written report of its findings (“Staff Report™), which
evaluates the factors relevant to the Application.

. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended approval of the

application and found that it complies with SFCC Sections 14-5.2(D), General Design
Standards for All Historic Districts; and 14-5.2(E), Downtown and Eastside Design
Standards.

The project is subject to the requirements and general design standards set forth in SFCC
Section 14-5.2(D), General Design Standards.

The property is located in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District and is subject to
the district design standards set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(E).

Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-d & 1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-
b), 14-5.2(C)(4), 14-5.2(C)(5), and 14-5.2(D), the Board has authority to review, approve,
with or without conditions, or deny, all or some of the Applicant’s proposed design to
assure overall compliance with applicable design standards.

Under SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(3)(b), the Board has the authority to approve an application
for alteration or new construction on the condition that changes relating to exterior
appearance recommended by the Board be made in the proposed work, and no permit is to
issue until new drawings or documentation, satisfactory to the Board, have been submitted.
The information contained in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the testimony and evidence
submitted at the hearing, establishes that all applicable requirements for Board review as
herein described have been met.

The information contained in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the testimony and evidence
submitted at the hearing, establishes that all applicable design criteria have been met.

Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law — Remodel or New Construction
Case #2021-3387-HDRB
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

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

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

2. The Board approves the Application, as recommended by Staff.

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS 8" DAY of JUNE 2021, BY THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS
REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

Chair Date
FILED:
Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic Date
City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

z June 8, 2021
Sally A. Paez Date

Assistant City Attorney

Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law — Remodel or New Construction
Case #2021-3387-HDRB
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City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #2021-003641-HDRB

Address — 459 Camino Manzano
Agent’s Name — Martinez Architecture Studio
Owner/Applicant’s Name — Carolyn Kenny and Craig Smith

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing

on May 25, 2021.

BACKGROUND

459 Camino Manzano is a single-family residential structure constructed in a Spanish

Pueblo Revival Style with noncontributing status to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District.
Dating from the 1930s, it has seen heavy renovations, so that almost nothing of the historic
structure is visible. To the west of the house is a freestanding carport from the 1990s consisting of
a stuccoed wall, round wood supporting posts, and a flat roof with vigas.

At this hearing, the Applicant proposed the following items:

1.

Demolish the existing carport and construct a 565 square foot garage to a height of 13 feet.
The maximum allowable building height is 14 feet 8 inches. The stucco will be El Rey
“Pueblo”, the same as the existing house, and the windows will be turquoise to match the
house as well. The garage door will be stained a natural wood color. Small wooden gates
with natural color stain will connect the inner and outer garden areas;

Construct a freestanding kiva fireplace in the front garden of the house; and

Construct a new front gate of wood, colored turquoise to match the house doors and with
a stucco frame.

FINDINGS OF FACT

After conducting a public hearing and having heard from the Applicant and all interested

persons, the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

1.

Land Use Department Staff conducted a preliminary zoning review (“PZR”) and
determined that the Application appears to meet the underlying zoning standards set forth
in the Santa Fe City Code (“SFCC”).

Historic Preservation Division Staff reviewed the Application and related materials and
information submitted by the Applicant for conformity with applicable SFCC requirements
and provided the Board with a written report of its findings (“Staff Report™), which
evaluates the factors relevant to the Application.

Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended that the
demolition should be approved because staff found that the demolition standards in SFCC
Section 14-3.14(G)(1) had been met. Staff recommended approval of the other aspects of
the proposed project and found that the application complies with SFCC Sections 14-




5.2(D), General Design Standards for all Historic Districts; and 14-5.2(E), Downtown and
Eastside Design Standards.

4. The project is subject to the requirements and general design standards set forth in SFCC
Section 14-5.2(D), General Design Standards.

5. The property is located in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District and is subject to
the district design standards set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(E).

6. In determining whether to grant an application for demolition in an historic district, the
Board must consider and balance three factors set forth in SFCC Section 14-3.14(G)(1):
“(a) Whether the structure is of historical importance; (b) Whether the structure for which
demolition is requested is an essential part of a unique street section or block front and
whether this street section or block front will be reestablished by a proposed structure; and
(c) The state of repair and structural stability of the structure under consideration.”

7. The Board agrees with Staff’s recommendation concerning the application of the
demolition factors and finds that the factors weigh in favor of granting the demolition
request for the reasons set forth in the Staff Report and exhibits.

8. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-d & 1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-
b), 14-5.2(C)(4), 14-5.2(C)(5), and 14-5.2(D), the Board has authority to review, approve,
with or without conditions, or deny, all or some of the Applicant’s proposed design to
assure overall compliance with applicable design standards.

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

10. The information contained in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the testimony and evidence
submitted at the hearing, establishes that all applicable requirements for Board review as
herein described have been met.

11. The information contained in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the testimony and evidence
submitted at the hearing, establishes that all applicable design criteria have been met.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

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

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

2. The Board approves the demolition request, as recommended by Staff.

3. The Board approves the Application, as recommended by Staff.

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS 8" DAY of JUNE 2021, BY THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS
REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

Chair Date

Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law — Remodel or New Construction
Case #2021-003461-HDRB
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FILED:

Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic Date
City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

2 June 8, 2021
Sally A. Paez Date
Assistant City Attorney

Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law — Remodel or New Construction
Case #2021-003461-HDRB
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City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #2021-3609-HDRB

Address — 816 Camino Atalaya
Agent’s Name — Colleen Gavin
Owner/Applicant’s Name — Jill and Ray Weeks

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing

on May 25, 2021.

BACKGROUND

816 Camino Atalaya is a vacant lot at the end of Camino Atalaya to the north of an existing

residence at 819 Camino Atalaya, adjacent to the School for Advance Research (SAR). The
existing house and the vacant lot share the driveway along the west side of the property.
The proposal consists of the following elements.

1.

New construction of a single-story 2,971 square foot building on a 21,118 square foot lot
in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. It will have rounded massing, stepped at various levels
to accommodate site slope, which descends to the north toward the arroyo. The height of
proposed residence ranges from 13°-5” to 18’-4” where the maximum allowable height is
18’-8”. The new building will feature low buttresses at its corners and two portals with
fireplaces. The portals will have wooden posts, beams, and exposed vigas, stained medium
brown. Windows and doors will be a combination of wood and steel. Proposed wood
windows will have divided lights and will be stained in a medium brown hue. Steel
windows will be finished in an oil-rubbed bronze matte paint finish. All doors will be wood.

Two courtyards with low 2°-6” to 4°-6” high stuccoed walls at the south and west
elevations. A 6’ coyote fence is proposed along a section west property line. Yard walls
will include about 3’ retaining walls.

Hardscaping, planters, pathways, and steps will not be publicly visible.

Reconfigure the existing parking by shifting the parking area to east/west and install a
vehicular gate. The vehicular gate will stained wood with stuccoed pilasters and metal
hardware. The gate will not exceed 3°- 5” high; pilasters will be 4’-8” in height. The
proposed gate will be located approximately 30” from the street.

Eight low profile skylights are proposed.

Exterior walls and portals will be finished in El Rey “Adobe” cementitious stucco and
natural stone veneer.



FINDINGS OF FACT

After conducting a public hearing and having heard from the Applicant and all interested

persons, the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

1.

10.

Land Use Department Staff conducted a preliminary zoning review (“PZR”) and
determined that the Application appears to meet the underlying zoning standards set forth
in the Santa Fe City Code (“SFCC”).

Historic Preservation Division Staff reviewed the Application and related materials and
information submitted by the Applicant for conformity with applicable SFCC requirements
and provided the Board with a written report of its findings (“Staff Report™), which
evaluates the factors relevant to the Application.

. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended approval of the

proposed project and found that it complies with SFCC Sections 14-5.2(D), General Design
Standards for all Historic Districts; and 14-5.2(E), Downtown and Eastside Design
Standards.

The project is subject to the requirements and general design standards set forth in SFCC
Section 14-5.2(D), General Design Standards.

The property is located in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District and is subject to
the district design standards set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(E).

The Applicant proposes to construct a new building.

Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-d & 1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-
b), 14-5.2(C)(4), 14-5.2(C)(5), and 14-5.2(D), the Board has authority to review, approve,
with or without conditions, or deny, all or some of the Applicant’s proposed design to
assure overall compliance with applicable design standards.

Under SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(3)(b), the Board has the authority to approve an application
for alteration or new construction on the condition that changes relating to exterior
appearance recommended by the Board be made in the proposed work, and no permit is to
issue until new drawings or documentation, satisfactory to the Board, have been submitted.
The information contained in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the testimony and evidence
submitted at the hearing, establishes that all applicable requirements for Board review as
herein described have been met.

The information contained in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the testimony and evidence
submitted at the hearing, establishes that all applicable design criteria have been met.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimony submitted during the

hearing, the Board acted upon the Application as follows:

1. The Board has the authority to review and approve the Application.
2. The Board approves all items as set forth in the Application, as recommended by Staff.

Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law — Remodel or New Construction
Case #2021-003609-HDRB
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IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS 8" DAY of JUNE 2021, BY THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS
REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

Chair

FILED:

Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

W‘w’d

Sally A. Paez
Assistant City Attorney

Date

Date

June 8, 2021
Date

Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law — Remodel or New Construction

Case #2021-003609-HDRB
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June 7, 2021

803 Camino Atalaya
Santa Fe, NM 87505
505-577-1176
Ibdajax@aol.com

Historic Districts Review Board, c/o Nicole Thomas
200 Lincoln Ave.

Santa Fe

NM 87501

To the Historic Districts Review Board,

My wife, Laura Chancellor, and |, Larry Archibald,wish to comment on the
upcoming proposed approval for Case #2021-3609-HDRB, concerning a new home at
816 Camino Atalaya.

We are residents at 803 Camino Atalaya, immediately adjacent to 816, and have been
since 1986. Our home, designed by John Gaw Meem and built in 1928, was referenced
several times in the presentation made by Jenkins Gavin, Inc.

We have two objections to the about-to-be-approved project. Our first objection is that
the notification sign for the H Styles meeting on May 25™ of this year was posted in a
place on Camino Atalaya, where it is very difficult to see. The subject property is the last
house on a dead-end street, and the location of the sign was set back from the edge of
Camino Atalaya by some 24 feet, where it was partially obscured by vegetation.

This almost guaranteed that no one would see the notification sign unless one already
knew it was there and was looking for it. This is hard to understand, given that the
property has many locations much closer to Camino Atalaya — some are literally at the
edge of Camino Atalaya -- where the sign would have been very easy to see, as have been
other notification signs on our street.

The result of this sign location is that we had no knowledge of the meeting taking place
on May 25", nor did we know that there were new owners of the property, nor did we
know that any construction was planned for either 819 Camino Atalaya or 816 Camino
Atalaya.

Our second objection concerns the siting of the new home at 816 Camino Atalaya. There
is a very healthy, approximately 80-year-old, Ponderosa Pine tree, some 60 to 70 feet tall,
situated within 3.5 feet of the property line between 803 and 816 Camino Atalaya. The
proposed siting of the new home situates one of its walls at 5.5 feet to the east of our
shared property line, The branches of the tree, which are a reasonable estimate of the
distance its roots extend from its trunk, extend 8 to 9 feet into the property at 816 Camino
Atalaya.



The trenching for the footings for the new walls pose a great risk of cutting or otherwise
harming this tree’s roots, and the concrete work that takes place at the footings, and in the
immediate proximity of the house, also poses a significant risk to the tree. Such concrete
work right next to an existing tree is well known to cause tree death in many cases. In
addition, the tree poses real danger to the new house, particularly if the tree dies.

Our request is that the new home at 816 Camino Atalaya be moved 15 feet to the east so
as to protect the historic tree located at the eastern property line of 803 Camino Atalaya.
There appears to be sufficient room to the east on the lot to accommodate such a move.

Respectfully,

Larry Archibald
Laura Chancellor
505-577-1176
505-577-7837












City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-003668--HDRB
Project Description:

Project Location(s): 848 DON CUBERO AVE
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:

Property Owner: Mary L Ellis ellis.lou990@gmail.com

Historic District: HD: Don Gaspar Area

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: No
Publicly Visible Facade-South: No

Publicly Visible Facade-West: No
Historic District Inventory Number:
Year of Construction: ca. 1928
Project Type: Historic Status Review

Historic Building Name:
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June 8, 2021

Historic Districts Review Board Members

Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case # 2020-003368-HDRB Address: 848 Don Cubero Avenue
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Don Gaspar Area

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

Other: [list other attachments]
Otbher: [list other attachments]

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

1. Staff recommends designating the south and east facades of the main house as primary.
2. Staff recommends retaining the Contributing status of the garage
3. Staff recommends designating the east fagade of the garage as primary.




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

848 Don Cubero Avenue is a single family residential structure and a garage to the rear, both
built in a Spanish Pueblo Revival Style in around 1928, and both with contributing status. The
applicant requests primary fagade designation.

The main house is constructed of adobe and stuccoed over. It faces east to the public street and
has an entry portal on this front facade. Prior to 1992 an addition was constructed in the rear. The
windows are from 1992 and one window opening was increased downwards (window 5 on the
south fagade) at that time or thereafter. Prior to 1992 an addition was constructed in the rear. In
the opinion of staff, its character-defining features are the east-facing portal as well as the
stepped parapet and the rhythm of the window openings on the south facade.

The accessory structure, a former garage, is constructed of pen tile. In 1992 it still retained its
historic wooden garage doors with a lintel. These were replaced with double hung windows and
a wooden pedestrian door, however the lintel may be the original. It appears to have been
stuccoed at around the same time. Despite changes in the openings, its history as a garage,
including its original massing and the garage-door lintel, are character-defining and legible.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003368-HDRB
Page 2 of 2
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May 11, 2021
wa I l<l N % {:151’1
Daniel Schwab
Historic Review
City of Santa Fe
200 Lincoln Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87504

RE:848 Don Cubero
Status Review

Dear Daniel,

On behalf of my client, Lou Ellis, | request a status review by the HDRB

505 930-1149 of her property at 848 Don Cubero at the meeting on June 8, 2021. In
willwfd@gmail.com particular we would like the board to designate the Primary Facade(s)
488c Arroyo Tenorio of the residence and consider the status of the accessory

Santa Fe New Mexico structure(former garage) separate from the residence.
87505

In this submittal | provide:

eNarrative of the history of the property and buildings
«Site plan
«Notated photos

«Documents from the Historic Division files concerning this property
that you provided to me

Please feel free to call or email me with any questions or comments
about this application. | will be present at the HDRB on behalf of the
owner for this status review.

Slncere}y

DN

Will McDonald


mailto:will@walkingfishdesign.com

e ®
N
Cityoff Samta e, Nevw Mestico

P.O. Box 909, 200 Lincoln Ave., §7504-0909

Sam Pick, Mayor

Councilors: Isaac J. Pino, City Manager Councilors:
Larry A. Delgado, Dist. 1 Carlos A. Gallegos, Dist. 3
Debbie Jaramillo, Dist. 1 Frank Montaiio, Dist. 3
Bemie Beenhouwer, Dist. 2 Peso Chavez, Dist. 4
Ouida MacGregor, Dist. 2 Phil Griego, Mayor Pro Tem
Case #H 92-35 Meeting Date March 23, 1992 Dist. 4
Project Address 848 Don Cubero Avenue District_ Don Gaspar
Agent Richard Sahlin Address__ 328 Staab Street Phone_ 982-3732
owner Bobby Fleming address 815 Allendale Phone 984-8036
PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADES: ( ) NORTH ( ) SOUTH (X) EAST ( ) WEST
HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE: NUMBER 607 AREA No. 10 AGE__c. 1928
( ) SIGNIFICANT (X) CONTRIBUTING ( ) NON-CONTRIBUTING
(X) SURVEY SHEET ATTACHED ( ) SURVEY SHEET NOT AVAILABLE ( ) NOT SURVEYED

APPROVAL REQUIREMENTS: ( ) NEW CONSTRUCTION ( ) EXTERIOR RENOVATION

( ) DEMOLITION ( ) BASAL SQUARE FOOTAGE

PROPOSAL: . Wholesale window and door replacement, restucco.

BOARD ACTION
This is to certify that the Historic Design 'Review Board at their meeting on

March 23, 1992 , acted on the above referenced case. The decision of the Board was

to ( ) approve, (v¥ conditionally approve, ( ) table, ( ) deny your request. You shall
make part of your Building Permit application any conditions imposed by the Board which are
listed as follows:

That all wood windows be double hung, with tru divided lightes. with @ three (3) over

one (1) configuration to match the existing window units as closely as possihle

For further information please call 984-6657.

Sincerely,

M érmlm\/ia/(/

ary“Grzeskowiak
Urban Design Review Specialist

NOTE: HDRB APPROVALS EXPIRE ONE (1) YEAR AFTER THE DATE OF DECISION. RENEWALS OF SUCH
DECISIONS ARE AVAILABLE FOR ONE (1) ADDITIONAL YEAR UPON REQUEST. (SFCC 1987, SECTION 7-1.6
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DATE: March 23, 1992
TO: Historic Design Review Board Members
FROM: Mary Grzeskowiak, Urban Design Review Specialist

- v v - v ow " . - o~ o - - -~y - " .- o o s o o A S > oy o A nw - oy oy oy o - o -~

CASE #H-_ 92-35 ADDRESS 848 DON CUBERO AVENUE

-
Clity oft Saunta 1Re, Newy Miestico

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Chronolodicallv):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS
_X case Synopsis __ X Pproposal Letter
_X__ District Guidelines __X__ Vicinity Map
_X state Historical Survey Sheet _ X site Plan/Floor Plan
_____ Minutes of __ X Photographs
Other _X__ Elevations
Other

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

‘The attached proposal includes the wholesale replacement of the
' existing multi-lite wood windows and their replacement with one-
- over—-one double hung windows. Though not required in this historic

"district, snap-in muntins may be applied at a later date. The
proposal also calls for exterior restuccoing in an earth-tone
color.

While the proposal appears to meet the current design requirements
of the Don Gaspar Historic District, staff has concerns regarding
the wholesale replacement of the historic window units.

—

~
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P.0. Box 909, 200 Lincoln Ave, 87504-0909 984-6700

DON GASPAR HISTORIC DISTRICT DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS

CASE SYNOPSIS SECTION 3-29D-3, SFCC 1981
CASE N0. 42-3%5 PROJECT LOCATION §4% Don Lebers Ape

PUBLICLY VISIBLE: N () S (/) E («J w ()

1. MATERIALS/COLORS: Applicable (v Not Applicable ( )

a. Exterior Wall Materials é+ﬁ4k27 -
b. Color Wv{/{?WWYA/
b . - y
C. Accents WW”W 'M/,'{Db(/ Wﬂ@( SF Phes
1

U
Complies (V6/ Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:

2. ROOFS: Applicable ( ) Not Applicable ( )
a. Roof Type and Slope fﬂbf
Complies(“j/ Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:

3. SOLAR FEATURES: Applicable ( ) Not Applicable (v~

a. Energy Conserving Strategies

b. Screening Methods

Complies ( ) Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:

4. EQUIPMENT: Applicable ( ) Not Applicable (~)

a. Type of Equipment

b. Screening Methods

Complies ( ) Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:




S. WALLS/FENCES: Applicable ( ) Not Applicable (v

Complies ( ) Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:

6. GREENHOUSES: Applicable ( ) .  Not Applicable (LY

a. Method of Integration

Complies ( ) Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:

7. FRONT YARDS: Applicable ( ) Not Applicable (v

a. Parking

b. Landscaping

Complies ( ) Does Not Comply ( )

Staff Comments:

8. REZONING: Applicable ( ) Not Applicable («

FE I3 33363 3k 3 I 36 33 3T I e I DI 0 3 3 I I I M6 0 O

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD ACTION

Approved ( ) Deny ( ) Table ( ) Conditionally Approved C>{

CONDITIONS:
32392
ol s d coeedd Ox nd A A&QatéLQ“>£¥SLl
Rostse  fame oo dadd bg/dy o t7l
NHRD ) nAAxeKLGL4£}J>4kJL~Q&ﬁJK




$991

*POOM UM 301297109 St Sumarery €
3001 31 Jo 33p3 ap way yoeq Jumag @
Sadeedop Susrey (1)

Spomam JuLmofjoy 9q £Q pousams q [reys
1wswdinbo rejos *s5%id s1qnd 19110 30 *Aem 133ms onqnd Aure wog mata BYM POMOfE §1
s3sodind Sunsaqjos £813us 3100 30 *‘ured 15301P *swoos uspres ‘sasnoquas ‘530199105 Jj05
13410 Jo sjfem aquion 0 s[rem 3uiey Inos Lo seare Poze|3 381e] jo 9sn ayy, pa3emoous
st sai3arens Buiasasuod pue 2unasjioo AS1aus 1oyi0 PU® rejos jo asn aq) o)

"PAmOTe 10u axe 53001 JtjoqiadAY 30 arerd paprog ‘pomorre
a1 53001 paddiy put *pays “pajqes “teyy 01 paiuny sou 1nq Supnou suuoj ooy °g

“UOTEPUMNITIIOIAL AJOSIAPE U J0J PIBOq Stz Ao ap
O} pasiajal 2q Avw pue pouruiad are 19moq ‘sTempy ponqyosd sy sullis sz Suiprmg Susn
30 ‘susaned aannadas pjoq tawm 3o $193335 remnomizads Jo Sumsatre sasnes T¥Y) 30100 ® MM
sBurping jo Sunund sy ‘S[BLATA [TeM JOUNXI ST PIsn 9q J0U TeUs 21310000 poocsomsun
40 1301q 91315009 pacoomsun pue sse3 pasoumm ‘sjaued mow ‘Sumprs WIURINLY “STeLIwm
I[em JOU2NXD SE Pasn aq [Teys poom 1o ‘sucs ‘¥21q ‘03oms *yo01q dumig v

‘PogsTIOWIp
J0 ‘pasaire ‘pa5>u2 are 2o%d srqnd 191710 30 ‘Avm 9vans o__n:aaq-ﬂoaio?uzn:na

133(qns gbﬁgngtggxuébﬁxﬁggg
[MMonas Buimoljo) o mim SoUNNAWOD SpavPUEIS PG gopepr

(z-Q62-€§ ‘1861 D045 ‘7§ *L+-€861# "RO) "vOISIAT Sumnrmyd
4319 3 U1 poredo] dww [¥I3Y50 9 UO UMOYS S¥ U (p] eid 395) V. NqIXT $¥ 00195 Afiry
ST 13y paresodiooul pue o1azsy paysene dem 31 UO UMOYS 1 YOMM 1NSTP SLIOISTY ware
Jedsen uoq sy paysquiss Aqasy si WML PAHSGEIST PG 2°CLep]

(1-Q62-€§ *I1861 DS ‘1§ ‘Ly-£8614# PIO) 1051 ootsTY wary vdser)
uod. 34! 5¥ P PUT UMOUY 3 [[RYS UORDS SIYL IPIL MOYS  [°ELep]

"LOIYLSIA DTYOLSIH YAV AVISYD NOA €L-p1

*T ebed

‘pejeinbox osTv ®iv 810700 {pPOOM 10 BUO3S ‘YOFaq
‘ooon3s oq 3Isnm s[eTI9jem [IPM IOTI83XE - sesnoyusaib sserbaeqy]
pajebnizoo o0 of3serd perrox pue {jJusmdynbe Teojueyosm 0 aeyos
doj-joox pauseiosun !8Joox ejetd pepioj !STTYA 938I0UCD cowou:u-::
10 Tejew ‘wnuiwnie :8°¢ Yons sjuswer® 3ITqTyoxd seop 3T ‘IeAemON
*9TA38 TeanjoejTyoae aernoriavd Aue esxynbex jou saop souRuUIpIO WY
‘eTA38 073STI9]ORIVYD SUO BARY 30U S80pP JOTIISTP SIY3 esneoeqg

dex
*30u X0 Ofq¥sTA AToyTand ®aw jeys ’(SI070O 0Don3s puw Huyjufe

qusuuzuuwﬂ Mouoounnoc ‘seousj/syiem  Huypnyouy) saanjoniys
snosueTieost pue subys SMETA®X OSTR 3FJeas ‘eAoqe peuofjueM.

se ‘Saan3ioniys pejoox ITATSTA ATSTIANT 30U smotAel JJe3s

‘98IN30NIJ}S PR JOOX
3O uoT3jrowep pue Suylepowsl ‘SUCTITPPR ‘UOTIRAOCUSI ’UOTIONIISUOD

meu se uyons ‘sjoe(oxd SIATITA AIDIIANA  smefaex pavog

(L991 - 99T *s8bd £,86T 00dS ‘S°CL-¥T 03 T°EL-PT UOT3O8S)

ISTYISIA STUOIOIH VXUV qVaSVD Nod  °v



(6-Q6T-5 1861 DS 15§ 'Ly-£861# PIO) W Mruommemuiozu; e v Sunsom semsas
XU n_ﬂgBoﬁsn—nﬁuebggggguﬁ ‘MIAN
341 01 pouBsse s votsIAp 2t 4Q POl q [[¥s 4orgm Jo v ‘Snnqns pasmbas s Jo
;ﬂs?.ﬁ&.ﬁi&ééasgg:gxgﬂﬁt
4o ‘reacuddestp ‘raciddy vowsiarp Surnmmid o £q pamanar aq regs STRUNDQnS pasmbas

- PUR SI0133(109 J¥|0S PUT *535U3) *STTEM JO UORIRNSIP J0 LOEIN[E ‘UonIAL 20} suonreonjddy

UOPENSIUIWPY 15101031100 JvjoS  isaduag ispEm §CL-p1

A INTNACTAAIA ANV

I

(+~Q62-€§ ‘1861 DDS 'v§ ‘Ly-£861# PIO) 1910SIp JuoISTY vare Jedsen vog o o1

- d1qvandde spew Aqasay are £861 DDAS OL'0L-+1 YSnom 0 'OL-p1 ‘8°0L-p1 "L'OLt1 '9°0L

t1P°0LF1 'T'OL-¥T ‘'1°0L-pl suousdsqng sudig 531npadosg PELePl

(€-A6Z-€§ ‘1861 DDS *c§ *Ly-£861# 'PIO)

. . 201 JEORA

® uo Surpping v Junonnsucs 31 18P 2 Jo 9A1s ermsayare o o1 TIojUod O Jo Surprmq

Sunsixa s jo LS resmommyare o urmuTem 01 juanul e pue Suppred 19a08-1J0 1uatoysns
J0 32u3pIAd apiaaid [reys sieorjdde e Suruozas Kuw Jo uonrpuod ¢ sy ‘1

‘Sunpred 19305-10 305 pasn aq [reys pred 1oy pasmbas ou
put *padeaspuey 5q 01 pannbas are spreA 1wy 1-D PAUOZ $351 105 304 'Y

iuB?ﬁﬁBxﬂaovvgc:nuSugm
1l 3 Ul pamoire Jou st Supyred 1o areydse ynm Suiacd ‘sasn renuspisas 304 ‘D :

Teuod
10 yazod ap Jo sdeys iy umnuTem reys soqruod Jo s3yatod pasojaus way spvw sasnoyudsad
341 pue Spud 3yl 1¢ PARIYOWIQ 3q [eys sIpis Junuers Mim sasnoyuIasn  panqiyosd
$1133:8 51 U0 Ju0Y ITY sasNOYUIS JuTpumIs-33y 30 PayIENE JO admpms [etnNxs M 20§
anseid pafjar 3o ssei3 13qy porednuos jo asn ay), T9Y3-0r-uea] ¥ Juniavy tep soqTes vonIppe
dAnueisqns ¥ 3utaq jo 3o SUIPQING oy Jo armudnns onn paresBann Suraq Jo souwreadde
317 318 [eys 193n5 S VO JUOY I SISNOYUSALS poYoRmYy “sasnoyusdln |
*20¢1d 2qnd 29100 30 *Aem “13ams anqnd Aue WO MI1A U1 10U ST 35U3J JO [TRM M AIYM
1d20x3 *panqiyosd are sTeusivm reqras o ‘UM 1D AUT-UTEYD *9AIHU0D PIOISMSTUN JO
SIEAL "PIMOTE aJ% S[Te 1201q duon(s pire $39u3) Vo 1SN0, “S[ELISTE JeTEIs 20 *Butou)
910400 *poom ‘3001 ‘Asuoswm ‘aqope *¥ouq JO 3q [[eys s20ud) puw ST ‘g
“swajqaad Juris9105 atp zmmUTE 03 Ayod MO} ® 30 3q [Teys
wawdinbs sy, ‘suesm srendardde 2mo 20 uamdinbs o 1 Surarey “adered atp Sursres
Aq s[eusmvw anbedo Aq pousars Afremosnyare oq freys wsadinbo sATsTINGO 23tNO pue ‘saysTP
3u1a19031 ajjates 2Aemasmn quamdmba auoydaa) ‘resnsdld ‘TesneysI ‘a

"SI0II[[CO J¥IOS U1 PISN 9Q [TEYS STELITEID rW8-UON °amMIdnas
1IE1940 31 03Ut 31 37R1FNUY 20 J0193][05 AN LIS WY SUBPW PYO (1)

$$[TeA 32120 30 pud £Qq SuTSODUY AQ S30I3I(I00 [Tem Jo sTO AR Y]  (9)
Eovuuuo>8=-an3n§8=833vssuuoaﬂs )
. yond atp o1t acu291100 p Sumesdan 4q “sjoas poymd o asto P U ()

300D AL 3 VINYS g-ris§



NEW MEXICO HISTORIC BUILDING INVENTORY FORM

building threatened?|surv _ county fID no.

yes date § -$H 5L by = Seonts Fe 051LOO
field map . number UTM reference eastin% northing
Don Gaspar Weighbevhoed 07 zone 12 < o
location description :%§AFQé I—)Cflﬂ/ (jl LkLQ/L/t3 city/town

Senta Fe

land grant/reservation

X~

building name lega

tnsp N S range EW s5e !
film roll g% lnegative nos. )& loc. of neg. |, . ' . 5
by £.7T. no. , 20 ‘>Z /H Citv of Snte R building - site 'P’«Dh ‘

style

foundation material

YAV

'
|
1 t

t stveet | 1

ate of comnstruction ﬁ?gQg

wall material/surface

shue oo

Architectural features

estimate actual
ource ; ]
(i Top INreoice y
se J |
resent <:E::£:E£:l”
other
istoric <E§EEEEﬂ££§£:>
other
ondition
rexcellent good
]/ fair " deteriorating
déé ee of remodeling
iminor ___moderate ___major
Hescribe:
surroundings

L

wen |

-

wad. A

L%i?%ionship to surroundings

8\ ;OX/ \V similar ___ not similar
\bm (’\) “ ‘\A)/ C(,{A/\CLQ/Q - :list\:7ict potential
i J o \V_yes ___no
significance
— signifieont _X, contributing
comments JZﬁuPPO"ti"Q _intrusive

/
hssociated buildings? . yes

what type?

q%

if inventoried, list ID nos.

/975 e~ S5 — gk ne o a

) N at ek

7
(\S(ﬁ ne L

see back? yes
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EXHIBIT c

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION FORM

Application Type: Preliminary Approval ( ) Final Approval (i

Project Location: 8@/ 8 DNord CoRyR = O AVE,

O By B} T8 s Allesdale 989°BH36

PRRIe oAl SuhaBICTH¥ge s7aaR 3T, 784349

Project Pr°P°sal_’{Eg/3//30& WivhRows & [RE- S7ueco

Public Visibility: "North ( ) South ( ) East gkg West ( )

New Single-Family Residence gxﬂ Multi-family Residence ( )
Construction: Commercial

( )A// ;@/vaﬁlz//m«] I NSINE
Other Demolition ( ) Remodel (X) AdditiowW ( ) Restucco (k&)
Construction: Sign(s) ( ) Wall/Fence ( ) Antenna ( ) Solar ( )

I certify that the documents submitted for Historic Design Review meet

the minimum standards set forth in the Historical Ordinance, Section 14-70.
Failure to meet these standards may result in rejection of my application.
I also agree to post notice of construction/demolition on the project site
seven (7) days prior to the H-Board meeting. I also hereby agree to
surrender my building permit and cease construction if an appeal is filed

witzﬁ szen (7)@aysSc:f ?Btor\ical approval. 9 /ﬂﬁf / 28

" Signature of Applicant or Owner [ Date /

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Date Received: 3_ §~7L Case Number: H-{4).35 Meeting Date

Historic District: Survey Number: Survey Area:
Age: Historic "~Significant ( ) Contributing ()
Source: Status: Non Supporting (.)

..Ordinance Compliance Checklist:

SECTION ’ DESCRIPTION COMPLIES
YES NO

14-70.1 Harmony ( ) Proportion ( ) Style ( )

14-70.9 Harmony ( ) Proportion ( ) Style ( )

14-70.13 Demolition
14-70.14 Minimum Maintenance Requirements
14-70.15 Signs ’

" " Applicable District Standards

o~ o~ o~~~
N N P
PN N~ o~~~
N N N

Remarks:




848 Don Cubero Avenue - Summary of Building History

This property is designated as Contributing in the Don Gaspar Historic District.
The information from the Historic Division files is a New Mexico Building Inventory
Form from 1982 and documents related to HDRB review in 1992. These
documents are included in this submittal.

There is a residence and accessory structure on the property, both believed to
be built around 1928. The residence is in a Spanish Pueblo Revival style
consistent with many homes in the South Capital area. The residence is
constructed of adobe with stucco that appears to be El Rey Buckskin. A small
addition on the west (back) of the building was built of concrete block before
1992 according to the previous owner, Roberta (Bobby) Fleming. Windows were
replaced in 1992 according to the HDRB documents. There are no divided
lights. It should be noted that the south elevation drawings from 1992 show the
shower window (window 5) as a high window existing at that time. That window
was replaced with a window matching the height of neighboring windows on
that facade. This building is obviously deserving of its Contributing status and we
request that the board designate primary facade(s).

The accessory structure is constructed of pen tile with a stucco that matches the
residence. Photos provided by the previous owner with a date of 12/7/92 show
bi-parting wooden garage doors. These doors were replaced with a pair of
double hung windows and a wooden entry door. The structure of the windows is
similar to those on the residence and so it is likely this modification was done at
or near the time of the window replacement on the residence.

We request that the accessory structure be reviewed for status separate from
the house in keeping with current practices of the HDRB and the Historic Division.
The documents we have show no detail about how the buildings were reviewed
for status, only checkmarks indicating Contributing status. The only historically
characteristic quality of the accessory unit was the garage doors that were
replaced by the current windows in door after 1992. It seems logical that this
building should be designated as non-contributing.

The owner’s intention is fo build an addition to the north side of accessary
structure leaving the street facing east facade intact. A submittal to the HDRB
for this addition will follow.
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Partfial South Elevation 848 Don Cubero




West Elevation 848 Don Cubero




West Elevation viewed from northeast corner

848 Don Cubero
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1992 Photos provided by
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-003535--HDRB

Project Description: Case 2021-003535-HDRB. 910 Old Santa Fe Trail. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Mark Brotton, agent for Elza and Michael Gross, request an
addition, yard wall alterations, and hardscaping on a non-contributing property.

Project Location(s): 910 OLD SANTA FE TRL
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:

Applicant: LIVING WATER IRRIG & LAND LLC kristina@livingwatersf.com
2441 CAMINO CAPITAN
SANTA FE, NM 87507

Historic District: HD: Downtown And Eastside

Historic Building Status:
Non-Statused: False Non-Contributing: False Contributing: False 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: no number
Year of Construction: unknown

Project Type: Remodel

Historic Building Name: Bronson Cutting's Carriage House

Page 1 of 1 Ver.08  10/28/2020



Gty off Samta 15y New Miedice

memao

June 8, 2021

Historic Districts Review Board Members

Angela S. Bordegaray, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case 2020-003535-HDRB Address: 910 Old Santa Fe Trail
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

X _Historic Inventory Form
X __Elevations

X __Preliminary Zoning Review Sheet

X Photographs
X __Other: 1999 Administrative approval;

Article: Old Santa Fe Today, UNM Press 1991; X  Other: Stucco color
Bulletin of Old Santa Fe Foundation,
September 1988 about Bronson Cutting

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

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




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

910 Old Santa Fe Trail is a 2,428 sf single story Mission Revival style building designated non-
Contributing to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. Its Mission Revival style is
characterized by curved semi-circle parapets, fanlight windows, and stucco trim at the
windows. The building was the carriage house to the Bronson Cutting house to its west.
Bronson Cutting was a US Senator from New Mexico in 1927 and 1928. An extensive remodel
was carried out in the 1980s resulting in its non-Contributing status.

The applicant proposes to:

1. Add a 181 sf portal on the east elevation. Its height, 9’ tall, is lower than the residence’s
parapet height. The portal will be constructed of two posts with corbels and beams
stained natural that will attach the existing south facade. The portal will have parapets
and be stuccoed El Rey “La Luz” to match the residence. The portal will have a frosted
custom skylight that will not be publicly visible. The portal will have a wood deck.

2. The applicant proposes to complete a coyote fence at the northeast corner of the
property by adding a stucco pilaster. The applicant received approval to remove and
replace the existing 6’ coyote fencing and add 6’ pilasters spaced evening along the
property. That work is underway.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003535-HDRB
Page 2 of 2



From: Angela Schackel

To: BORDEGARAY, ANGELA S.
Subject: entrance from north
Date: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 2:28:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:abordegaray@gmail.com
mailto:asbordegarary@santafenm.gov

From: Angela Schackel

To: BORDEGARAY, ANGELA S.
Subject: Front west facade
Date: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 2:28:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:abordegaray@gmail.com
mailto:asbordegarary@santafenm.gov

From: Angela Schackel

To: BORDEGARAY, ANGELA S.
Subject: North facade
Date: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 2:31:54 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:abordegaray@gmail.com
mailto:asbordegarary@santafenm.gov

From: Angela Schackel

To: BORDEGARAY, ANGELA S.
Subject: East facade
Date: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 2:32:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:abordegaray@gmail.com
mailto:asbordegarary@santafenm.gov

From: Angela Schackel

To: BORDEGARAY, ANGELA S.
Subject: Fence/wall corner
Date: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 2:33:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:abordegaray@gmail.com
mailto:asbordegarary@santafenm.gov

From: Angela Schackel

To: BORDEGARAY, ANGELA S.
Subject: Window closeup

Date: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 2:34:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:abordegaray@gmail.com
mailto:asbordegarary@santafenm.gov

Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Base Form (FORM1)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Office of Cultural Affairs

For HPD Office use only:  HCPI No. [N oistrict vo. NN ™ nrHp M SRCP Criteria: MlA Mg Mic MiD
o Local Reference Number

WET XA A  (Historic andior current name for property) {Address or description of location)

910 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL

i

J Property Type
X{Building [ Structure
[Isite  [_]Object
Cﬁ Date of Survey

S /16,02

(7 Previous Survey Date(s)

|

)
N\

E No previous survey

© v v [ R
| e

(s

Zone L_L_.
Easting LA L L 1 1
Northing |1 | 1 1|

60 Photo Information

Negative Location: Viewof: NORTHWEST
Roll #: 7 HPD

R7 17 CD#4 17

Frame# 17,22 23 25 26 28 31 CD#4 17,22 23 25 26 28 31
EXTENSIVE REMODEL OF FORMER BRONSON CUTTING CARRIAGE HOUSE PROPERTY NOW

ENCLOSED BY WALL AND COYOTE FENCE WITH LARGE DISTURBED AND UN-LANDSCAPED

AREA WEST OF HOUSE
2 LTRSS GTRSGT Kl (Current and historic users and uses made of property. Indicate cultural afiliation of users.)

k) Construction Date

Date:  1980s X Known []Estimated  Source:

D sy

X suburban [ Rrural  [village Urban If Urban: [} Commercial [_]industrial X Residential []Public

=N

=)

=)

P Relationship to Surroundings [ Similar X pissimilar

Comments:  ARCHITECTURAL DETAILING AND THE LACK OF SETBACK




HCPI Base Form (FORM 1) (Continued from the other side)

Hisloric Preservation Divisian, New Mexico Office of Cultural Alfairs
16 JEGLITOGE\RSLE TS (Phato, drawing, foolprint, elc.; Indicate north amow when possible,)

Notes:  (ifphoto, include photo information, as in #10.)

WEST

R7 22 CD#4 22

(Your name, address, telephone
number, and any group affiiation.)

Catherine Colby
906 Don Miguel PI.
Santa Fe, NM 87505

) Owner (if known) and Other
Knowledgeable People
(Provide contact information for
persons known or believed to have
information about property.)

4L ‘Is Property Endangered?” ~

=\

[unknown X[No lves  How?

(zo Significance to Current Community IRV a RIL L mlow [CIModerate DHigh
Describe:

<z1 Other Significance or Information of Interest (Such as historical, legendary, structural, former awnership, etc.)

(22 National or State Register (See instructions for eligibilty criteria,)

Is this property individually listed on a historic register? [_JUnknown IX[No  [_]Yes
fyes: [ Istate  []National
If ‘no’ or unknown, do you think this property is eligible for listing? El\lo [ves
Why?

National or State Historic District
Is this property in a historic district? [ Unknown (I No JX]Yes
If yes: E Contributing [ Non-Contributing |_}Unknown
If 'yes," what is name of district? DOWNTOWN & EASTSIDE (] state L] National

ﬂzz

2y Supplemental Forms

[_INone [_JHCP! Detail Form (FORM 2)

X[ Continuation Sheets, # pages: PHOTOS & SITEPLAN




Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

For HPD Office use only:

o WEL ORI I\ (Historic and/or current name for property)

910 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL SANTA FE
o Date of Survey

ARCHITECTURAL AND CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

P Visible Construction Material 1P Number of Stories {1 Not Applicable

[] Adobe (] Brick [] Composition [ Concrete: Number: m1 [(J1w2 2 CJ212 Other:
Block
[ Gonerete: Concrete: ] Earth n gﬂ_asomy: ( [INot Applicable
Cast Stone Poured Plaster imulated BLNOt Wit T INone T A Bads T b Cral T TRdised
Metal: Stone: s :
[ Metal [] Structural  [] Metal: 7 Random Materials: [l Concrete [IStone  Other:
Corrugated Siding V-Crimp Ashlar Notes:

Stone: Stone: 9 )
[] Random (7] River [7] Stone: (7] Stone: CMD Not Applicable
Coursed Rock Rusticated Tabular Shape: Eﬂat [ Gabled [JHipped ] Pyramidal

Tile: Wood: (Jshed [ other:
m Stucco ] Structural - [] Vinyl | Board
C Sidyng

lay & Batton Pitch:  X(None [Jlow [JMedium (] Steep
Wood: Features: [ JEave [Parapet
Horizontal Wood: Wood: Wood; .
O Siding L Jacal L Log L Shingle Materials: ]Zm;man L_| Composition: ShingIeD Composition: Roll
Wood: Cleath [ Metal: Corrugated (] Metal: Pressed
(] Tongue [[] Other: L Metal: Standing Seam [ Metal: V-Crimp
GGlnove U Tile: Tema Cotta [ Wood: Shingle
Notes: ("] Other: SEMI-CIRC. PARAPETS
Glm {Describe operation, materials, and glazing panterns of those windows 1 (Describe type. style, and material of those doors
on main or street facing elevation and other notable windows.) o main or street 1acing elevation and other notable doors.)
(] Not Applicable (] Not Applicable
Operation Material Glazing Number Type Style Material Number

CASEMENT WOOD  8-8 + FANLIGHT 2

Notes: Notes: NONE AT STREET ELEVATION

(Describe whether interior or exterior and materiai) QE Not Applicable RECESSED ENTRY
INTERIOR  STUCCO Type: D.Entry DPaniaI—Wldm [ Full-width (] Wrap

P Chimneys

@ Other Significant Features
CURVED PARAPETS, FANLIGHTS, STUCCO TRIM DETAILS AT WINDOWS

@ Modifications (For each modification, indicate the source of the modificalion date staled. If it is your own, write “surveyor.” If prior survey, give date of survey.)
(] No known modifications

1. Date:_ 19808 “[Jknown []Estimated Source:
2. Date: [Jknown []Estimated Source:

(Unigue or outstanding features; Describe)




HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2) (Continued from the other side)
Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Office of Cultural Affairs

WP Primary Architectural Style [ Not Applicable

[ Art DecolStreamline Moderne  [_| Gothic Revival X[ Mission Revival ] Pueblo (] Spanish-Pueblo Revival
[_IBungalow/Craftsman (] International [] Neo-Classical ] Queen Anne (] Territorial

[JColonial Revival (] Katianate (] Norther New Mexico  [_] Ranch (1 Territorial Revival

[ Folk Victorian [J Mediterranean (] prairie [] Spanish-Colonial  [_] Tudor Revival

Notes: [] Other:

G‘I LTI L ST LR T G T BT (Plans, histories, oral histories, maps, aerial photos, bibiographical references, elc.)

@ CUEL VRSN ICU O I (17 & describe. Indicate whether surveys exist for these and provide survey aumbers, if known,)

Are associated properties eligible for listing?

Please Include:
Footprint of building
Porches and balconies
Maijor landscape features
North arrow
Assaciated properties
Walls, fences, gates
Nearby roads
Driveways

Notes:

""" """ ;‘"CQNT!WA“ON """ """ ii:iii:':':i:’
A E . ;...SHEE,T....; ..... S NS NN U S O AU [T SN S T S




Historic Cultural Properties inventory (HCPI) Continuation Sheet

irs

HCPI No. - District No. _ o Local Reference Number

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Office of Cultural

For HPD Office use only:

iy

ReGRUISiIN (Addvess or description of focation)
o Coun

o Name of Property (Mistoric andior current nzme for property) o !

SANTAFE

910 OLD SANTAFE TRAIL (5 JEECERINE
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Continuation Sheet
Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Office of Cultural Alfairs

For HPD Office use only: el No. [ oisticvo. IR €) Local Reference Number

o Name of Property o Location

SANTAFE
910 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL o Date of Survey

REMODEL OF FORMER
BRONSON CUTTING

= e S

NORTH

L

$. 5w » b ~
o dan s . - =

e, .

THEAST CD#4 R7 28 EAST
31

' - o =
R7 23 WEST/SOUTH cD#4a R7 31 SO
23
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SCALE

1= 30'

IMPROVEMENT PLAT
I BEREBY CERIIFY that this plat ie an .

acourate delineation of the bowndariec Q10 JLD SANTA FE TRAIL
and improvements on that parcel shown

herson, completed by me or wunder

swpervieion on June 3,1986. 1 fgﬂm’ -SANTA FE NEIAJ MEX,CO
eertify that the notes, bearinge, die-

tances and ties are true and corrsct “

to the best of my knovledge and belief.
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City off Sama P, INew

Keve Williwms
___,____.___.__-————C

HISTORIC PRESERVATION SECTION OF THE

PLANNING DIVISION

TO: Building Permit Office

FROM: Angela Schackel, Historic Districts Case Planner

Mary G. Ragms Historic Preservatlon Planner 7.
DATE: ’q 0c‘f0b¢f 1477 : SO

The renovation work proposedat  7/0  0S5FTm:/

does not need to go to the Historic Design Review Board for
review. Please allow the applicant to submit for building
permit review. The permit shall be routed for review by
Historic Design Review Board staff in the Planning Division.

Proposed Work:

WMOWLdGDr feoiwmm" -1 pafeh
UélShle 3 ard W{M M{(fqbﬂ_{h m9. e lov,

Theasaly vane
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TRUSYEA'S SVECLAL WAFRANTY DEBD

ROBERT N. MILGENDORF, Truamtee in bankruptcy for the estate of
John Robert Shrewdér- and Trudy Reitz Shrewder, United States
Bankruptcy Court, District of New Mexico, Case No. 7-89-02480 MS,
of the City and County of Santa Fe, State of New Mexico, for
consideration paid, grants to Michael Grosm and Elza B. Gronas,
husband and wife, whose address is 521 Inverness Drive, La Canada,
California 91011, as

» the following deacribed real emtate located at 910
Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe County, Santa Fe, New Mexico, to-wit:

Beginning at a point from which Sanitary Sewer Manhole
Number NM-No. B-1-71 bears 8. 84°33' E., 41.60 feet;
thence from said point of beginning N. 42°10' w., 118.51
feet; thence. 8, 47°47' W., 136.00 feet; thence 8. 42°12"'
E., 118.351 feet; thence N. 47°47" E., 136.00 feet to the
point and place of beginning; all as shown on Improvement
Plat, 910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Sants: Fe, New Mexico,
prepared by Robert L. Wheeler NMPE-LS No. 6030, dated
June 3, 1986, Job No. 86-132

with special warranty covenantas.

RT N.'H ENDORF,

Bankruptcy Trustee for the Estate
of John Robert Shrewder|and Trudy
Reitz Shrewder; No. 7-8%-02480 MS
Pout Office Box 2768

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-2768

STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
] E8.

COUNTY OF SANTA FE )

The foregoing instrument wam acknowledged before me thiam [~
day of November, 1989, by Robert N, Hilgendorf, Bankruptcy Trustee
for the Emtate of John Robert Shrewder and Trudy Reitz Shrewder.

e B, Notary Public
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ADDRESS: 908 01d Santa Fe Trail HIST. SURVEY #: OD -

(0D = Out of District; M = Moved
DEM = Demolished; N/A = not a building)

NAME: Cutting, Bronson M., House

CITY SURVEY
Area #: N/A Signif, Status: N/A

(8 = Significant; C = Contributing; NC = Noncontributing

REGISTER STATUS (Individual Nominations)
National: N State: N ' State #: N/A
HSFF: Y HABS: N

(OSFT = To be in forthcoming 4th edition of 0ld Santa Fe Today.
Not covered by a more detailed Bulletin article.)

DOCUMENTATION
SFHS Inventory: N/A

NR Nomination: N/A SR Nomination: N/A

HSFF Bulletin: Y HABS Data: N/A

Historic Photos: Y Museum: 2 Archives:
Modern Photos: MNM: SRC:
Surveys: ' Floor Plans: Elevations:
Other:

Bibliography:

Comments:



c O
'-‘-,f.‘“&"b ‘g’l)

.:" ,‘ ‘%5 L4 L4 L ]
'Ea ij0AS; Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
*},Ma: City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

To Be Completed By Applicant:  Site Addres: =y .
Date Submitted: S/SO/ZDZI Q/D 0/d 6l”h Fé TMI I
Property Owner of Record: 6rv$§1. m;dnﬂ el d’ E,f yd/ 9 Pmposfd Comatrifetion l?escription:

Ap !IicangName: %YO‘“DV\ ; Mar k PmO/a aﬁ{ﬁ!/‘ﬁ o

Contact Person Phone Number: (5(5) 20'_/- 93%% or TOTALI{ ROOF AREA:;

Zoning District: Hl'djnﬂ'c‘ 4 &5{ Sde mﬂ V75-3748 Lot Coverage : N/A %
Overlay: o Escarpment 0Open Space Required:_
o Flood Zone* 1 Setbacks: .
o Other: Proposed Front: EX‘St‘mm m:
. . . 2™ Eront? Unchange
Submittals Reviewed with PZR: === ..
Proposed Rear: Minimum;

N Legal Lot of Record & Development Plan O Building ProposedSides: L._R&' Minimum: 5°

Plans X Existing Site Plan X Proposed Site Plan X :
Elevations Height: Proposed ApproX
g . k s . Maximum Height: 14 at 5' setback
Supplemental Zoning Sl.lbmlttals l?equlred for Building Permit: 0 Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance
O Zero Lot Line Affidavit o Regulated by Escarpment District
Access and Visibility: o Al.'tt?ri'a! or C_ollector** : Parking Spaces:
O Visibility Triangle Required Proposed__ N /A Accessible
Use of Structure: = Residential Minimum:_____
o Commercial Type of Use: Bicycle Parking**:
Terrain: o 30% slopes Proposed:____Minimum: N/A

] . ** Commercial Requirement
* Requires an additional review conducted by Technical Revigw Division.

** Reijuires an additional review conducted by the Traffic Engineerinjg Division.

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

//Mﬂ/‘ k g/" oﬁan {DOWNER 0APPLICANT aKGENT]

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

Land Use W %l fpr istoric Districts Review Board review.
Z | 7 op

SIGNATURE

To Be Completed By City Staff:

Additional Agency Review if Applicable:

o Escarpment Approval by Date: /[

o Flood Plain Approval by Date: [/ [/

o Traffic Engineering Approvalby Date: /[
Notes:

Zoning Approval:
oOPreliminary Approval gwith conditions o Rejected

Comments/Conditions: No drawing provided showing height of perqgola in relation to side setback, but application
materials describe it as approx 4" tall. Max height of pergola at setback shown (s 14" per R-3 zone

REVIEWER: _Lee Logston DATE: 3 /31/ 21

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

Revised 20 November 2020



Santa Fe Historic Districts Review Board
Proposal Letter

Location: 910 Old Santa Fe Trl, East side of home (Downtown and Eastside, border of HRD)
Proposed Work:

*Existing Administrative Approval is Ready for the Coyote Fence and Pilasters. (Copy of
plans attached.)

Square footages (roofed, unroofed, and flat surfaces):

1. Garden planter 133 lin.ft. of stacked stone (Anasazi), 2-ft. tall, Color matching home stucco
color

2. New Pergola 2-6x6 Douglas Fir corner posts

3. New Pergola with Skylight and Stucco fagcade matching home stucco color, 181 sq.ft., 9-
ft. tall., EI Rey Premium Stucco Colors, 125 La Luz, to be custom matched on site.

4. Anasazi wall to match garden bed with 3” custom fit flagstone cap for formal waterfall (Blue
Thumb 40” Stainless Spillway Weir, 4 lin.ft.

5. 6x6 Douglas Fir Crossbeam connected into house wall wood stud frame, 30 lin.ft.mnk

6. Removable deck panel for well access and new flush metal recessed well cover under
wood deck, 45 sq.ft.

7. Wood Deck, 239 sq.ft., tan wood complementing stucco color

8. Brick paver patio backyard , 719 sq.ft.

9. 11- 16x16 pilasters spaced evenly along east property line (existing administrative
approval)

10. Coyote fencing along east property line (existing administrative approval), 6 ft. height,
114 lin.ft.

11. 8” wide stucco covered CMU wall, 6-ft. height, stucco system, color, and finish to match
residence, slope top to drain, 18 lin.ft. (existing administrative approval)

12. Note that plans also show existing landscape and hardscape.

Demolition (full and partial): Within Portal
Additions: Portal and Deck, See above.

New structures: Portal and Deck, See above.
Increase height: N/A

Parapet alterations: N/A

Roofing: N/A

Canales: N/A

Rooftop appurtenances (i.e. Skylights, Satellite dishes, Solar, oven vents) : Skylight within Portal
Required for Well Access, not visible from street.
HVAC: N/A

Greenhouses: N/A

Yardwalls/fences: N/A

Gates (pedestrian, vehicular) : N/A

Hardscaping (planters, paving, driveways, concrete, bricks, patios, etc.): Yes, see above.
Railings: N/A

Windows: N/A

Doors: N/A

Swimming pools/spa: N/A

Portals: Yes, See above.

Eyebrows: N/A

Vigas: N/A

Corbels: Within Portal

Exterior light fixtures: N/A

Stucco/Paint: Stucco Within Portal

O 0O O O O O O O

OO0 00O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OOoOOoOOo

March 30, 2021



HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2)

(Continued from other side)

16. Primary Architectural Style __Not Applicable

__Art Deco/Streamline Modeme  __ Gothic Revival _X_ Mission Revival __Pueblo __ Spanish-Pueblo Revival
__ Bungalow/Craftsman __International __Neo-Classical __Queen Anne __Territorial

__ Colonial Revival __ltalianate __Northern NM __Ranch __ Territorial Revival
__Folk Victorian __Mediterranean __ Prairie __Spanish-Colonial __Tudor Revival

Notes: Other: Mixed style

17. Documents Available and Their Locations

New Mexico Historic Preservation Division
407 Galisteo Street, Suite 236
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Historic Preservation Division
Land Use Department
City of Santa Fe

(505) 827-6320 200 Lincoln Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87504
(505) 955-6605
SITE:

18. Attached or Associated Properties

Are associated properties eligible for listing? No

19.Site Plan: ¢.1993 property survey map.







TOTAL NEW FOOTPRINT
2428 (Heated) + 180 (Non-heated) = 2608 sq.ft

BLOCK WALLWITH STUCCO LEGEND

NEW HARDSCAPE

SYMBOL NAME QTY.
GARDEN PLANTER (2' HT.) 133 LIN.FT.
WITH STACKED STONE - ANASAZI STYLE,
COLOR MATCHING HOME STUCCO COLOR
6" X 6" DOUGLAS FIR CORNER 2NO.
POST
PERGOLA WITH SKYLIGHT 181 SQ.FT.
AND STUCCO PORTAL FACADE MATCHING
HOME STUCCO COLOR
ANASAZ| WALL TO MATCH GARDEN BED 4LIN.FT.

WITH 3" CUSTOM FIT FLAGSTONE CAP FOR
FORMAL WATER FALL - BLUE THUMB 40"
STAINLESS SPILLWAY WEIR

w 6"X6" DOUGLAS FIR CROSS BEAM 30LINFT,
; CONNECTED INTO WOOD STUD FRAME
g REMOVABLE DECK FOR WELL ACCESS AND 45 SQ.FT.
(= NEW FLUSH METAL RECESSED WELL COVER
Z| UNDER WOOD DECK
4 WOOD DECK 239 SQFT.
z
%
R BRICK PAVERS 719 5Q.FT.
b
‘g 16" X 16" PILASTERS SPACED EVENLY 11 NO.
'ALONG EAST PROPERTY LINE, 6' HT.
COYOTE FENCING 114 LIN.FT.
6'HT.
8" WIDE STUCCO COVERED 18 LINFT.

OlOOICIONCIONMONOIONC)

CMU WALL - 6' HT.
STUCCO SYSTEM, COLOR AND FINISH TO MATCH
RESIDENCE, SLOPE TOP TO DRAIN

EXISTING HARDSCAPE
SYMBOL NAME QTY.

ST8LL - AAVANNOY LIS
TIVYL 34 VINVS d10

9" WIDE STUCCO COVERED 13 LINFT.
BLOCK WALL - £8' HT.

@ FLAGSTONE. 71SQ.FT.
ENTRANCE STEPS. 75 SQFT.

@ SLEEPER EDGING S2LINFT.
YARD AREA 13016 SQFT.
NEW PLANTING
SYMBOL NAME
- PLANTING TO BE DETERMINED 409 SQ.FT.

EXISTING PLANTING

SYMBOL NAME QTY. SIZE
TREES
EXISTING RESIDENCE PROPOSED PERGOLA.
2428 5q. ft (Heated space) 180sq.ft (Non-Heated space) EXISTING PLANTING 130,
. TO REMAIN
NOTES:

1. REFERTO 3D VIEWS FOR MORE DETAIL

Scale: 1/8"=1"-0"

g 64 20 8 15 2
=

=

IRRIGATION AND MASTER PLAN
LIVING  [GrossRESIDENCE L e —

W T E R 910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe, NM 87505 | 05-04-2021 | Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0" (24x36in) | Author: JHV | Checked: MB | Rev: 7 | Issued for client feedback z ] ffa
e ( Design By: Mark G. Brotton, APLD, CIC, CLIA, EPA WaterSense Partner

Office: 505.473.3748
LANDSCAPE, LLC Web: www.livingwatersF.com




Existing Trees and “Existing Existing

vegetation Building Front door Exlstig Trees and

vegetation Existing dilapidated

coyote fence

Existing West Elevation

rNew Proposed ~ New 16" X 16" Pilasters

Coyote fencing 6' | spaced evenly along east
HT property line, 6' HT

Existing Trees and “Existing Existing Existing Trees and
vegetation Building Front door vegetation

Proposed West Elevation

(RRIGATION AN | WEST ELEVATION
| NG | GrOSS RESIDENCE

T E R 910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe, NM 87505 | 04-14-2021 | Scale: 3/32" = 1-0" (11x17in) | Author: JHV | Checked: MB | Rev: 6 | Issued for client feedback
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grade
Existing LExisting LExisting
utility pole perimeter wall building

Existing North Elevation

New 16"X16", &'
HT pilaster

rNew 8" wide Stucco wall
Color and finish to match residence

New 6X6 Douglas Fir post

grade

[Finished

|

LExisting [Existing
utility pole perimeter wall  building

Proposed North Elevation

IRRIGATION AND
1\

NORTH ELEVATION

GROSS RESIDENCE

910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe, NM 87505 | 04-14-2021 | Scale: 3/32" = 1-0" (11x17in) | Author: MB | Checked: MB | Rev: 6 | Issued for client feedback

NO_DATE REVISION

LANDSCAPE, LLC

Design By: Mark G. Brotton, APLD, CIC, CLIA, EPA WaterSense Partner
Office: 505.473.3748
Web: www.livingwaterSF.com

United States Copyright Law. You may
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‘ Finished
grade

Existing Existing
Building dilapidated

coyote fence

Existing East Elevation

rNew pergola with skylight and stucco portal New 8" wide Stucco wall
facade matching home stucco color Color and finish to match
Residence
rNew 6X6
rNew Proposed New 16" X 16" Pilasters " Douglas Fir post

Coyote fencing 6' | spaced evenly along east
HT property line, 6' HT

~ |1

14

[ -Finished
grade

e e

LExisting lEmtmg
utility pole Road

124-1" | 13-5"
LExisting
Building

Proposed East Elevation

LExisting lE><isting
utility pole Road

1\

arisation a%0 [EAGT E| EVATION

GROSS RESIDENCE NO DATE  REVISION

910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe, NM 87505 | 04-14-2021 | Scale: 3/32" = 1-0" (11x17in) | Author: MB | Checked: MB | Rev: 6 | Issued for client feedback

Design By: Mark G. Brotton, APLD, CIC, CLIA, EPA WaterSense Partner

LAN D SCAPE, LLC Web: www.livingwaterSF.com T

Office: 505.473.3748 th

Copyright Ow reproduction, publicatior

le for civil law copyright inf 1tand may in certain circumstances

COPYRIGHT NOTICE
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IRRIGATION AND
2

lExist'mg
Building

Existing

utility pole

LExisting dilapidated
coyote fence

Existing South Elevation

rNew Pergola with skylight and stucco

portal facade matching home stucco color

rNew 6X6 Douglas Fir post

rNew Anazi style stacked stone raised planter 2 'HT

-New 16" X 16" Pilasters spaced evenly along east
property line, 6' HT, with coyote fence between

[ 17" ]
Existing LExistmg LE><isting
Building Steps utility pole

Existing dilapidated
coyote fence

Proposed South Elevation

SOUTH ELEVATION

GROSS RESIDENCE

910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe, NM 87505 | 04-14-2021 | Scale: 3/32" = 1'-0" (11x17in) | Author: MB | Checked: MB | Rev: 6 | Issued for client feedback

NO_DATE

REVISION

LANDSCAPE, LLC

Design By: Mark G. Brotton, APLD, CIC, CLIA, EPA WaterSense Partner
Office: 505.473.3748 t
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PERGOLA WITH SKYLIGHT
AND STUCCO PORTAL
- _I FACADE MATCHING HOME
[ STUCCO COLOR

I

6" X 6" DOUGLAS
FIR CORNER POST

16" X 16" PILASTERS SPACED ——
EVENLY ALONG EAST
PROPERTY LINE, 6' HT.

COYOTE FENCING 6' HT.—éI RESIDENCE

GARDEN PLANTER (2' HT.) WITH—
STACKED STONE - ANASAZI
STYLE, COLOR MATCHING HOME

WOOD DECK
DECK STEPS
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5'X8' LOW PROFILE SKYLIGHT
WITH ALUMINUM FRAME

FIXING TO CONCRETE TO

STUCCO FINISH
MANUFACTURER'S SPECIFICATION

INSET COPPER DRAIN AT PARAPET EDGE
CHANNELED INTO FRAME STRUCTURE

RAISED PARAPET WALL
WITH STUCCO FINISH

IRRIGA'T\ION AND ROOF PLAN

NO__DATE

REVISION

10

05-12-2021

DETAIL ADDED

L IV/ING | Gross RESIDENCE
W( T E R 910 Old Santa Fe Trail, Santa Fe, NM 87505 | 05-12-2021 | Scale: 3/8" = 1'-0" (11x17in) | Author: MB | Checked: MB | Rev: 10 | Issued for client feedback

Design By: Mark G. Brotton, APLD, CIC, CLIA, EPA WaterSense Partner

LANDSCAPE, LLC Web: www.livingwaterSF.com

COPYRIGHT NOTICE

Copyright € 2021 Living Water Irrigation & Landscape, LLC. This drawing & design is subject to copyright. All rights reserved in terms of the United States Copyright Law. You may use, display, print and
reproduice this drawing only for use on the project as described in the title block of this drawing, The author of this drawing &design is the copyright owner and it remains the property of the author. No parts of
% Office: 505.473.3748 this drawing or design may be reproduced, published, transmitted or adapted in any way without the prior written permission o the copyright owner. Such permission, if granted, is subject to a fee denending on

the nature of the use. Requests and inquiries regarding reproduction should be adressed to the Copyright Owner. Any unauithorized reproduction, publication, transmission, adaptation of this drawing or design
is an act of copyright infringement which will render the doer of the act liable for civil law copyright infringement and may in certain circumstances render the doer liable to criminal prosecution




EL REY PREMIUM CcoL

Timeless Beauty and Diversity

Premium colors are available for t d coating products:

he following El Rey exterior finish an

e Premium Stucco  ® Perma-Flex
o Perma-Flex Lastic ® Fog Kote
o Allegro Il

Note: The color on the

float finish stucco. Due
obtained in the color and texture desired for appraisal prior to O

finish to the substrate being used before proceeding with the a
color correctness of applied finish. Color must be verified and app!

textured chips are intended to show the approximate color o*mxﬂm:.o_.ao\ownomﬂ
mmended that a physical sample be

to variations in finishes, it Is strongly reco
rdering material. Apply a sample of the

pplication. El Rey is not responsible for
roved by owner prior to application.

101 NAVAIO WHITE @) 102 cAMEO @
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Bronson M. Cutting House
908 Old Santa Fe Trail (private residence)

Like so many who came to New Mexico in the first
decades of the twentieth century seeking a cure for
tuberculosis, Bronson M. Cutting recovered to play
a major role in the history of his adopted state. At
the time of his premature death, he had owned
and aggressively run the Santa Fe New Mexican for
twenty-three years and had gained a national rep-
utation as a United States senator from New Mex-

Curvilinear features of California Mission Revival
style are evident in the elegant facade of CUTTING
House.

Vincent Foster, photographer

ico. A Progressive, he had amassed a huge and
devoted political following, especially among the
majority Hispanic population, which enabled him
to control the politics at various times of either of
the state’s major parties.

The younger son of an extremely wealthy, old
New York family, Cutting found soon after his ar-
rival in Santa Fe in 1910 that he would have to build

45



his own home if he were to have the sort of living
accommodations to which he was accustomed.
Specifically, he had difficulty finding a house that
was sufficiently large and contained more than one
bathroom. v

After a brief flirtation with the idea of an adobe
house in the incipient Spanish Pueblo Revival style,
Cutting hired Colorado Springs architect Thomas
MaclLaren, formerly of London, to build a Califor-
nia Mission Revival mansion of conventional ma-
terials. In 1910, with the Pueblo Revival movement
barely under way, the Mission Revival style was
still considered appropriate for Santa Fe by virtue
of its generalized evocation of a Spanish Colonial
past. The Bronson M. Cutting House is one of a
few remaining examples from this brief period in
the architectural evolution of Santa Fe. Other ex-
amples are the SALMON-GREER HOUSE and the 1914
addition to the RosariO CHAPEL.

Exceptionally elegant and well balanced in de-
sign, the house embodies the characteristic features
of the Mission Revival style in the liberal use of
arches around window and door openings, the ori-
entation around a central courtyard, and the cur-
vilinear gable that, in this case, rises in the center
of the main facade and corresponds to the rise in
the roof line over the vaulted ceiling of the living

46

room. Called Los Siete Burros, The Seven Burros,
the house had three bedrooms and four bathrooms
(at a time when more than one bathroom was lux-
urious in Santa Fe and indoor plumbing not to be
taken for granted), a large kitchen, butler’s pantry,
dining room, living room, library, two open sleep-
ing porches (indispensable for the cure of tuber-
culosis), and a servants’ wing.

After Cutting’s death at the age of forty-seven in
a 1935 airplane crash, the house was purchased
from the estate by Jesus Baca, a long-time associate
and friend. In the 1950s it was bought by the Arch-
diocese of Santa Fe and converted into an orphan-
age for girls, called Las Huérfanas, The Orphan Girls.
In the late 1960s it became the home of a physician
who used the servants’ quarters for medical offices.
Today it remains a residence with a law office in
the servants’ wing. The setting of the house has
been altered in recent years by the sale and devel-
opment of much of the acreage that once sur-
rounded it. The garage close to the Old Santa Fe
Trail was built in the same style as the house, but
it has been remodeled beyond recognition and is
now a dwelling. Nevertheless, despite changes in
ownership and use, the house itself has undergone
minor or tangential alterations, and it remains sub-
stantially as it was when Cutting lived there.

@/_a_/ Sanila E_ 752'%%
Lt #Hress 1991
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i ,Eam th'é”summer of 1910. Hav-
]ﬁﬁ' been forced by recurrent tuber-
culosns?to Ieave Harvard University
in hs last year. he had spent the win-
ter.of 1909-10.in other southern cli-
mates before ‘arriving in.Santa Fe,
reputedly onastretcher, and accom-
panied by his oldersister, Justine
Cutting Ward.* Although in . poor.

health, Cutting did not lack other ‘

advantages — intelligence, educa-
tion, political connecttons ambition,
and financial resources without ap-
parent limit. Like-so many others
who came to New Mexico in the first
decades of the twentieth century
seeking a cure, he recovered and
remained to play a major role in the
history of his adopted home. Before
his premature death at the age of
forty-seven, he had owned and ag-
gressively run one of the state’s lead-
ing newspapers for twenty-three
years; he had amassed a huge and
devoted political following, particu-
larly among the majority Hispanic
population, which enabled him to
control the politics of either of the
State’s major parties; and he had
gained a national reputation during
seven and a half years as a United
States Senator from New Mexico.
The home he built in Santa Fe, now
at 508 Old Santa Fe Trail, remains a
testimony to this remarkable career
and a unique contribution to the
architectural heritage of the city.
The son of an old and inordinately
wealthy New York family, of English
and Dutch descent, Bronson Murray
Cutting was bornon June 23, 1888 at
Oakdale, New. York on his family's
Long Island estate, the third of four
children and second son of William

:"'Bayard Cuttmg and Olivia Peyton

* Murray Cutting. The Cuttings could
‘trace their lineage back to Robert
Livingston whose land holdings of
160,000 acres along the Hudson
Rwer were confirmed by charter
+from-George I-as the Manor and
-+ Lordship of megslon thirteen years
\after he had-come to America in
.1673.: Bronson’s -paternal grand-

__molher, Elise Justine .Bayard, was

. descended from Nicolas Bayard who
came to New Amsterdam in 1647
with his mother, the sister of Peter
Stuyvesant, governor of the Dutch
Colony. The first Cutting to settle in
America was the Cambridge-educat-
ed Reverend Leonard Cutting who
emigrated from England in 1750. Oli-
via Peyton Murray also came from a

. family long established in America.
The Peytons settled in Colonial Vir-
ginia in 1748 and the Murrays had
come to the New World in 1770,
eventually settling in New York.
Bronson Cutting himself was named
for his maternal grandfather Bronson
Murray.!

In the nineteenth century the Cut-
tings, who had prospered in the
development of steamships and west-
ern railroads, owned mansions in
Manhattan,? and continued the fam-

" ily tradition of active participation in

public life. William Bayard Cutting, a
prominent New York lawyer and a
director of various corporations,
including the Southern Pacific and
Norfolk and Southern Railways, was
active in philanthropic projects and
_ progressive politics. From 1895 to
1897 he had served as a Civil Service
Commissioner in the reform admin-
istration of New York Mayor William
L. Strong, the same administrationin
which Theodore Roosevelt served as

Police Commissioner. Later he sup-
ported Roosevelt’s reform governor-
ship of New York State.

Bronson Cutting had himself ex-
celled at the best schools. He entered
Harvard from the Groton School in
1906, after achieving honors on his
entrance exams in such varied sub-
jects as English, Greek, Latin, Ger-
man, French, History, Plane Geome-
try and Physics. Despite interrup-
tions caused by the illness which
forced him to end his formal educa-
tion in the fall of 1909, he was elected
to Phi Beta Kappa in 1910, and was
granted an honorary A.M. degree by
his university in 1928.3

Shortly after their arrival in Santa
Fe, Cutting and his sister came to
realize the necessity of building a
house if they were to have the sort of
livingaccommodations they required.
Specifically, their difficulty was to
find a house that was sufficiently
large and contained more than one
bathroom. On July 17, Bronson
approached his father with the likeli-
hood that they would be reduced to
building, acknowledging that this

would be a poor investment unless

they waited a good many vears to

sell. He explained, “as servants al- ..7'"
ways sleep outside and Santa Fe fam- .
ilies are exceedingly small, no one -

would ever dream of buying a house
of the size that we should build."™

Later in the month Cutting con-

tacted architect Louis Curtiss® -of
Kansas City, Missouri, commending
his design of El Ortiz, a Fred Harvey
hotel, built the previous year at Lamy
in the Pueblo Revival style, and
expressing his desire to build a house
that could be finished that fall. Cur-

tiss' reply advised that because of the ..

time required to search for old
timber, and to make adobe bricks
and other unconventional material,
the project Cutting outlined would
take about four months to build, and

so could not be finished within the
time specified.* Such attention ‘to
authentic detail was apparently not
what the Cuttings had in mind, both
as a matter of time and expense.’
Evidently unable to reach an agree-
ment with Curtiss, they undertook
negotiations with another architect,
Thomas MacLaren,® and in mid-
October it was announced in the
social column of the Santa Fe New
Mexican that ground had been
broken for the erection of a resi
dence in the Spanish style with a
patio, designed by MacLaren, the
noted architect of London and now
living in Colorado Springs, on land
bought by Bronson Cutting from
Judge John H. Knaebel in Buena
Vista Heights.? The deed on the prop-
erty was actually signed between
Bronson Cutting and Arthur and
Ernest Knaebel, sons of John, on
October 22, 1910.10

Called Los Siete Burros, the house
which was built for Cutting was of
conventional materials in the Mission
style, a regional revival style that had

~-. originated in Southern California in

the 1890s. Adopted by the railroads

- “for hotels and stations, the style was
‘brought to New Mexico by the Santa
... Fe line. One of the best examples
~was the now-demolished Alvarado
" 7 Hotel in Albuquerque, built about
71902, However, the railroad soon
_adopted another more regionally
~-appropriate style in New Mexito, the
- Pueblo Revival, of which Curtiss’ El

Ortiz was one of the first and most
highly respected examples.!' Known

- then as the Santa Fe style, it would

come to predominate for residential
building by the 1920s. However, in
1910, with the Pueblo Revival move-
ment only barely under way, the Mis.
sion Revival style was still considered
appropriate for Santa Fe by virtue of
its generalized evocation of a Span-
ish Colonial past. The Cutting house
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Santa Fe, New Mexico
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is one of few remaining examples of
this brief period in architectural
history.

Exceptionally elegant and balanced
in design, the house embodies the
characteristic features of the Mission
Revival style in the liberal use of
arches around window and door
openings, in the orientation around a
central courtyard, and in the curvili-
near gable which in this case rises in
the center of the main facade corre-
sponding to the rise in the roof line
over the vaulted ceiling of the living
room. Less typically, the gable is re-
peated at the back of the house and
echoed in reduced form on the other
two sides. Thus the house, which
faces southwest, at' a distance from
the road which passes on the east, is
equally approachable from all sides.
The house had three bedrooms and
four bathrooms (at a time when more
than one bathroom was luxurious in

A

s B T .,  ceie

Bronson Cutting residence
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Santa Fe and indoor plumbing not to
be taken for granted), a large kit-
chen, butler’s pantry, dining room,
livingroom, library, and two sleeping
porches. The latter were thought to
be indispensible for the treatment of
tuberculosis and Cutting’s doctor
was consulted on their placement.!2
The northwest section of the house
was taken up with quarters for ser-
vants, including bedrooms, a bath,
and a servants’ parlor and dining
room. The house also contained a
large basement including an ample
wine cellar, perhaps the finest in the
Southwest even while Cutting’s news-
paper championed prohibition.!? The
relatively large living room, with its
vaulted ceiling, was furnished in
Spanish antiques and oriental rugs
and also contained a desk, and a
Steinway and Son patent grand
piano. The living room, library, and
dining room each had a brick fire-

Courtesy Museum of New Mexico
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5|des contamed in Cutting's time, a
_fountam with a miniature statue of a
man in the center, a sun dial on a
cement pedestal, a cement settee
and two large cement benches, and
an abundant array of over forty
flower. pots of - vanous snzes and
shapes$. 145" 7 bl
Al ‘One’ major, change was made to
-the house, whlle Cutting owned it. In
1931 John Gaw Meem designed an
extensmn of the llbrary and dining
room to the southwest. In 1932, the
hbrary addition ‘was constructed
which"included new built-in book-
cases.!s The planned enlargement of
the dining room was never completed.

“7'Cutting spent much of his early
time in Santa Fe studying the local
Indian and’ Spamsh cultures. Fluent
smce childhood in French and Ger-
man he quickly added Spanish to his
Imgmstlc accomplishments. Nor did

Interior
Courtesy Museum of New Mexico

he have any difficulty establishing
himself socially or politically 'in his
new surroundings. He continued his
family’s tradition of active participa-
tion in the Eplscopal Church, and
was elected junior warden of the
Church of the Holy Faith in 1911
when that congregahon was elevated
from'amission to a parish.'¢ Because
of 'their financial and political inter-
ests, members of his family were
well-known in the State particularly
to those involved in progressive poli-
tics. Theodore Roosevelt wrote on
Cutting’s behalf to George Curry,
the former Rough Rider whom Roose-
velt had appointed Territorial Gov-
ernor in 1907. Cutting also had let-
ters of introduction to influential
local figures, such as Democratic
leader and recently elected mayor of
Santa Fe Arthur Seligman and
Independent Republican Miguel A.
Otero, who was governor from 1897
to 1907 and for whom Cutting’s

father and uncle, Robert Fulton Cut-
ting, had handled the sale of Territor-
ial bonds.'? In 1911 Cutting partici-
patedin the formation of the Republi-
can Progressive League (later the
Progressive Party) under the leader-
ship of Otero, and was soon among
the inner circle of the movement
which united progressives of both
parties. In 1912 he was one of a small
number of invited guests at a lunch-
eon given by Democratic leader
Judge Napoleon Bonapart Laughlin
at his home for William Jennings
Bryan, the populist Democratic can-
didate for the presidency in 1896,
1900 and 1908.18

In 1912 Cutting purchased the
Santa Fe New Mexican, then the
newspaper with the third largest cir-
culation in the-State.!” He quickly

.changed the paper’s appearance,

adding large block face type and
banner headlines, as well as its politi-

Bronson Cumng residence - - e
Santa Fe, New Mexico

cal orientation. Long unwavering in
its support of conservative Republi-
cans, the paper now ceased to sup- .
port the regular Republicans and the .
reelection of President Taft, in favor
of the Progressives and Theodore
Roosevelt in his independent bid for
reelection under the Bull Moose
banner. Throughout his tenure, Cut-
ting put the paper to vigorous and
unabashed political use in support of
progressives and against the old
guard Republicans who had long
dominated the state, such as Tho-
mas B. Catron, Alberl Fall, and Holm
O. Bursum. UnderE Dana Johnson,
who edited the paper from 1913 to
1937, it was lively, well-written, and
aggressively partisan.

Nor did Cutting and his editor
avoid local controversies. Although
Cutting was not a part of the art col-
ony which, in the twenties and thir-
ties, fought vigorously against threats

Iterior
Courtesy Museum of New Mexico



to Santa Fe's unique cultural and his-
toric heritage, the paper consistently
supported their causes, such as the
fight to block: the bringing of a
summer: culture colony, which led to
the.founding of the Old Santa Fe
Association in 1926, Cutting himself

participated .-in..local affairs -as a,

member of many boards and com.-
mittees. For example, he was on the
advisory board of the Santa Fe Art
School with such local colony leaders
as Mary Austin, Frank Applegate,
and Andrew Dasburg, a director of
the Sunmount Sanitarium Company,
and the Santa Fe Building Corpora-
tion, and on the regional committee
administering the federal Public
Works of Art program in New Mex-
ico and Arizona. As a Senator he
worked with Mary Austin to defeat
an amendment calling for the continu-
ation of censorship by customs
agents of printed material entering
the United States.

Recent Photograph

Nevertheless, Cutting’s dominat-
ing passion was always politics, Pro-
gressive politics, irrespective of polit-
ical party. In 1912 the Progressives
gave their support to the successful
gubernatorial candidacy of Demo-
crat William C. McDonald, who as
governor made Cutting an honorary
colonel on his staff, the source of the
title by which he often referredin the
newspaper.? In 1916 Cutting and the
Progressives again supporled the
Democratic ticket in New Mexico.
However, ten years later Cutting’s
support was crucial to the success of
Republican Richard. C. Dillon who
then as Governor appointed him to
the United States Senate in 1927 to
fill the unexpired term of A.A. Jones
who had died in office. In 1928 Cut-
ting won a senate seat in his own
right. Two years later, although a Re-
publican Senator, he supported the
successful Democratic candidate for
governor, Arthur Seligman, and in

the presidential election of 1932 sup-
ported Franklin Roosevell, an old
family friend, who in 1934 failed to
support Cutting’s reelection. In New
Mexico, in the same year, 1932, Cut-
ting helped Dennis Chavez defeat his
Republican opponent for a seat in the
House of Representatives.

Cutting’s service in World War [
was both aninterruption and a major
turning point in his political career. In
1917 he was commissioned a Cap-
tain of Infantry in the United States
Army and assigned to the American
Embassy in London as a military at-
taché. During his absence, his sister
Justine was given power of attorney
to manage his affairs and run the
paper until his return to the United
States in 1919.2! Once back'in New
Mexico, he became a leader in the

-formation of the American Legion,
an organization of ex-servicemen,
the idea for which was conceived and

initiated in Paris and brought back to
the United States by Theodore
Roosevelt who enlisted Cutting'’s
help in establishing the Legion in .
New Mexico.22 The organization of
postsin largely Hispanic counties be-
came an important source of Cut-
ting’s widespread, grass-roots politi-
cal following which he could lead to
whichever party he chose to support.
In the Senate Cutting allied himself
with the Progressive Republican
movement led by such men as La
Follette of Wisconsin. In addition to
working for legislation beneficial to
ex-servicemen, he advocated elec-
tion reform, a substantial federal °
program of public works and relief,
nationalization of banks, federal aid
to public schools, and the’recogni-
tion of Russia. The Cutting-Hawes
bill for Philippine independence was
passed over Hoover’s veto and his
fight against censorship of material

Recent Photograph



" Santa Fe New Mexican, May 17, 1979 '
“ The sleeping porch in the southeast corner has been . "
!n-:hsedbyphcingwimhminwfulhad beenopenarches, -

residence with a law office in the ser-
vants’ wing. The setting of the house i
. L. ““and the porch at the northeast corner has been converied
has been a"ered In recent years'by'f '__' lnroabadumm.moomwunddednlthenmtl\wulcnmr &
" thesale and deuelopmenl Of much of L. 1o which the most recent owner funddedaporta“eadmg
the acreage which once surrounded =~ -0 tew detached garage. »

=Y i
entering the,U

* won reelectio

and illegal voling

nited. States brought
him: national .attention, In 1934 he
n.over. Democrat Den:
nis'iph_a‘uez{by the very narrow mar- .
: : 84 votes. Chavez con--
ction filing charges with
nlawful ‘expenditure
. Cutting had been
in New Mexico collecting evidence
and  conferring on, the impending .
Senate case, when dn May 5 he set~
out by"p,l:'ane;er.'Wa'shih'gtbh. D.C,;:

in order: not 16, miss 'the next day’s

- hundred

home and its contc

the Santa Fe New Mexican and
$150,000 to Jesus M. Baca, his long-
time associate and friend. Cutting

 alsoleft more than a million dollars in

other cash bequests to’ nearly two
individuals ranging from
$1,000 to each of ninety-one recip-
ients, many of- whom were in his

“debt, to larger: amounts’to close

‘ ﬁ‘ts,lwas inhé.ri'ted. ;
.by his two sisters and a niece. Heleft

friends and political allies, including .

$50,000 to Robert .La Follette and

it, including the former garage which
lay next to the Old Santa Fe Trail.
Nevertheless, despite changes of
ownership and use, and the contrac-
tion of its setting, alterations to the
house itself have been minor or tan-
gential,% and it remains substantially
as it was when Cutting lived there.

-. Many questions linger about the
"motives and. methods of Cutting’s
improbable and cBn!rouersiaI career.
‘The Cutting house, 'équallygnique in
its setting, remains a fitting reminder

.of this singular individual and of a

-~ fleeting moment in the architectural
~evolution of Santa Fe. |,
‘- - Corrine Sze — Board Membe
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became the home of Dr. C.I. Mengis .
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-003667--HDRB
Project Description:

Project Location(s): 653 CAMINO DE LA LUZ
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:

Property Owner: Ray and Debbie Reid

Historic District: HD: Downtown And Eastside

Historic Building Status:
Non-Statused: False Non-Contributing: False Contributing: False Significant/Landmark: False

Primary Elevations:

Publicly Visible Facade-East: Yes
Publicly Visible Facade-North: No
Publicly Visible Facade-South: Yes

Publicly Visible Facade-West: Yes
Historic District Inventory Number: 2005
Year of Construction: 1960s

Project Type: Remodel

Historic Building Name:
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June 8, 2021

Historic Districts Review Board Members

Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case # 2020-003667-HDRB Address: 653 Camino de la Luz
Historic Status: non-contributing
Historic District: Downtown and Eastside

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

Other: [list other attachments]
Other: [list other attachments]

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

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




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

653 Camino de la Luz is a single-family residential structure with non-contributing status.
Constructed in the 1960s in a Spanish Pueblo Revival Style, it had substantial remodeling in
1998 and 2005, so that most visible materials, including all the windows are non-historic.

The applicant now proposes the following items, almost all of which are located on the west-
facing portion of the structure:

1.

vk wnN

LN

Remove the existing portal on facades 4 and 5

Remove existing door and replace with a new window on fagade 5;

Replace living room and entry doors with different dimensions on facades 4 and 5 ;
Replace flagstone and stairs in the front (west) of the house

Construct a new entry portal on facades 3, 4 and 5 to a height of 10 feet. The wood will
be stained charcoal grey;

Add non-publicly visible skylights

Mount sconces of black steel next to the doors on facades 4 and 5;

Raise the entry parapet from 10 to 12 feet in height to match the new portal;
Construct a yard wall to the maximum allowable height of 6 feet. It will be stuccoed El
Rey “Buckskin” to match the house.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003667-HDRB
Page 2 of 2
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Base Form (FORM 1)

1. Name of proe o

None

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

2. Location:
653 Camino de la Luz

3 Locl Refernc

Santa Fe, NM 87505 4. County

Santa Fe County, NM

5. Property Type:
X_Building __ Structure
__Site __Object

6. Date of Survey:
9/15/2005

7. Previous Survey Date(s):

! /
X_ No previous survey

8. Name of Project:

9. UTM (NAD83)
Zone: 13
Easting:1368920
Northing:12953160

10. Photo Information

Disk Location: ‘ Wew of: Front Facade (South)

Digital Photography held by City of Santa Fe, 202 Lincoln Ave, Santa Fe, NM 87501

11. Brief Description of the Property:
Freestanding single-family house in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style.

12. Who uses the property?

Private residence.

13. Construction Date:

Date: 1960

_ Known X_Estimated Source: Art Roth

14. Setting:

__Suburban __Rural __Village X_Urban If Urban: __ Commercial __ Industrial X_ Residential _Public

15. Relationship to Surroundings: ~ X_ Similar __ Dissimilar

Comments:




HCPI Base Form (FORM 1) (Continued from other side)

16. Additional Perspective: Enclosed Porch or Sunroom on Northeast.
. T = TN W N, e 3

j‘ T, i . : § T 4 ‘.'o_-;._,. 17. Surveyor:
A\ AU o at o 4 'E‘,x} (your name, address, telephone number, and any group

affiliation)

Roy Wroth, Urbanist
P.O. Box 1514
Santa Fe, NM 87504

18. Owner (if known) and other
knowledgeable people:

Arthur Roth
Zigi Kaluzny

20. Significance to Current Community: __ Unknown __ None X_Low __ Moderate __ High

Describe:

21. Other Significance or Information of Interest: (such as historical, legendary, structural, former ownership, etc.)

22. National or State Register:

Is this property individually listed on a historic register? __Unknown XXNo _ Yes
If yes: __State __National

If ‘no’ or unknown, do you think this property is eligible for listing? = XXNo _ Yes
Why? Property lacks distinctive features, has no known association with historic persons or events, consists

of multiple additions, has lost original features, especially windows, and is less than 50 years old.

23. National or State Historic District:

Is this property in a historic district? __ Unknown XXNo _ Yes
Ifyes: __ Contributing __ Non-contributing __ Unknown

If ‘yes’, what is the name of the district? __State __ National

24. Supplemental Forms:

__None XX HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2) __ Continuation Sheets, # pages:




Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

None 653 Camino de la Luz 2. County
Santa Fe, NM 87505
Santa Fe County
5. Date of Survey: 9/15/2005

6. Visible Construction Material: - Nories: '

Number: X 1 _11/2 _ 2
__Adobe __ Brick __Composition __Concrete: Block __ 2112 Other:
8. Foundation: __NIA
__Concrete:  _ Concrete: _ Earth __Masonry: __Not visible __ None
Cast Stone Poured Plaster Simulated __AtGrade __Raised
Materials: __ Concrete __ Stone
__ Metal: __Metal: __ Metal: __Stone: Other:
Corrugated Structural V-Crimp Random Notes:
Siding Ashlar 9. Roof: NIA
Stone: Shape: X_Flat __Gabled
__Random __Stone: __Stone: __ Stone: Tabular P _I-Iipped Fyramidal
Coursed River Rock Rusticated " Shed Other:
Pitch: N L
XXStucco  __ Tile: _ Vinyl __ Wood: Board " Medium _ Steep
Weodi Clay Siding and Batten Features: __ Eave X_ Parapet
o . . Materials: __ Asphalt __ Earth
_ I-[Pr_lzontal __Wood: __Wood: __Wood: Shingle __Composition shingle __ Metal: Pressed
Siding Jacal Log __Composition Roll __ Metal: Corrugated
__Metal: Standing Seam __ Metal: V- Crimp
__Wood: Tongue and Groove ___Other: " Tile: Terra Cott?a __Wood: Shingle
Other:
10. Windows __NIA 11. Doors __NIA
--Multi-panel wood window with some operable Type Style Material Number
casements on north and east
--Enclosed porch composed of multi-panel wood
windows on northeast
--a variety of windows of various types and ages Notes:
12. Chimneys 13.Porches  __NIA
(describe whether interior or exterior and material)
; : Type: __Entry __Partial-Width
Chimneys integral to stuccoed masonry structure. __ Full-Width __ Wrap

14. Other Significant Features

15. Modifications: __No known modifications

The structure has undergone several modifications including the addition of a studio and garage on the east, and a sunroom on the
northeast
# Date: Known__ Estimated__  Source:

#2 Date: Known __ Estimated__  Source:




HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2)

(Continued from other side)

16. Primary Architectural Style __Not Applicable

__Art Deco/Streamline Modeme  __ Gothic Revival __Mission Revival __Pueblo X_ Spanish-Pueblo Revival
__Bungalow/Craftsman __International __Neo-Classical __Queen Anne __Territorial

__Colonial Revival __ltalianate __Northern NM __Ranch __Territorial Revival
__Folk Victorian __ Mediterranean __Prairie __Spanish-Colonial __ Tudor Revival

Notes: Other:

None.

18. Attached or Associated Properties

17. Documents Available and Their Locations

Are associated properties eligible for listing?

19.Site Plan:
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¢ bRy Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
aﬂ?:v Y City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

e

To Be Completed By Applicant: | Site Address: ' 7
Date Submitted: l L‘)(/J \ = B QS—; LaV-\-V\O De La vz i
Property Owner of Record: 1R oy o1 (A Debb. e (foﬂ( . Preposed Construction Description: \J'q Pot-\-« ,‘l tidlae,

e O
Applicant/Agent Name: A C L:.# ec Lu e A lLﬁ_»\.r_Q_LuL L_gm&mpc_gj j‘C_( 2 gﬁfgi@_rgf‘fﬂ {!}_e
I‘ Contact Person Phone Number: S0S 44¢€ 5264 TOTAL ROOF AREA: L d o f New \{Ml

Zoning District: Dsonlowin aud Easts! de Lot Coverage : 30.% %
| Overlay: ) Escarpment oOpen Space Required:
P Flood Zone* Setbacks:
(sW( Other: Proposelg Front: -7[20 Minimum: 7 ’)O
. . . 2™ Front?
Submittals Reviewed with PZR: ——— 3
_ k il Proposed Rear: 5 Minimum: \%
f Legal Lot of Record & Development Plan m’guﬂdmg Plans Proposed Sides: s R_S Minimum: 5

Existing Site Plan m/Pmposcd Site Plan Eﬁ?.levations i
Height: Proposed \0"™- D"’

Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: Maximum Height: o
(@(Zero Lot Line Affidavit 2 Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance
| Access and Visibility: ¥Arterial or Collector** o Regulated by Escarpment District
| JPVisibility Triangle Required HarkintiShates
| -
‘ Use of Structure: \c{ Residential Prf)posed [)) Accessible O
o Commercial Type of Use: Minimum:_ 3

‘ Terrain: 0 30% slopes Bicycle Parking**:
‘ Proposed:_yf A Minimum:_ A/ .3

* Requiresian additional review conducted by Technical Review Division & Abfmarcial REqU hermet
; i

“ Requires an additicmal review conducied by the Trattic 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.

. Jaso»-t Uecrera [COWNER |#APPLICANT \¢AGENT]
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.

Hfat/3]
SIGNATURE ’ DATH

To Be Completed By City Staff:

Additional Agency Review if Applicable:

o Escarpment Approval by Date: /.

o Flood Plain Approval by IDEICET=N /A

o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date:
Notes:

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

REVIEWER:

Original color form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) application packet.
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April 21, 2021
VIA HAND DELIVERY

City of Santa Fe

Historic Preservation Department
200 Lincoln

Santa Fe, NM 87501

Attn: Gary Moquino

RE: 653 Camino de la Luz — Adding New Portal, Doors and Walkway to Existing Residence
Architect’s Project # 04-10

Dear Gary:

Attached are drawings for a proposed addition to an existing non-contributing single-family
residence located at 653 Camino de la Luz.

Portal and doors:

¢ Removal of existing portal to main structure.

e Removal of existing door from master bedroom and replace with new window style
wood/clad casement with TDL’s.

® Removal of existing doors from living room and entry and replace with new 3’-0” x 8’-0”
iron doors living room to have (2) 1’-6” x 8’-0” side lights.

® Removal of existing flagstone floor to be replaced with new flagstone floor color buff.

e Removal of portion of existing walkway and stairs to be replaced with new flagstone color
buff.

¢ Adding new 10’-0” high portal in existing demoed portion of wall.

o (2) ’-4” x 5-0” skylights will be added to portal and will not be publicly visible.

® New sconces to be black steel dark night sky compliant.

¢ Wood on new portal will be stained color charcoal gray stain.

e We will raise the height of a portion of the entry parapet to allow the height of the portal to
continue throughout the span of the entire portal.

e New 6’-0” high stuccoed yard wall on east side of property. Stucco to match existing house
El Rey stucco color buckskin.

Total Main House Area: 5,888 sf
Existing Portal Area: 210 sf

Added Proposed Potrtal Area: 280 sf
Total Combined Area Roofed: 6,344 sf

612 Old Santa Fe Trail Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 505.988.5269 Fax 505.986.1270
website: www.archallinc.com




Thank you for your time and consideration. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

— ey

< - . —
g < -_

Eric Enfield, ATA
ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE, INC.
Cc: Ray and Debbie Ried

File

N7 (0] SN \H

L ]/
[ ]

Flagstone color Buff for ew atio floor and steps

Charcoal grey stain Minwax ebony tinted charcoal grey

612 Old Santa Fe Trail Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 505.988.5269 Fax 505.986.1270
website: www.archallinc.com




612 Old Santa Fe Trail Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 505.988.5269 Fax 505.986.1270
website: www.archallinc.com




653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial north elevation
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653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

East elevation
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653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial south elevation




653 Camino de la LLuz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial west elevation




653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial west elevation




653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

o whulm

Area of proposed new window at master bedroom,
informal entry and portal looking north

WEESTY wwm i o 1




653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Area of proposed formal entry, portal, steps and
flagstone walkway looking east




653 Camino de la Luz

Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Area of proposed new yard wall
looking west from the street




653 Camino De La Luz
Source: Scanlon Map - 1952
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PLAT OF BOUNDARY SURVEY
FOR
RAYFORD T. REID 868 039
&
DEBRA B. REID

LOT 12 AS SHOWN ON PLAT ENTITLED
"BOUNDARY SURVEY FOR JEREMY LEPARD...”
WITHIN PROJECTED SECTION 30, T 17 N, R 10 E,
NMPM., INTO THE SANTA FE GRANT, CITY

LOT 11-A OF SANTA FE, SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.
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COUNTY OF SANTA FE ))55
STATE OF NEW MEXICO
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SCALE: 1"=20"

——@—— Sewer manhole.
——&—— Points found and used as noted.
——0—— 1/2" Capped iron pin set this survey.
-———&—— Power poles.
—x—x—— Fences.
== Walls.
Concrete.

[ Utility box.

NOIES

PUBLIC NOTICE

VERIFICATION OF LEGAL LOT OF RECORD IS THE
SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE PURCHASER/OWNER.

INSTRUMENT No. _W—

4 \ z records of Santa Fe County.
E \ (=]
\ Y Witness my Hand and Seal of Office
\ - GERALGINE SALAZAR
N . X Countyf, Clerk, o Countyl, New Mexico
Py \ “
N\ Py 3 %,
0 ) ) ; ; N ) > i ) > = L4 e
LEGEND 1 VN / ! o ©

CITY OF SANTA FE STAFF HAS NOT REVIEWED
THIS DOCUMENT PRIOR TO RECORDATION. CITY OF
SANTA FE STAFF MUST APPROVE ALL DOCUMENTS
SUBMITTED WMTH AN APPLICATION FOR BUILDING
PERMIT AND MAY REQUIRE ADDITIONAL
[DOCUMENTATION 70 PROVE LEGAL LOT OF RECORD.

1. BASE OF BEARINGS: GPS OBSERVATION OF FOUND
MONUMENTS ON THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SUBJECT - i - )
LOT, (N 7531'16” E), NAD 83, NM STATE PLANE, . D 0733 s
CENTRAL ZONE, GRID. N

L LUz %

<, N .
2. THIS SURVEY IS BASED ON. A PLAT OF "BOUNDARY e RN
SURVEY FOR JEREMY LEPARD’, BY RICHARD E. SMITH, —— ®
PS 5837, DATED 6/29/95, RECORDED IN PLAT BK. 3 S NN o
AT PAGE 018, RECORDS OF SANTA FE COUNTY, NM. e
BEARINGS AND DISTANCES IN () ARE FROM SAID PLAT. ——

s

J. REFERENCE “LANDS SURVEYED FOR BEATRIZ VIGIL, ET AL, -
BLOCK 84 K, 1933 OFFICIAL MAP, SANTA FE, NM. BY

WALTER G. TURLEY, PS No. 95, DATED JUNE 10, 1947,

AMENDED AUGUST 4, 1948.

4. REFERENCE SWD INST. No. 1758126.
5. LEGAL LOT OF RECORD IS REPRESENTED BY PLAT OF NOTE 3.

CERT/IFICATE

|, Philip B. Wiegel, o duly registered Professional Surveyor in the State BOUNDARY SURVEY
of New Mexico hereby certify that | conducted and am responsible for this
survey, that this survey and plat represent an actual survey made in the OWNER: CHERYL NEELY ROTH, TRUSTEE
field by me or under my direction, that it meets the Minimum Standards for LOCATION: 653 CAMINO DE LA LUZ

Surveys in New Mexico and that the information contained herein is true and SECTION 30, T 17 N, R 10 £, NM.P.M.

correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. B ¢ PROJECTED INTO THE SANTA FE GRANT
1 further certify that this survey is not a fand division or subdivision SUBDIVISION: BEATRIZ VI, ETAL.

as defined in the New Mexico Subdivision Act and that this is a boundary SANTA FE COUNTY, NM.

survey plat of an existing tract or lracts. UPC No.:1-055-098-440-210

INDEXING INFORMATION FOR COUNTY CLERK

IEE N N NN NN RN RN N NN NN N NN NN NN NN NRS NN NN NNE NN NN

DATE OF FIELD WORK

DEL RI0 SURVEYS, INC.

Philip B. Wiag! PS5 No. 9758

P.O. BOX 22773, SANTA FE, NM. 87502 I PH: 505-820-9200

P.O. Box 22773 Santa Fe, NM.

Date: 10,16/20|REV.___1

PROJECT No. 20100820 |15~k __[okd__ OV
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Building Criteria
OWNER: Art and Cheryl Roth
SITE: 653 Camino de la Luz, Santa Fe, New Mexico

CONSTRUCTION STYLE:  Santa Fe style, 2X frame, flat roofs w/ parapets

UTILTIES: Water: New City of Santa Fe Water
Sewer: New City Sewer
Gas: New Natural Gas Service PNM
Electricity: Exist. service by PNM.
Telephone: Exist. service by Qwest.

SOILS: Owner and Contractor to confirm all soils conditions

Building Code Information

ZONING: Group R1
OCCUPANCY: Group R
CONSTRUCTION TYPE: Type V-N

ALLOWABLE LOT COVERAGE: 40%  (PROVIDED 20%)

SETBACKS: Front 70" (200" for garage)
Side 50"
Rear 150"

New Portal & Yard Walls
for

Ray & Debbie Reid

653 Camino de la Luz
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Santa Fe County

Drawing Index

VICINITY MAP SCALE: 17 = 500°

INC

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTAFE NEW MEXICO 87505
Telephone 505-988-5269
FAX 505-986-1270

E-MAIL architecturalalliance@archallinc.com
WEBSITE www.archallinc.com

C-0

C-1
C-2

A-1
A2
A-3
A-4
A-5

Cover

Existing Site Plan
Proposed Site Plan

Existing and Demo Floorplan
Proposed Floorplan

Existing and Proposed Elevations
Existing and Proposed Elevations
Existing and Proposed Elevations

HISTORIC REVIEW SET ~ MARCH 8TH, 2021

653 Camino de la Luz
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-003672--HDRB
Project Description:

Project Location(s): 1658 CERRO GORDO RD
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Contacts:

Property Owner: Robert & Vivian Pringle & Pettit repringle@ymail.com

Historic District: HD: Downtown And Eastside

Historic Building Status:
Non-Statused: False Non-Contributing: False Contributing: False Significant/Landmark: False

Primary Elevations:

Publicly Visible Facade-East: No
Publicly Visible Facade-North: Yes
Publicly Visible Facade-South: No

Publicly Visible Facade-West: No
Historic District Inventory Number: none
Year of Construction: 1960s?

Project Type: New Construction

Historic Building Name:

Page 1 of 1 Ver.08  10/28/2020
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June 8, 2021

Historic Districts Review Board Members

Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case # 2020-003672-HDRB Address: 1658 Cerro Gordo Road
Historic Status: non-contributing
Historic District: Downtown and Eastside

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

Other: [list other attachments]
Other: [list other attachments]

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

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




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1658 Cerro Gordo Road is a single-family residential structure built in a vernacular style with a
historic status of non-contributing, probably built in the 1960s. No historic report exists for this
property. This application does not pertain to the main house, which will remain unchanged.

The applicant now proposes the following:

1. Construct a coyote fence along the street to the maximum allowable height of 4 feet 11
inches.

2. Construct a coyote fence along the private easement away from the street to the
maximum allowable height of 6 feet.

3. Construct retaining walls for an automobile parking area

4. Construct a pueblo revival style shed, 12 by 12 feet, and to a height of 10 feet 7 inches.
The stucco will be El Rey “Soapstone” with trim in Benjamin Moor “Turqoise Powder.”
The south-facing elevation will contain a hollow metal door, an “eyebrow overhang”
with a pre-finished metal drip edge and exposed viga ends and the west fagade will
contain a metal clad window with a simulated divided light.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003672-HDRB
Page 2 of 23



HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION i@j
prosEcTLOCATION: /658 (ERRD éD(LD (8]

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

PROJECT PROPOSAL: (\ SEE LETER 6 INTE r\ST‘/

CONSTRUCTION COST: §

BASE FEE: § +EXCEPTION: § +POSTER: § = TOTAL: §
(base fee = ¥ of 1% of construction cost, not to exceed $2,000 and not less than $250)

(each exception has an additional fee of $350) (25 per poster with one (1) poster per street frontage)

owner: Kopen PRINGLE ’* Vivian P 'pHoNg (‘50‘5)99245\5_5/
OWNER MAILING ADDRESS: | k58 Cerro Gordo

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE: D& TP F:Es", New Mexice 8750]

EMAIL: rcwr\nq\e.@ \Imcul Com

C’I UU AT i U -
AGENT: Liptson Plannine Seeviees Tue . & PHONE #: /’50‘5\920"(08301
MAILING ADDRESS: [ -O. B ox
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE: DA NTR- FE i N 87504
EMAIL: | {a\ Seon P\qnn}nj ( 8ma.f l. ecam
PREAPPLICATION MEETING: Date:_{ / 8 { | case Planner; DANIEL SCXWAB
AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE SOLE AGENT
I'am,/We are the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property located at:
I/We authorize to act as my/our agent to execute this application.

Signed: Date:

Printed Name:

I/We shall act as my/our own agent to execute this application.

Signed: Date:

Printed Name:

AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE SOLE AGENT must be signed to be accepted.

Original form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board Application packet.
All documents submitted to the Historic Preservation Division are public record. HPD does not return documents.

Revised 20 November 2020




LIAISON Planning Services Inc.

P.O. Box 1835 Santa Fe, NM 87504 (505) 920-6839 liaisonplanning@gmail.com

April 28, 2021

City of Santa Fe

Historic Design Review Board
P.O. Box 909

Santa Fe, NM 87504-0909

LETTER OF INTENT

Re: 1658 Cerro Gordo
Santa Fe, NM

Dear Board Members,

Please consider this letter as a formal request to approve an
application for the above reference addresses. The property is
located within the Downtown and Eastside Historic District.

This request is to replace the coyote fence along Cerro
Gordo with a 5’ coyote fence and add additional 6’ coyote fences
along a private easement and parking area (see site plan). In
addition, the property owner would like to improve an existing
parking area that accesses off of Cerro Gordo with retaining walls,




stairs and turnaround. A 12x12 Pueblo Style shed is proposed on
permanent foundation. Stucco color to be “El Rey Soapstone” and
the trim will be Benjamin Moore “Turquoise Powder”.

Please contact me if you have any questions or require
additional information.

rely,

flo~

olofés I. Vigil )

Attachments:  Application
Authorization Letter
Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
Vicinity Map
Site Plan
Elevations
Photographs




af’g beg

Pl -8y,
&
% i Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
'2@ ‘.ﬁ“: City of Santa Fe Land Use Department
=%

To Be Comp]ete B Applicant: Site Address:
Date Submitted; ‘-/ zl |z 59 Cerao @ onbe 2o

1 |~l P@ﬂ ; < tion:
Broherty Ovvniee of Récird NIV & eﬂﬂ""?ﬂ«l N e LE | Proposed Construction Description:

Applicant/Agent Name: Liavson Pmsmuc. Senules (SEE LETERL OF I~
Contact Person Phone Number: (5%)920- 639 TOTAL ROOF AREA: | ‘-H D’J SteD
Zoning District: P2 Lot Coverage : %o
Overlay: o Escarpment 0Open Space Required:
o Flood Zone* Setbacks:
o Other: Proposed Front: ‘5 Z Minimum:
2" Front?

Submittals Reviewed with PZR:
Legal Lot of Record 0 Development Plan 0 Building Proposeg lslzar Rllrl m}ht;mm
Proposed Si L‘m q
Plans & Existing Site Plan  erProposed Site Plan "™ P oocs oo s

o
Elevations . Height: Proposed 5

: Maximum Height: or
Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: X Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance
0 Zero Lot Line Affidavit /A 0 Regulated by Escarpment District
Access and Visibility: o Arterial or Collector** Parking Spaces:
o Visibility Triangle Required Proposed 2 Accessible N [
Use of Structure: X Residential ‘ Minimum: 2
o Commercial Type of Use: Bicycle Parking**:
Terrain: 0 30%slopes N /A P“’Posed:‘d% Minimum:
U ** 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.

LlMSo:J wamue SSELUMES;INL- [COWNER CAPPLICANT XAGENT]
PRINT N

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.

/4 4 fo)e)
"1 DATE

SIGNATURE =~ ~

Completed By City Staff:
Additional Agency Review if Applicable:
o0 Escarpment Approval by Date: [/ |
o Flood Plain Approval by Date:
o Traffic Engineering Approval by _ Date:
Notes:

=

sl

Zoning Approval:
oPreliminary Approval owith conditions 0 Rejected

Comments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: DATE: [ | _

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

Revised 20 November 2020
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I Hereby Certify That This Instrument Was e-Recorded for
Record On The 27TH Day Of December, A.D, 2017 at 04:28:39 PM
And Was Duly Recorded as Instrument # 1844887

N, | COUNTY OF SANTAFE | WARRANTY DEE
- STATE OF NEW MEXICO }ss PAGES: 3

5oy ' (Of The Records Of Santa Fe County
Witness My Hand And Seal Of Office
Geraldine Salazar
Deputy - VDURAN County Clerk, Santa Fe, NM
Prepared in the Law Office of:
James P. Lazar, PC
5949 Sherry Lane, Suite #111
Dallas, TX 75225
Raturn IOSDODDOZQ D l LP C—L

After recording retum to: S{DEE TV NATINNAL TITLE INSURAKEE G,
Seller: PETTIT Order No.: 58701703359

WARRANTY DEED

VIVIAN R. PETTIT, A MARRIED. WOMAN AS HER SOLE AND SEPARATE PROPERTY (herein referred 10 as
Grantor, whether one or more), for consideration paid, grants and conveys with warranty covenants to

VIVIAN R. PETTIT AND ROBERT A, PRINGLE, A MARRIED COUPLE

(herein referred to as Grantee, whether one or more), whose address is

the following described real property in SANTA FE County, New Mexico:

TRACT “A", AS SHOWN ON PLATENTITLED, "LAND ENCLOSED AS TRACT "A" & TRACT"B" ARE THE SAME
LAND ASDENOTED AS TRACT"I"IN THE JF SCANION SURVEY ON DEC 1960" FILED INTHE OFFICEQF THE

COUNTY C1.ERK. SANTA FE COURRMERS P LR RN X
INSTRUMENT NO. 295,989.

TAX PARCEL NO.: 12265088
This conveyance is made and accepted subject to the lien for current taxes and othier assessments and all valid and

subsisting restrictions, reservations, conditions, limilations, encumbrances, covenants, exceptions and casements as may
appear of record, if any, affecting the above described property.

{Continued on Next Page}
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Seller: PETTIT Order No.: 58701703359

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises, with their appurtenances unlo the said Grantee, his heirs and
assigns forever. And the said Grantor does hereby covenant to and with the said Grantee, that she is the awner in fec simple
of said premises; that they arc free from all encumbrances except as described herein, and that she will warrant and defend
the same from all lawful claims whatsoever.

The singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and use of any gender shall be applicable to
all genders. ’

WITNESS my hand and seal this_| ___day of adon wl ] .

VIVIAN R, PETTIT—Grantor

ACKNOWLEDGMENT FOR NATURAL PERSONS

STATE OF !
} ss.
COUNTY OF }
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of 1 ;
20 , by VIVIAN R. PETTIT.
My commission expires: (Seal)

Notary Public




WARRANTY DEED

ANDRES R. MARTINEZ and FILOMENA B. MARTINEZ, his wife, and PAUL F.
ROMERO and FRANCES M. ROMERO, his wife, for consideration paid grant to
RAMON ARTURO GARCIA and OLIVIA M. GARCIA, his wife, as joint tenants
the following described real estate in Santa Fe County, New Mexico:

Beginning at a point marked by an irom pipe set on the south
boundary of Cerro Gordo Road, whence the N W cor. of the property
surveged by J. F. Scanlon as shown by plat No. 1447-01-02.B-1 bears
N. 85 04' W., 133.97 feet distant; thence S. 87% 39' E,, 108.00
feet to a point marked by an iron pipe set for the N E cor. of the
property herein described; thence S. 15° 08' E., 170 feet, more or less,
to the center of the ditch known as Acequia del Cerro Gordo as located
this date; thence in a general westerly direction along the center line
of Acequia del Cerro Gordo to its intersection with the east boundary
line of the property of Daniel Martinez; thence N. 15° 08' W., 189 feet,
more of less, to the point and place of beginningl With Warranty
Covenants. , |

1

S
. X 4 -
Witness our hands znd seals thisZ¢ day of June, 1961

g 4 e f e
ULz LAY, Ate e =

ya

e ‘/ —_ |_‘.<’ ,/'
'Z/ /i‘f{’. »2’(11"4) /)7 ;T g A

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

Zss
County of SANTA FE

On this ot xia) day of June , 1961 before me.personally
appeared ANDRES R. MARTINEZ and FILOMENA B. MARTINEZ, his'wife, and PAUL F.
ROMERQ and FRANCES M. ROMERO, his wife to me known to be the persons described
in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that they
executed the same as their free act and deed.

hand..and seal the da; and year last above written
2 e

November 5, 1963 : /:4’4-./,:/‘//1;
Notary Publfc




o

GRANT OF EASEMENT

ARTHUR GARCIA and OLIVIA GARCIA, husband and wife, for good
and valuvable consideration grant to JOHN ODJINAGA end VIVIAN ANN
DJINAGA, husband and wife, their heirs, successors and assigns,
an easement for ingress snd egress, twolve feet in width, extend-
irg along the westerly bouncary of “he pruperty of Grantors from
the southwest cornsr thereof to its juncture with a public road-
way which extends from the westerly boundary to the easterly
boundary of Grantors' property approximately twelve feet .iorth of
Grandors' southerly property line. For purposes of illustraiion,
Grartors' property is Tract "A"™ on the sttached plat of survey
and Grantees' property is Tract "B"™; location of the eusement
(not to scale) is indicated by dotted line. Maintenance of the
easement shsll be the sole responsibility of Crantees.

This grant is made in consideration of the family relation-
ship of the parties. However, should Grantees sell their said
property within seven years of the date hereof, they will pay to
Grantors the sum of Two Thoussrd ($2,000.00) Dollars from the
proceeds of such‘sale at closing.

NESS our signatures on the _ﬁ_’){ﬂﬂav of October, 1984.

UR GARI OLIVIA GARCIA
Husband and Wife
Grantors
STATE OF NEwW MEXICO

SS. .
COUNTY OF SANTA FE

]
The foregoing document was acknowledged before me this a?é@def(
day of October, 1284, by ARTHUR GARCIA and OLIVIA GARCIA, husband

and wife.

P

A

& T TR ;
UL ,(ﬁ;/m uzalea

.

(meaf».v ;e;ni:) : L’J‘)Z? ST 240 i 5/.24-/55:":

ro I herby certily thal this instrument was fitsd o
[/ = . B
o2 ru:ovdnnltw._&% day o O,ﬂjjk
e A 'Wm.m FE 1SS 188 a& ‘ciock. _m,
* f Sealol Off endyas dulyrce o s 0ok 3)3____
Witness my Hand and Seal of Oflico IIIMO‘ 6+ - Ganta Fe County,
" ANGIEVIGIL PEREZ

n ;mwcmnsmuncoumy,n_m “-
o —— - @J—ﬂj_ A %—-
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LiTY OF SANTA FE PUBLIC NOTICE
THIS SURVEY 7S BASED ON THASE RECORDED DOCUMENTS NOTED HEREON.
THE CITY OF SANTA FE STAFF MUST APPROVE ALL TS =
WITH AN AFPUCANON FOR A BULDING PERMIT AND MAY REQUIRE SUBIMITTAL
OF ADDITIGNAL DOCUMENTATION TO PROVE LEGAL LOT OF RECORD.

PASEQ DE FLORENCIO

BOUNDAERY SURVEY
AS REQUESTED BY
MICHELLE LEHARGUE, DAUGHTER
FOR
RAMON ARTHUR GARCIA, DECEASED
OLIVIA GARCIA, DECEASED

— BEING WITHIN
fiediys:
/&/ e TRACT "A”
& ) 1660 1/2 CERRQ GORDO ROAD
VICINITY MAP, NOT TO SCALE @/P‘, -~ CITY OF SANTA FE
e et S AND WITHIN
- A PORTION OF THE
— e Tz s — e, L comamie— ~ SANTA FE LAND GRANT
—_—— — — - e —_—
s I zQAU COUNTY OF SANTA FE
*®  CERRO il _—
. GORDC Iig 7t e STATE OF NEW MEXICO
T " REBAR Wy cap l; A _— APPROXUATE 12 WDE
== = COMUON ENTRANCE AND EXIT
— e - 0 CERRO CORDO RGAD
WI45I36W, SE1 -
5 N/F FRANKUN SOND & AWY SCHILLING \ \
UVA.C NO 1-055-099-308=128
e T | EEEERENCED DOCUMENTS
PLAT BK. 567, PAGE(S} 4 & 047 |
1. A WARRANTY DEED FROWM ANDRES R. MARTINEZ AND FILOWENA B WARTHVEZ,
HIS WIFE AMD PAUL F. ROMERG AND FRINGES M ROWERO, HIS WFE FOR
} COMSIDERATION PAID GRANT TO RAMON ASTURD GARCA AND OLIA i, GARCIA
HIS WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS FAILED FUR RECORD M. THE OFFICE OF THE SANTA
FE COUNTY CLERK APPEARING AS DOCUMENT WO, 249,546, DEED 80CK 180,
/ } PAGE §2.
— ! ARTHUR GARCIA AND
2 A PLAT OF SURVEY ENTIILED "PLAr OF SURVEY FOR
LEGEND o " - NALS. NO.
- WARCH 16, 1965 ALED FOR FECORD I THE OFFICE OF THE
SANTA FE AS DCCUMENT NO. 295,989, PLAT
@  CESGNATES 7OUND ANC USED A FOUR (4) INCH DIMETER NF TOM ROSS 7 X 200X 15, PAGE 1.
GALVAMIZED METAL DISC WiTH MARKINGS “CITY OF SANTA FE UPC NG 1-056-099—306—132 /
SURVEY CONTRGL MARKER, SFT 1077, '999" DEED DCCUMENT NQ. 1570802
PLAT BK. 547, PAGE(S) 048 & Q49 =z = ~ /
©  DESIGNATES FOUND & USED A 1/2 INCH DIAUETER RERAR = S ) oo
CAPPED WITH A ONE (1) INCH DUMMETER PLASTIC CAP WITH S
MARKINGS ARMMD, NMES iJ604° (UMLESS JTHERWISE MNOTED) <i v
2\ covcRETE i SURVEYOR'S MIIES
o DESIGNATES FOUND & YUSED A /2 WCH DAMETER REBAR FOUND & USED .
CAPPED WITH A ONE (3) NCA OUVETER PLASIC 4P Wil ¥ g 9 . J VONUMENTS BEING A i/2"
LGS T MR, IS (LRSS DTRERMSE NCTED) - — Ta DIAMETER GALVANIZED 1RON PIPE LOCATED AT THE
—_— ‘E APPROXIMATE 12" WOE GOMB_VOFWMWAI/YMR Wl‘rm
(SEZ18°00W. 102.90)  OESIGNATES RRRRANTY DEED ANO SURVEY T A COMEN ENTRANCE AND £XT T 1/2" QAUSTER PLASTIC CAP WITH MAWINGS mrm. 13516
PLAT RECORD CALL —_ 7O CERRO GORDG ROAD LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAD TRACT. THE BEARING
BASE USED IS N1SD8'00W.
OESIGNATES POINT 3 GF SURvEY
e i 8 N/F MARCELLA RODRIGUEZ 2 THIS TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND HEREIN UES WITHIN ZONE w
S~ et DocNT W, 196 — il e Aee oo 0 W PEnEL. ACRCENCY UAAGEVENT
N
BLAT Sk 705, PAGE 027 ceauie O cerro AGENCY MAP NO. ISCASCOITE. EFFECIVE DATE: 12-04-2012
o= DESKGNA;
-t B p. 2 wﬁm MAY BE mO’? N EXISTING
T n WANCUS CFYING ENCROACHUENTS,
= PR IER GG eR. NS B Bl & susat 8 OR GVERLAPS THAT ARE MOT XNOWN WIVE NOT BEEN PROVIDED TO
N ASPHALT SURFACE = | oss-038 -3 THIS SURVEYOR AS OF iHE AS OF THE DATE OF THIS SURVEY.
—%—  DESIGWATES WIRE FENCE 104.03 LGFiN urC "o'm 1708, PAGE 854
_ o & SUSAN U \ a“ig‘FAa 4. THIS SURVEY (S SUBJECT TO ANY RESERVATIONS, EASEMENTS, AMD
IEEE  DESIGNATES STONE WALL \ M/F Wa““” o‘ﬁ—m‘nf;;‘s \ PLAT 8K RESTRICTIONS OF RECORD.
uPG NG T PAGE "
B OESIGMUIES COMCRETE SiAR \ DEE,E ‘?'i'gzapfdsfsl g4s & 045 \ 5. In€ ORTE OF SURVEY (5 NOVEMBER 2015
X CESGNATES FLAGSTONE SURFACE . - ol
—U—  DESIGRATES UTILTY LINE —_ - \
e == -
’
w LFEIBSY
COUNTY OF SANTA FE }
STATE OF NEW MEXICO A
| HEREGY CERTFY THAT THJS INSTRUMENT WAS FILED COUNTY ASSPSSOR'S UNIPOAK PLRCSL CODE HO. 1-058-09$-318-134
FCR RECORD ON THE DAY OF DECEMBER SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE "
it an it LD e 2o —-m—m INDEXING INFORMATION FOR COUNTY CLERK
" L HPOLITO BENJAHN ACH NEW MEXICO FESSTONAL SURVEYUR NG. 13615, DO HEREBY
i M’}f/sm w soox 7257 CERTFY THAT THIS IS A BOUNDARY SURVEY PLAT AND THE ACTUM. SURVEY OV THE GROUND ONNER - PROJSGTED Laci7IoN,
aucels) 272 cF m™HE RECORDS GF SANTA FE COUNTY. UPON WHICH (T IS BASED WERE PERFORMED EY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECT SIPERVSION; THAT { ARTHUR GARCIA | SECTION | TaWiSEIP | RANGE A FE. NEW MEXICO
WINESS UY MAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE QuArY Al RESPONTIBLE FOR THE SURVEY: THAT THIS 1 - OLIVIA GARCIA 7] G ToE | "
B FOR SURVETING IN VW MEXICO; AND T 1S TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE - —
AND BELIEF. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THIS SURVEY IS NOT A LAND OIVISION OF SUBCIASION CILE — 20
GERALDING. AL/ Af? DEFINED 14 TNE NEW MEXICO SUBDIVSION WSTRUMENT “DATE 11-18-2015 CERRO DEL SOL
?’ﬂ‘" ARSI s G W PUAT OF it & T DRATY BY B VIGIL LAND SURVEYS
e - P ]
5 R CHECEED BY HE VIGIL
Zeuln o ﬂmj%}"‘- ~ds PPROVED BY | WE VICL | HIPOLITQ BENIAMIN VIGIL
. e o - g e e e o
PROJECT NG. L5-201506 {506) 4702618
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X
g“ 8 CiTy OF SANTA FE PUBLIC NOTICE
=
%\ & THIS SURVEY /S BASED ON MHOSE RECORDED DOCUMENTS NWOTED HEREON.
1 g THE (Y OF SANTA FE STAFF MUST APPROVE DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED
‘ i WITH AN APPUCATION FOR 4 BUILDING PERMIT AND MAY REQUIRE SUBMITTAL
g’ OF ADDMONA, DOCUMENTATION TO PROVE LEGAL LOT OF RECORD.
i SITE
B oF
& S

VICINITY MAP, NOT TQ SCALE

GRAPHIC SCALE

LEGEND

DESIGNATES FOUND AND USED A FOUR (€) INOH DIMMETER
GALVANIZED WETAL DISC WiTH WARKINGS “CITY

OF SANTA FE
SURVEY CONTRCL MARKER, SFC 1077, 19§9"

OESIGNATES FOUND & USED A [/2 INCH DIAMETER REEAR
CAPPED WiTH A ONE (f) INCH DISMETER FLASTIC CAP WITH
MARKINGS TARMMO, NMFS 13604 (UNLESS OTHERW#ISE NCTED)
DESISNATES FOUND & USED A 1/2 WNCH DIAMETER RERAR
CAPPED WITH A ONE (7) WNCH DIAMETER PLASTIC CAP VATK
MARKINGS HE WIGIL 136167 (UNLESS OTHERWISE AKITED)
(582" 18°00°W,102.90°)  DESIGNATES #ARRANTY DEED AND SURVEY
PLAT RECORD CALL

Fo8 DESIGNATES POINT OF BEGINNMNG CF SURvEY
N,

ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERSHIP,
(NOW OR FORMERLY)

== DESIGNATES BLOCK WALL

=== DES'GNATES GRAVELED ROAD
—H—  DESIGNATES WIRE FENCE

UG DESIGMATES STONE WALL
E3  OESIGNATES CONCRETE SLAB
DESIGNATES FLAGSTUNE SURFACE

—U—  DESIGNAYES UTILATY LINE

MHENTNG._./'?Y/ng
COUNTY OF SANTA FE

STATE OF NEW MEXICD
I HEREEY CERTIFY THAT

THIS INSTRUMENT #2S ALED
FoR RECORD ON THE _§ TDAVOFDEGEAJEE‘E
2015 ap a1 L2 2% ctock 72

AND WAS DULY RECORDED IN 500X 7? s

mice(s) _CY7 o miE RECORDS ©F SANTA FE COUNTY.
WIIESS MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE g

GERALDINE SALAZAR
COUNTY CLERK SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
et N R
o v

DEPUTY

NI4513¢ W 161

N/F FRANKUN FOND & AMY SCHILLING
WP.C NO. 1-0S5-099-306—138
CEED DOCUMENT NQ. 1722819
PLAT SH. 547, PAGE(S) 046 & 047

N/F TOM ROSS
UP.C NO. 1—056-095—306—132
DEED GGGUMENT NO, 1576802
FLAT 8K. 547, PAGE(S) 048 & 049

MARCELLA ROORIGUEZ
UP.C. NQ 1-056-093-317-129
DEED DOCUMENT NG. 1719651

PLAT BK. 705, PAGE 027

SET PENNY NAIL WTH

TAG SET EMBGELDED
N ASPHALT SURFACE

1860 1/2 CERRO GORDO ROAD
CITY OF SANTA FE
b2 e AND RTTHIN
o O o A PORTION OF THE
A240 o7 FoAD 2ITEH — SANTA FE LAND GRANT
== T — z0AD COUNTY OF SANTA FE
GORDO i3 < . — STATE OF NEW MEXICO
"? e _ APPROXIMATE 12 WDE
(GRAVELED SURFACE) |13 = i —(‘— COMUCH ENTRANCE AND EXIT
—— TR .N._j — TO CERRO GORDO ROAD
ST T TGa00 i —
. N
2T 1
B0
BT | ) BEERENCED DCCUMENTS
?’:%T?‘:‘, I. A WARRANTY DEED FROM ANDRES R. MARTINEZ AND FILOWENA B MARTINEZ,
1 "B o HIS WIFE ANO PAUL F. ROMERD AND FRANCES M, ROMERO, HIS WIFE FOR
4 $=% 2 f COMSIDERATION PAID GRANT TO RAMON ARTURQ GARCIA AND OLVIA M. GARCIA,
N 229 HIS WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS FILED #OR RECORD W THE OFFICE OF THE SANTA
3 3I°9% % FE COUNTY CLERK APPEAANG AS DOCUMENT WO. 249,545, DEED SOCK 180,
B Azl / PAGE &2.
2 =223
P S8y 4 2. A PLAT OF SURVEY ENTTLED “PLAT OF SURVEY FOR ARTHUR GARCIA AND
B & / / ZND FRANCES 4. ROUERO" PREPARED OY J. EDWARD ORTIZ, MMLS. NO.
3855 ON MARCH 15, 1965 FILED FOR RECORD IN THE OFFICE OF THE
SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK APPEARING AS DCCUMENT NO. 295,989, PLAT
/ / BOOK 15, PAGE 11.
/ /
SURFACE o . — —
2 T o e —
pe, L 4 ugmr.n@
o
w
(e

AREA = 0425 ACRES®

-3, 103.907

(551'1.5'69

THERE MAY SE RECORDED OR UNRECUROED DOCUMENTS 4 EXISTING
, SPECIYING EASEMENTS, ESTRICTIONS, COVENANTS, ENCROACHUEATS,
OVERIAPS THAT T KNOWN HAVE NOT BEEN PROVIED
\_gse-099-372 118 s e SR GF e GarE GF THIS SURVEY.
GETN up N0 7 s PAGE 65;
\ o & I e \ O aw, 428 PASE O *
N7 323~ 1
—~ps6-099
o et TG i '.
\ ED Zor pAGE(S) L
syl I8
s R

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

J, HIPOLITO GENJARIAN ASIL NEW MEX|CO PROFESSIONAL SURVEYUR NO. 13576, DO HEREEY
CERTIFY THAT THIS IS A BOUNGARY SURVEY FLAT ANG THE ACTUAL SURVEY ON THE GROUND

UPON WHICH (T IS BASED WERE PERFORMED EY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECT SUFGRVISKON; THAT !
Al RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SURVEY: THAT THIS SURVEY WEETS THE MINIMUM SURVEYING STANDAROS
FOR SURVEYING IN WEW WEXICO; AND IT iS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE
AND BEUEF. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THIS SURVEY IS NOT A LAND DIVISION OF SUSOIVISION AS
OEFINED I THE NEW MEXICO SUBDIVISION ACT AND THAT THIS INSTRUMENT 5 4 EOUNDKRY SURVEY
PLAT OF AN EXISDNG TRACT OR TRACTS.

Q%an;o et Yeonl— December 28, 2045
I

BEMN VG NWPS NO. 13616 N

DATE

APPROXIMATE 12° WIDE
COMMON ENTRANCE AND E£X0T
TO CERRO GORDO ROAD

BOUNDARY SURVEY

AS REQUESTED BY
MICHELLE LEHARGUE, DAUGHTER
FOR
RAMON ARTHUR GARCIA, DECEASED
QLIVIA GARCIA, DECEASED

BEING WITHIN
TRACT "A”

753041

SURVEYOR'S NOIES

1. SEARINGS ARE BASED BETWEEN FOUND MONUMENTS BEING 4 i/2"
DIAMETER GALVANIZED IRON PIPE LOCATED AT THE

CORNER OF SO TRACT AMD A 1 CTER REBAR CAPPED WITH
T 1/2° DAMETER PLASTIC CAP WITH MARKINGS “HB VIGIL, 13616°

LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID TRACT. THE BEARING
BASE USED IS N15708°00W.

2 THIS TRACT OR PARCEL OF LANO HEREON LIES WITHIN ZONE "X~
AREAS DETERMINED TO BE GUTSIDE THE 0.2X ANNUAL CHANCE
FLOGOPLAIN ACCOROING T0 THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
AGENCY MAP NO. 35049C0417E, EFFECNVE DATE: 12-04-2012

3.

THIS SURVEY (S SUBJECT T0 ANY RESERVATIONS, EASEMENTS, AND
RESTRICTIONS OF RECORD.

5. ImE DATE OF SURVEY (S MOVEMBER 205,

COUNTY ASSESSOR'S UNIPOAY PARCSL COBE #0, 1-056-099-315-134

INDEXING INFORMATION FOR COUNTY CLERK

GRXNER PROJECTED LOCATION

ARTHUR GARCIA | SECTION | TOWNSHLP | RANCE

OLIVI4 GARCIA 0 o o | A EELNEY KXY

SCILE 1= z0°

“DATE 11-18-2015 CERRO DEL SOL

DRA¥N BY HB _VIGIL LAND SURVEYS

CHECKED BY HE VIGIL o s
HB VIGIL HIPOLITO BENJLMIN

APPROVED BY i a/g ;.—s%mmm o
- SUNTL PR,

PROJECT NO. LS-20{606 (505) 470~0618
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Wood window with
pre-finished exterior
metal cladding

West Elevation

Finish grade

Scale: 1/4" =1'-0"

101_7H:|:

10'-3"

Exposed vigas, extend
6"+ from face of wall

Stained wood canale with

galvanized metal liner

6-8"

Scale: 1/4" =1'-0"

) ( ) ( )
. . O C
@) O O Q3 ‘E M Joist Bearing
B - T 3' O" T - -1 00 Y = ] - - ] :—1-|
- H S
Eyebrow overhang with ——— A 0
Y, pre-finished metal drip ©
v edge & exposed vigas
/ ]
/
@ —] Exterior stucco finish — |
N with medium sand texture | |
\ Flush insulated hollow | |
N . metal door with wood |
N Finish Floor = frame |
7305.5' ] L ]
— = — — R e T e ————
— Concrete stoop
South (Front) Elevation East Elevation North Elevation
Scale: 1/4"=1'-Q" Scale: 1/4" =1'-Q"
Membrane roofing over min. 4"
foam roofing sloped to drain 1/4"
per 12"
Wrap stucco over parapet, slope
to drain (provide water proof
Membrane roofing over 1/2" solid membrane over parapet prior to
wood sheathing sloped to drain stucco work)
1/4" per 12" over 3/4" tongue &
groove exposed wood decking | 2x4wood framed vented parapet
Pre-finished metal drip edge © © Parapet vent 5
A /_ (_\'J
= / Joist Bearing Elevation
N per framing plan $
/ 3-0" \ Rim joist and/or blocking as
= required
Exposed wood wgz;;(ra%rp;v(\j, \ Exposed load bearing vigas
~——— Specified exterior stucco finish
system
2 x 4 wood framed wall with m
nominal 1/2" solid wood sheathing, S
optional R-19 batt insulation, studs
spaced at 24" OC max.
-|‘%b‘\ Weep screed
r
J
| Finish grade
| 1/2" dia. x 7" min. embed anchor
| bolts per IRC section R403.1.6
] Pressure treated sill plate per IRC
Concrete stoop, sloped to drain | ‘\ section R317, typical
from building / Typical reinforced concrete slab | Reinforced concrete stemwall
= I -
< ————————————" - Finish Floor $
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City of Santa Fe

Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-003670--HDRB

Project Description:

Project Location(s): 844 DON CUBERO AVE
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts:

Property Owner: Tim Taylor bandgeckos@aol.com
844 Don Cubero Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Historic District: HD: Don Gaspar Area

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: No
Publicly Visible Facade-South: No

Publicly Visible Facade-West: No
Historic District Inventory Number: 2021
Year of Construction: 1928

Project Type: Remodel

Historic Building Name:
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Historic Districts Review Board Members

Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case 2020-003670-HDRB Address: 844 Don Cubero Avenue
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Don Gaspar Area

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 __ Preliminary Zoning Review Sheet
x__ Photographs

Other:
Other:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
1. Staff recommends that the exceptions to Section 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) for
a. Item 2, replacing a historic door, and
b. Item 3, raising the openings
have been met.
2. Staff recommends approval of items 1 through 4 and finds that the application complies
with Section 14-5.2(D) General Design Standards for all Historic Districts, and 14-5.2(H)
Don Gaspar Area Design Standards.




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

844 Don Cubero Avenue is a single-family residential structure and freestanding garage, both of
which have contributing status to the Don Gaspar Area Historic District. The main house was
constructed in a Spanish Pueblo Revival Style in around 1928 with a 1990s addition at the rear.
The garage is presumed also to be from around 1928.

The garage sits at the rear of the driveway on the south side of the main house and is visible from
the street. The east, street-facing facade has a non-original metal garage door and an older
wooden door to the right. It has clerestory windows on the south facade. Documentation shows
that there have been changes to the roof and parapets after 1969 and the structure in 1930 had
east and west windows, which have now been removed. However it still communicates its
original use. On April 13, 2021, in Case 2021-003372-HDRB, the HDRB designated the east
fagcade of the garage as primary.

The applicant now returns to the Board with the following proposal:

1. Replace the non-historic garage door.

2. Replace the historic pedestrian door on the primary fagade with a vertically oriented
window with the same dimensions with frosted windows to shield a bathroom that is
visible from the street. An exception is requested to Section 14-5.2(D)(5)(a)(i) replace a
historic door on a primary facade.

3. Raise the openings by 6 inches on the primary fagade to mitigate flooding. This will
result in a minimal change in the appearance of this fagade. An exception is requested to
Section 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) remove historic material.

4. Doors and windows will be green with “mint”-colored sashes to match the house.

EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES:

Request for an Exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) to remove historic material (Wall to raise openings)

(1) Do not damage the character of the district

Applicant Response: SINCE THE SIZE AND (MOSTLY) LOCATION OF THE OPENINGS IS
RETAINED, THE CHANGE WILL NOT BE NOTICEABLE AND THEREFORE WILL NOT
AFFECT THE CHARACTER OF THE DISTRICT

Staff Response: Staff agrees with the applicant.

(11) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare
Applicant Response: THE EXISTING GARGE FLOOR IS FLUSH TO EXTERIOR GRADE.
RAISING THE FLOOR (AND THERFORE THE OPENINGS) 6" WILL ALLOW US TO
CREATE A MORE WATERPROOF PROJECT

Staff Response: Staff agrees with the applicant.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003372-HDRB
Page 2 of 3



(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: WE COULD LEAVE THE FLOOR AND OPENINGS AT THE
EXISTING HEIGHT, BUT EXTENSIVE GRADING WOULD BE REQUIRED TO PREVENT
WATER FROM ENTERING THE STRUCTURE. THIS GRADING WOULD HAVE AN
ADVERSE EFFECT ON THE ADJACENT YARD

Staff Response: Staff agrees with the applicant.

Request for an Exception to 14-5.2(D)(1)(a) to remove historic material (historic wood
pedestrian door)

(1) Do not damage the character of the district

Applicant Response: THE NEW WINDOW WILL BE AN ALUMINUM CLAD UNIT WITH
COLORS TO MATCH THE EXISTING UNITS AT THE HOUSE. THEREFORE, THE
CHARACTER OF THE DISTRICT WILL BE MAINTAINED.

Staff Response: Staff agrees with the applicant. The shape of the proposed opening will remain
the same so that the history of the door as a pedestrian door to a garage will still be legible.

(i1) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare
Applicant Response: THE SPACE BEHIND THE EXISTING PEDESTRIAN DOOR WILL BE
TURNED INTO A BATHROOM. AN EXTERIOR DOOR INTO THE BATHROOM IS NOT
APPROPRIATE. ALSO, THE OLD WOOD WITH SINGLE-PANED GLASS RESULTS
POOR THERMAL PEFORMANCE.

Staff Response: Staff agrees with the applicant.

(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 ONLY ALTERNATIVE WOULD BE TO KEEP THE EXISTING
DOOR, WHICH DOES NOT WORK FOR THE ABOVE REASONS.

Staff Response: Staff agrees with the applicant. Since a window should be retained, it seems to
make little sense to close off the solid portion of the door while retaining the upper, window
portion.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003372-HDRB
Page 3 of 3



Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Base Form (FORM 1)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID #: H1686

4. County: Santa Fe
Parcel # 13043584

Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House | 844 Don Cubero Avenue
Don Gaspar Area Historic District

5. Property Type:
x_Buildings: House and Garage
x_Structures: Wall
__Site __Object

6. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

7. Previous Survey Date(s):
_x_Yes: August 1982
__ No:

8. Name of Project:
HDRB status review

9. Lat/Long:

35.677221,-105.9476101

10. Photo Information: Robyn Powell, photographer. View of front, east elevation, facing northwest.
11. Brief Description of the Property:

Located near the Don Gaspar Area Historic District’s southwest tip, the former Edwin and Maria Wolfe house is
a one-story-over-basement, single-family residence constructed in ¢.1928. It is situated on the west side of Don
Cubero Avenue, and like many other homes on the street, sits at a uniform setback. Its 2,030 square feet
include the original floor plan and a ¢.1990s, 450-square-foot addition appended to the back.

Continued on Page 5.

12. Who uses the property? Residence
13. Construction Date: Unknown

Date: ¢.1928. Santa Fe County Assessor date: 1926.
__Known _x_Estimated Source: Period photograph, street assessment, 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




HCPI Base Form (FORM 1) (Continued from other side)

6. Addition g, footprint, etc., indicate north arrow when possible)

17. Surveyor:

(your name, address,
telephone number, and any
group affiliation)

set location

John W. Murphey

Architectural Historian
Architectural History Services
505-577-7593/707-583-7819
John@archhistoryservices.com
w/Robyn Powell, Agave
Consulting

For: Tim and Evelyne Taylor

18. Owner (if known) and
other knowledgeable people:

Owner: Tim and Evelyne
Taylor

Source: Office of the Santa Fe County Assessor

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
House, Garage, and Yard Walls
Is this property in a historic district? __ Unknown _ No _x_Yes recommended for Contributing
If yes: __Significant _x_ Contributing: House and Garage Structure status to Don Gaspar
__Non-contributing: House _x_ No Status: Wall Per City of Santa Fe official designation map. | Area Historic District; 03/17/2021

If ‘yes’, what is the name of the district? __ State __ National _x_ City of Santa Fe:
Don Gaspar Area Historic District

24, Supplemental Forms:
__None _x_HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2) __ Continuation Sheets, # pages:



mailto:John@archhistoryservices.com

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

Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House 844 Don Cubero Avenue

Santa Fe: 4. County: Santa Fe

Don Gaspar Area Historic District

5. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

ARCHITECTURAL AND CONSTRUCTION DETAILS:

6. Visible Construction Material: 7. Number of Stories: __NA
Number: _x_1 over basement _x 112 _ 2
__Adobe __ Brick __Composition __Concrete: Block (CMU) __21/2_ Other:
8. Foundation: __NA
__Concrete: __Concrete: __Earth __Masonry: _X_ Not visible __ None
Cast Stone Poured Plaster Simulated __ AtGrade __ Raised
Materials: __ Concrete: poured in place _
__ Metal: __ Metal: __ Metal: __Stone: Other:
Corrugated Structural V-Crimp Random Notes
Siding Ashlar 9. Roof: __NIA
Stone:
Random Stone: Stone: Stone: Tabular .
" Coursed " RiverRock Rusticated o Shape: x_Flat _ Gabled
__Hipped __ Pyramidal
_x_Stucco: __Tile: _ Vinyl __Wood: Board __Shed Other:
Clay Siding and Batten Pitch: __None ~__ Low
Wood: __Medium __ Steep
__Horizontal __Wood: __Wood: __Wood: Shingle Features: __ Eave: x Parapets
Siding Jacal Log Materials:
__Earth
__Wood: Tongue and Groove __Other: Frame — Composition shingle __ Metal: Pressed
_x Composition Roll __Metal: Corrugated
ol - __Metal: Standing Seam __ Metal: V- Crim
Known Material: Clay Hollow Tile " Tile: Terra Co tfqa " Wood: Shingle P
Other:
10. Windows __NA 11. Doors __NA
Operation Material Glazing Number Type Style Material Number
Casement Wood 1 1 Single-Leaf Raised Panel ~ Wood 1
Casement Wood 8 20 Single Leaf Panel&Glass Wood 1
Casement Wood 6 4 Single Leaf Half Light Composite 1
Casement Wood 6 2 Overhead Sectional Metal 1
Cellar Wood 3 8
Fixed&Awning  [7] 4 1
Hopper Wood 1 5
Art Glass Leaded Glass 7 1
12. Chimneys 13.Porches  _N/A
One, interior Type: _x_Entry __ Partial-Width __ Full-Width __ Wrap

14. Other Significant Features N/A

15. Modifications: x  __ No known modifications

#1 Date: Post-1948; removal of windows at Garage; Sanborn Fire Insurance Map

#2 Date: Post-1969; change of Garage roof drainage, including removal and addition of parapets; aerial photographs and visual and material
evidence

#3 Date: ¢.1985-1994; creation of rear addition to House; 1982 HBI, aerial photographs and visual and material evidence




HCPI Detail Form (FORM 2) (Continued from other side)
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 __Italianate __Northern NM __Ranch __ Territorial Revival
__Folk Victorian __Mediterranean __Prairie __Spanish-Colonial __ Tudor Revival
Notes: Other:
17. Documents Available and Their Locations
New Mexico Historic Preservation Division Historic Preservation Division
407 Galisteo Street, Suite 236 Land Use Department
Santa Fe, NM 87501 City of Santa Fe
(505) 827-6320 200 Lincoln Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87504
(505) 955-6605
SITE:

18. Attached or Associated Properties

Are associated properties eligible for listing: N/A

19.Site Plan: Portion of survey map. Date and source unknown.
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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. District No.

Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2

__NRHP __ SRCP  Criteria_ A_B_C_D

1. Name of property:

Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House

2. Location:

844 Don Cubero Avenue
Santa Fe:
Don Gaspar Area Historic District

3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID #: N/A

4. County: Santa Fe

5. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

Setting

Architectural Description Continued

The front yard is landscaped with xeric plants. An unusual bifurcated concrete path
leads from the gate to the entry portal’s north and south elevations, eliminating a direct
route to the front door. From an aerial perspective, the approach has the shape of a

Moorish arch.

East — Front Fagade

The facade shows a formal symmetry uncommon to the street. With a play of parapet
heights, the building gives the impression of several volumes but is instead a single
plane interrupted by a projected portal (Photo 1). The portal — really a portico — forms
the center of the composition. It immediately calls attention to itself with its three
slender arch openings (Photo 2). The pattern of threes is repeated behind it with a
centered door framed by single openings.

Continuing the motif of threes, the facade’s openings hold three wood casement

windows. These probable original windows open with hinged stays affixed to the top
rails (Photo 3). They have a thin muntin profile and are framed with molded casings.
Heavy, stuccoed lug sills terminate the openings.

South

A less conscious arrangement of fenestration characterizes the south elevation facing
the driveway. It is flat and functional, with openings holding original single or grouped
wood casement windows (Photo 4). At the rear and set back approximately 14’ is the
1990s addition. Its south-facing elevation is mostly glazing, made of fixed glass with
lower hopper units (Photo 5).

West

The 1990s addition dominates the alley-facing side of the house. The roughly 450-
square-foot volume was inserted into an indentation of the original footprint. It is
elevated above grade and opens to a deck shaded by a ramada. A few openings,



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.

District No.

Please complete HCPI FORM 1 before completing FORM 2

__NRHP __ SRCP  Criteria_ A_B_C_D

1. Name of property:

Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House

2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID #: N/A
844 Don Cubero Avenue
Santa Fe: 4. County: Santa Fe
D Area Historic Distri
on Gaspar Area Historic District 5. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

including an art glass window and a centered French door, fenestrate its west and north
walls (Photos 5-8).

North

The shady north elevation is similar to its sunny south counterpart. It has a functional
arrangement of windows, including four lower cellar windows daylighting the basement
(Photo 9). An entry marks the northwest corner. Approached by a few steps, it holds a
non-historic door (Photo 10). A stylish stuccoed hood shelters the area.

The house is made of structural hollow clay tile, which was also used for the Garage and
walls. It finished with a traditional stucco, which has been recoated. The roof is flat and
penetrated by one interior chimney.

Garage

Sitting at the end of the driveway, and obscured by a fence, is a one-car garage likely
dating to the construction of the house. The Garage, however, shows significant
modification to its roof and parapets.

Built of structural clay tile, the fagade is penetrated with a bay holding a non-original
metal sectional door (Photos 11 & 12). To the right (north) is an older glass-and-wood-
panel pedestrian door. The south elevation is punched with a line of non-historic
clerestory-level hopper windows (Photo 13). There is no other fenestration to the
building.

The interior has been entirely reworked with sheetrock over the walls and ceiling. The
ceiling may have been raised.

Based on aerial photographs, the Garage experienced a significant change with a
reworking of the roof drainage (Figures 5 & 6). Historically, the roof drained to the west,
into the alley. At some point after 1969, the roof’s pitch was altered so that it emptied
into gutters on the north and south elevations. These elevations today are edged with
shallow boxed eaves (Photos 10 & 14).

The change of roof drainage resulted in removing the parapets on the north and south
sides and increasing the east fagade parapet into an almost false-front scale (Photo 15).
The formerly parapet-less west elevation was given a similar false-front sized firewall. In




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 Crittria_ A_B_C_D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:

Santa Fe ID #: N/A
Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House 844 Don Cubero Avenue

Santa Fe: 4. County: Santa Fe

Don Gaspar Area Historic District

5. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

addition, the 1930 Sanborn map indicates the Garage historically had windows at its
east and west elevations. These are no longer extant.

Yard Walls

The house, like many on the street, has appropriately scaled yard walls. Positioned along
the street elevation is a low yard wall interrupted by a centered entry gate (Photo 1).
Approximately 3’-10” in height and 10” in thickness, it extends 62’ across the property.
At the middle is a non-historic wood gate aligned with the front door of the house
(Photo 16). Short, square pillars work as terminations.

At the south end, the wall returns along the driveway with a stepped termination.

It connects with a property line wall at the north, maintaining its overall 3’-10” height. It
then makes a 90-degree turn, stepping up to meet a higher interior yard wall. This wall
is penetrated with a wood gate giving access to the backyard (Photo 17). The rear
property line, along the alley, is demarcated by a 5’-10” high stuccoed wall.

The walls are a character-defining feature of the house and neighborhood. Based on
aerial photographs, the walls were in place by 1958, and likely predated that time by
several decades.

Historical Overview
Historic Context: South Side Suburbanization (1887-1932)

Following the railroad additions of the early 1880s, development shifted to the
southeast after the construction of the new capitol. While the capitol building would
burn down in May 1892, its short-lived presence stirred development.

In 1887, the Santa Fe New Mexican claimed that the over $800,000 of real estate
transactions in the area, “amply attests the home faith which exists in New Mexico’s
capital city, while the unsolicited investment of more than $100,000 of eastern capital
sufficiently indicates the confidence which outsiders have in Santa Fe’s future.”!
Eastern investors were mainly large stockholders in the Atchison, Topeka and Santa
Railway, including George W. Morse, of New York, and William S. Houghton, of Boston.

! “Highland Addition Sale,” Santa Fe Daily New Mexican, October 22, 1887, 4
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Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs
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HCPI No. District No. __NRHP _ SRCP Crittria_ A_B_C_D
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Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House 844 Don Cubero Avenue
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They would finance subdivisions in the South Capitol area, and Houghton’s name is still
part of the landscape.

The 1892 extension of Don Gaspar Avenue, across the Santa Fe River, pushed residential
subdivision farther south into grazing area and raw land. Early maps show these nascent
subdivisions and some had advanced as far south as present-day Cordova Road. Some
seem more hopeful than realistic, consisting of only a few blocks sketched in with town
lots and a street system that stopped at the plat’s edge. These smaller, fragmentary
additions (Dickinson, Poughkeepsie, etc.) remained mostly undivided and were later
sold off to developers.

Don Diego Addition

The Don Diego Addition, one of the first after statehood, took form in late 1912. The
rectilinear, north-south-oriented plat was carved out of land owned by the George B.
Berger estate. It offered wide streets, alleys, typical 25’x120’ town lots, and avenues
named after former Spanish governors.

Oscar C. Watson, a Texas-born realtor and insurance broker with an office on the Plaza,
handled sales. He, Carl A. Bishop, and Wesley Norman Townsend were the addition’s
principal investors, which an early January 1913 advertisement described as being in
“One of the Most Desirable Residence Sections of the City.”? For only $50 down and a
monthly payment of $10, Watson offered a town lot and a warranty deed.

With apparently sluggish sales, Watson put the remaining lots up for auction in August
1913. In an “Announcement Extraordinary,” the company described the investment
opportunities in almost biblical terms. The “Wise Ones” had profited from similar sales,
were already “harvesting,” and those who wanted to be a “King” were encouraged to
take advantage of the deal.? In a nod to the city’s nascent architectural conformity,
Watson urged builders to “adopt the New Old Santa Fe plan.”

The sale did little to spur development. Three years later, a desperate-sounding paid
news piece predicted that a military training facility in the area (at that point only a

2 Advertisement, Santa Fe New Mexican, January 13, 1913, 5.
3 Advertisement, Santa Fe New Mexican, August 11, 1913, 8.
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rumor) “should double the value of the lots now practically being given away in the Don
Diego Addition.”*

Ten years later, a sewer assessment notice indicated the opposite, with only one house
on Don Cubero Avenue assessed. But the installation of a sewer line in 1927 magically
jump-started home construction.

The Dentist

Dr. Edwin F. Wolfe, a dentist with a practice in the second story of a building
overlooking the Plaza, was one of those who bought into Don Cubero. Born in Wisconsin
on August 4, 1881, Edwin Ferdinand Wolfe graduated from Northwestern University’s
Dental School in 1902.° At the university, he was a member of Xi Psi Phi, an international
dental fraternity.

Dr. Thomas L. Gilmer, who started the university’s program in 1891 and still oversaw
much of its operation, encouraged graduates to be proficient in operative and
prosthetic procedures, while also considering a patient’s underlying pathology.® Wolfe
entered a new era of modern dentistry. The next year, the porcelain jacket crown was
introduced, moving the field toward aesthetics.

After graduation, Wolfe moved west, landing in Kansas. In 1915, he married Marie
Pfaffle, an lowa native. The couple set up house in Topeka, where Edwin established a
practice.

In 1924, they relocated to Alcalde to be close to Marie’s mother, Margaret, who had
started the San Gabriel Ranch with her brother Richard. Richard would later purchase
colorful cliff acreage around Abiquiu that became Ghost Ranch — the future home of
Georgia O’Keeffe.

4 “Local Items,” Santa Fe New Mexican, March 16, 1916, 8.

5 C. N. Johnson, editor, The Dental Review, Volume XVI (Chicago: Dental Review Co., 1902), 530.
Biographical information on Wolfe was gathered from various primary sources, including newspaper
accounts, public records, city directories, and census enumerations.

5 Northwest University, The Syllabus of Northwestern University: Class of 1903 (Evanston: Northwest
University, 1903), 260.
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By the next year, Edwin and Marie had moved to Santa Fe, where Edwin organized a
dental office in the Gans Building on East San Francisco Street. At the time, there were
only four other dentists in Santa Fe. Dentistry was a luxury for the rich.

The Wolfes were initially interested in acquiring an adobe fixer-upper.” But by 1927,
their interest had shifted to building a new home in the Don Diego Addition. While living
at a rental at 836, they purchased five adjacent lots immediately to the south to erect a
home. A historic photograph of the house shows it under construction at the same time
the street was being paved (Figure 4). This would place it in 1928, when Don Cubero was
graded, curbed, and finished with reinforced concrete paving.

The stiff symmetry of the house’s facade and use of arches differed from the then-
dominant Pueblo Revival style. Repeating arches, a Spanish Colonial Revival trait, are
found with a few other homes in the neighborhood, but generally they are rare in Santa
Fe. Like several of its neighbors, the home was built with a projecting, almost temple-
like portal. This feature gave the home a formality, in contrast to the soft lines of the
Pueblo Revival style. Like many on the street, the new home included a one-car garage,
in which Dr. Wolfe would later park his 1937 four-door Chrysler Imperial.

Edwin and Marie raised two children, Bill® and Margaret. The 1930 census recorded the
young family at the home. The house was valued at $6,000, and the street was entirely
populated with Anglo-American homeowners, all born outside of New Mexico.?

Marie had an active social life; newspaper club notices show her hosting teas and
different events with Eleanor Dendahl, Lucille Kaune, and other prominent women. In
1950, the home was the site of Margaret’s wedding, an event that attracted 90 guests.
The couple was received in front of the fireplace, which was bedecked with white
gladiolas.t®

77 “Wanted to Buy,” Santa Fe New Mexican, August 24, 1926, 5.

8 This is not Bill Wolfe, a Santa Fe dentist who practiced on Agua Fria Street for many years. Bill Wolfe,
DDS, email communication to John Murphey, March 10, 2021.

° United States Federal Census, 1930, Census Place: Santa Fe, Santa Fe, New

Mexico; Page: 13B; Enumeration District: 0009; FHL microfilm: 2341134.

10 “Candlelight Church Setting Arranged as Margaret Wolfe, Haven Terrell, Marry,” Santa Fe New Mexican,
June 11, 1950, 6.
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Following a national craze, Edwin and Marie got swept up in swing dancing, with Edwin
serving as the Santa Fe Swing’ n Whirl Club’s secretary. The couple actively collected
Native American art and lived a comfortable Southwest lifestyle.

Dr. Wolfe practiced in his old office in the Gans Building through January of 1967. He
would die two months later at age 85. By this time, the era of downtown medical offices
was over. There were more than 20 dentists in Santa Fe, most of them working in
specially designed medical professional buildings. No more trudging up a flight of stairs
to visit the old-time dentist.

The house went out of family ownership in 1985; three years later, Maria R. Pfaffle died
at 95. At some point between then and 1994, the former dentist’s home received a back
addition. Otherwise, it remains original.

Conclusion

Aside from the rear addition, the House retains a high degree of historic integrity. It
clearly communicates its historical context and its original architectural intention. The
Yard Walls likely date to the historic period and exhibit a certain level of design and
neighborhood context.

The Garage has experienced several alterations, including removing original windows
and installing more recent units across the south elevation. A roof drainage project
removed original parapets and installed overhangs and gutters. The east (front) parapet
was extended in height, and a new firewall was added across the west elevation.
Despite these significant alterations, the Garage still communicates its original use.

For these reasons, the recommendation is to maintain Contributing Structure status for
the House and Garage and elevate the Yard Walls to the same designation.




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 Crittria_ A_B_C_D
1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:

Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House 844 Don Cubero Avenue

Santa Fe:
Don Gaspar Area Historic District

Santa Fe ID #: N/A

4. County: Santa Fe

5. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

Illustrations

4 e | I -

| Figure 1: Portion of N.L. King,

“King’s Official Map of the City of Santa Fe,” 1912.
Future location of Don Diego Addition.
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Figure 2: Don Cubero Avenue, 1930 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, Sheet 21.
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Figure 3: Subject House, 1930 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, Sheet 21.
Note designation of windows at east and west elevations of Garage.
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Figure 4: Don Cubero Avenue Under Construction, October 18, 1928.
Courtesy Tim and Evelyne Taylor.
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Figure 5: November 10, 1958, aerial photograph.
Note arrangement of parapets over garage.
Courtesy New Mexico Department of Transportation.
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Figure 6: February 27, 1969, aerial photograph.
Note arrangement of parapets over garage.
Courtesy New Mexico Department of Transportation.
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Survey Photographs
(All images taken by Robyn Powell on February 23, 2021, unless otherwise noted)

Photo 1: Street view.
Camera facing west.
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Photo 2: Front, east fagade.
Camera facing west.
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Photo 3: Typical casement windows.
Camera facing west.



Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Detail Form (FORM 2)

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

1. Name of property: 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
Santa Fe ID #: N/A

4. County: Santa Fe

Edwin F. and Maria R. Wolfe House 844 Don Cubero Avenue
Santa Fe:
Don Gaspar Area Historic District

5. Date of Survey: February 23, 2021

Photo 4: South elevation.
Camera facing northeast.
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Photo 5: West and south elevations; addition at left.
Camera facing northwest.
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Photo 6: Addition, south elevation.
Camera facing northeast.
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Photo 7: Addition, west elevation.
Camera facing northeast.
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Photo 8: Addition, north elevation.
Camera facing southwest.

Photo 9: East half of north elevation.
Camera facing east.
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Photo 10: West half of north elevation.
Camera facing southwest.
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Photo 11: Garage, east elevation.
Camera facing west.
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Photo 12: Garage, east elevation.

Note extended parapet.

Camera facing southwest.
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Photo 13: Garage, south elevation.
Note removed parapet and addition of overhang and windows.
Camera facing northeast.
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Photo 14: Garage, north elevation.
Note removed parapet and addition of overhang.
Camera facing southwest.
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Photo 15: Garage, roof.
Note extended parapets at east and west elevations.
Camera facing southwest.
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Photo 16: Yard Wall at street.
Camera facing north.
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Photo 17: Interior Yard Wall.
Camera facing west.



2 Ve Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet
'3,4';“ S City of Santa Fe Land Use Department

To Be Completed By App]icant: Site Address:
Date Submitted: 5.11.21 844 DON CUBERO

Propertv Owner of Record: EVELYNE TAYLOR Pl'O[)ﬂS(!d Construction Dcscription:
Applicant/Agent Name: STEVE MCCORMICK REMODEL TO TURN GARAGE INTO STUDIO
Contact Person Phone Number: (505)699.6199 TOTAL ROOF AREA:

Zoning District: RS Lot Coverage : N/A ETR %
oOpen Space Required:

Overlay: o0 Escarpment
o Flood Zone* Setbacks: N/A ETR
o Other: DON GASPAR HISTORIC Proposed Front: Minimum:

: : . , 2™ Front?
Submittals Reviewed with PZR: e
X Legal Lot of Record 0 Development Plan ® Building P e :

T ; . Proposed Sides: L R Minimum:
Plans X Existing Site Plan X Proposed Site Plan x Tex R
Elevations Height: Proposed N/A ETR
: ; 2 e : Maximum Height: or
Supplemental Zoning Submittals Required for Building Permit: o Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance

0 Zero Lot Line Affidavit 0 Regulated by Escarpment District

Access and Visibility: o Arterial or Collector* Parking Spaces: N/A ETR
o Visibility Triangle Required Proposed Accessible

Use of Structure: X Residential Minimum:
o Commercial Type of Use:

Bicycle Parking**:

Terrain: 0 30% slopes NONE 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.

STEVE MCCORMICK [CIOWNER OAPPLICANT XAGENT]

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.

——
= = S —

Q ; = 5.11.21
SIGNATURE =N DATE

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

o Escarpment Approval by Date: [/ [/

o Flood Plain Approval by Date: [/ [

o Traffic Engineering Approval by Date B/
Notes:

Zoning Approval:
wPreliminary Approval owith conditions o Rejected

Comments/Conditions:

REVIEWER: Donna quWl/f’ DATE: _5/2/21

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

Revised 20 November 2020
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MCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC
1611 PASEO DE PERALTA

SANTA FE, NM 87501

505.699.6199

May 11th, 2021

Historic Review Board
City of Santa Fe

200 Lincoln

Santa Fe, NM 87501

RE: 844 Don Cubero

Dear Historic Review Board:

We are applying to remodel the 360 sqft garage at the above address. The new use will
be a studio and bathroom. The garage was likely built at the same time as the house
(circa 1928) and has had extensive reworking of the roof, windows and doors.

The existing stucco is to remain. We will keep the existing openings at the primary
facade, but install new windows and doors. There is also a new window opening at the
north wall. The color of the windows and doors will be green frames with mint sash to
match the existing units at the house. Door hardware will be dark bronze.

Thank you for your consideration,

5.11.21

Steve McCormick date
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O EXCEPTION CRITERIA responses to the criteria below are required if you are requesting an
exception. For Design Standards and Signs the 3 criteria are required. For Height, Pitch,
Scale, Massing, and Floor Stepbacks the 6 criteria are required. These must be emailed to the
planner for your case in a WORD document. See page 1 for email addresses.

WE ARE ASKING TO MOVE THE EXISTING OPENINGS ON THE PRIMARY FACADE UP 6"

Historic Districts and Historic Landmarks
Design Standards and Signage Exception Criteria

@) Do not damage the character of the district

R _ SINCE THE SIZE AND (MOSTLY) LOCATION OF THE OPENINGS IS RETAINED, THE CHANGE WILL
€SpoNS€.  \OT BE NOTICEABLE AND THEREFORE WILL NOT AFFECT THE CHARACTER OF THE DISTRICT

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

THE EXISTING GARGE FLOOR IS FLUSH TO EXTERIOR GRADE. RAISING THE FLOOR (AND
Response:  THERFORE THE OPENINGS) 6" WILL ALLOW US TO CREATE A MORE WATERPROOF PROJECT.

(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

WE COULD LEAVE THE FLOOR AND OPENINGS AT THE EXISTING HEIGHT, BUT EXTENSIVE

Response:  GRADING WOULD BE REQUIRED TO PREVENT WATER FROM ENTERING THE STRUCTURE.
THIS GRADING WOULD HAVE AN ADVERSE EFFECT ON THE ADJACENT YARD

Revised 20 November 2020



O EXCEPTION CRITERIA responses to the criteria below are required if you are requesting an
exception. For Design Standards and Signs the 3 criteria are required. For Height, Pitch,
Scale, Massing, and Floor Stepbacks the 6 criteria are required. These must be emailed to the
planner for your case in a WORD document. See page 1 for email addresses.

WE ARE ASKING FOR AN EXCEPTION TO REMOVE THE EXISTING PEDESTRIAN DOOR
AND INSTALL A NEW WINDOW IN THE EXISTING OPENING

Historic Districts and Historic Landmarks
Design Standards and Signage Exception Criteria

@) Do not damage the character of the district

R . THE NEW WINDOW WILL BE AN ALUMINUM CLAD UNIT WITH COLORS TO MATCH THE EXISTING
€SPONSE:  yNITS AT THE HOUSE. THEREFORE, THE CHARACTER OF THE DISTRICT WILL BE MAINTAINED.

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

THE SPACE BEHIND THE EXISTING PEDESTRIAN DOOR WILL BE TURNED INTO A BATHROOM. AN
Response: EXTERIOR DOOR INTO THE BATHROOM IS NOT APPROPRIATE . ALSO, THE OLD WOOD WITH
SINGLE-PANED GLASS RESULTS POOR THERMAL PEFORMANCE.

(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 ONLY ALTERNATIVE WOULD BE TO KEEP THE EXISTING DOOR, WHICH DOES NOT
WORK FOR THE ABOVE REASONS.

Revised 20 November 2020



NO SCALE

@ EXISTING EAST ELEVATION AT GARAGE

McCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC

1611 PASEO DE PERALTA 844 D O N C U B E R O MARCH 22, 2021

SANTA FE, NM 87501

SANTA FE P H 7
505.699.61299
MCCORMICKARCHITECTS.COM



GREEN AT FRAME IS SIMILAR TO
SHERWIN WILLIAMS "ARGYLE"

MINT AT SASH IS SIMILAR TO SHERWIN
WILLIAMS "MINT CONDITION"

NO SCALE

@ EXISTING WINDOW

MCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC

1611 PASEO DE PERALTA 844 D O N C U B E R O MAY 11, 2021

SANTA FE, NM 87501 SAN TA FE
505.699.6199
MCCORMICKARCHITECTS.COM



NO SCALE

@ EXISTING NORTH ELEVATION AT GARAGE

McCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC

1611 PASEO DE PERALTA 844 D O N C U B E R O MARCH 22, 2021

SANTA FE, NM 87501

SANTA FE P H 8
505.699.61299
MCCORMICKARCHITECTS.COM



@ EXISTING NW ELEVATION AT GARAGE

NO SCALE

MCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC

1611 PASEO DE PERALTA 844 D O N C U B E R O MAY 11, 2021

SANTA FE, NM 87501

SANTAFE P H 3
505.699.6129
MCCORMICKARCHITECTS.COM



[ 1 } EXISTING SW ELEVATION AT GARAGE
NO SCALE

MCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC

1611 PASEO DE PERALTA 844 D O N C U B E R O MAY 11, 2021

SANTA FE, NM 87501

SANTAFE P H 4
505.699.6129
MCCORMICKARCHITECTS.COM
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@ VIEW OF GARAGE FROM DRIVEWAY

NO SCALE

McCCORMICK ARCHITECTS LLC

1611 PASEO DE PERALTA 844 D o N C U B E R O MARCH 22, 2021

SANTA FE, NM 87501

SANTA FE P H :Z
505.699.61299
MCCORMICKARCHITECTS.COM
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