
AMENDED AGENDA
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/UCuW5Fb7iWuKpTdsWYNDurgA. 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/83191941803?
pwd=NWpIL0Q1ai9sSjY1aFhFNWdHdXdLQT09
Password: 348336

Attending Zoom by Phone: Members of the public can attend the Zoom meeting by
phone by dialing:
US: 1 346 248 7799 or +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782 or +1 312 626 6799 or
+1 929 205 6099 or +1 301 715 8592
Webinar ID: 831 9194 1803.

Public Comment:
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• 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
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. ROLL CALL

B. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

1. October 12, 2021.

D. APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. 2021-004121-HDRB. 1023 E. Alameda St.

2. 2021-04179-HDRB. 119 Kearny St.

3. 2021-004259-HDRB. 1299 Canyon Rd.

4. 2021-004256-HDRB. 809 Abeyta St.

5. 2021-004254-HDRB. 107 Victoria St. Status.

6. 2021-004254-HDRB. 107 Victoria St.

7. 2021-004119-HDRB. 638 East Palace Ave.

E. MATTERS FROM THE PUBLIC
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F. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

1. 100 E. San Francisco St. Rik Blyth, agent for La Fonda on the Plaza,
requests administrative approval for the recommendation of the design for
banners commemorating the 100 year anniversary of La Fonda Hotel.
(Carly Piccarello, cpiccarello@santafenm.gov)

G. OLD BUSINESS

1. 2021-004162-HDRB. 344 Camino Cerrito. Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. Paul and Mariana Padilla, owners and agents, propose to construct
a 2000 sq.ft. residence on a vacant lot and requests an exception to
14-5.2(D)(9) to build to a height of 18’-9” where the maximum allowable is
15’-3”. (Daniel Schwab, dnschwab@santafenm.gov)

H. NEW BUSINESS

1. 2021-004296-HDRB. 638 Gomez Rd. Don Gaspar Area Historic District.
Architectural Alliance, agent for Laura L. Hamilton Revocable Trust, owner,
requests designation of primary facades to a contributing structure. (Daniel
Schwab)

2. 2021-004294-HDRB. 1126 ½ Camino Delora. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Marc Naktin, agent for James Ortega, owner, proposes to
construct a yard wall to the maximum height of 5’-0” at a non-contributing
structure. (Daniel Schwab)

3. 2021-004295-HDRB. 540 Garcia St. Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. Jay Shapiro, applicant for Star Vista, LLC, owner, proposes to
construct 700 sq. ft. of addition on a non-contributing structure. (Daniel
Schwab)

4. 2021-004297-HDRB. 631 Camino De La Luz. Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. Ju Tan, agent for Jean Hinlicky and Larry Raifman, owners,
propose to construct 600 sq. ft. of additions and a portal, replace windows
and doors, re-roof and re-stucco a non-contributing structure. (Daniel
Schwab)
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5. 2021-004292-HDRB. 620 Garcia St. Downtown and Eastside Historic
District. Tamara Schiltz, owner, proposes window, door, and yard wall
alterations on a non-contributing building. (Angela Schackel Bordegaray,
asbordegaray@santafem.gov)

I. DISCUSSION ITEMS

J. MATTERS FROM THE BOARD

K. NEXT MEETING: Tuesday, November 9, 2021

L. 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 

October 12, 2021 
 

ITEM     ACTION TAKEN   PAGE(S) 
 
Call to Order    5:30 pm     1 

 
Roll Call    Quorum Present    1 

 
Approval of Agenda   Approved, as amended   3-4 
 
Approval of Minutes   Approved, as amended   4 
September 28, 2021 
 
Approval of Findings &   Approved, as amended   4-5 
Conclusions        
 
Matters from the Public  None      5 
 
Staff Communications  Comments     5 
 
Old Business  

1. 2021-004119-HDRB.  Approved     5-7 
638 East Palace Ave. 
 

2. 2021-004121-HDRB.  Approved to rescind    7-9 
1023 E. Alameda  previous motion 
 

3. 2021-004121- HDRB. Approved     9-17 
1023 E. Alameda   
 

New Business  
1. 2021-004254-HDRB.  Status approved     17-20 

107 Victoria St 
 

2. 2021-004255-HDRB.  Approved     20-21 
107 Victoria St. 

 
3. 2021-004256-HDRB.   Approved     21-25 

809 Abeyta St. 
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4. 2021-004259-HDRB.  Approved     25-26 
1299 Canyon Rd.   
 

5. 2021-004260-HDRB.  Postponed     26 
1224 ½ Cerro Gordo Road 

 
Discussion Items   None      26 
 
Matters from the Board  None      26 
 
Next Meeting    October 26, 2021    26 

 
Adjournment    7:45 pm     26 
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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE 
HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD 

October 12, 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 5:30 p.m. at a 
virtual meeting held at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kvK4ajmVoQo. 
. 
 
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 ABSENT: 
 
 OTHERS PRESENT: 
 Ms. Carly Piccarello, Historic Preservation Division Director 
 Ms. Frank Ruybalid, Assistant City Attorney 
 Mr. Daniel Schwab, Planner Senior  

Mr. Carl Boaz for 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. Piccarello asked to strike lines 5 and 6 under Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law. One is a duplicate and one is for next week; and to strike line number 5 under 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kvK4ajmVoQo


 
 
HDRB Minutes October 12, 2021 Page 4 

New Business for Case #2021-004260-HDRB,1224 ½  Cerro Gordo. The applicant asked 
to postpone for redesign.   
 
MOTION: Vice Chair Katz moved, seconded by Member Guida to approve the agenda 

as amended.   
 
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.  

 
C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:   
 

1. September 28, 2021 
 
Member Bienvenu:  On page 12, second line, after comma and home at 211, 

should have, “the entry will have battered parapets,” 
 

Member Biedscheid: On page 23, 6th paragraph should read, “Member Biedscheid 
asked if that is 10 feet and how the Board should consider the addition that connects to 
that in terms ‘of the impact on the primary west façade’.” Also, on Page 25, second 
paragraph should read, “Member Biedscheid said additional testimony is needed for the 
Board to evaluate ‘exception criteria #3 and the design options considered’ in the goal of 
the project.” 

 
Member Guida: On page 22, second paragraph, third sentence, “He thought it 

conceivable inconceivable a 400 square-foot addition would be adequate”. 
 
MOTION: Member Biedscheid moved, seconded by Vice Chair Katz to approve the 

minutes of September 28, 2021 as amended.   
 
VOTE: The motion passed by majority (5-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid, 

Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, and Larson voting in favor and none voting against.  
Member Roybal abstained. 

 
D.  APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW  

 
 1. 2021-004181-HDRB. 118 & 120 W. Berger St. 

 
2. 2021-004178-HDRB. 213 Delgado Street. 
 
3. 2021-004175-HDRB. 641 #1 W San Francisco St. 
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4. 2021-004177-HDRB. 642 Camino de la Luz. 
  

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

 
VOTE: The motion passed by majority (5-0) roll call vote with Members Biedscheid, 

Bienvenu, Guida, Katz, and Larson voting in favor and none voting against.  
Member Roybal abstained. 

 
E. MATTERS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 
 None. 

F. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS  
  
 Ms. Piccarello indicated code enforcement for signs in the historic district has been 
slow over the past year.  She wanted to announce publicly that code enforcement will be 
increasing enforcement.  
 
G. OLD BUSINESS  
 

1. 2021-004119-HDRB. 638 East Palace Ave. Downtown and Eastside 
Historic District. Scarlett Breeding, owner and agent, proposes to 
construct a portal and make other minor changes to a contributing structure. 
An exception to Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) is requested to construct within 10 
feet of a primary facade (Daniel Schwab) 

STAFF REPORT 

638 East Palace Avenue is single-family residential structure with contributing status to 
the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. In Case # 2020-004118-HDRB, heard on 
September 14, 2021, the east and north façades were designated as primary facades. 
 
The structure was constructed in 1946 in a Spanish Pueblo Revival style. It is one unit of 
a rectangular semi-detached house facing north onto palace. The west wall is attached 
to the neighboring unit. 
 
On September 14, 2021, the HDRB was scheduled to hear this case, however it was 
postponed for the applicant to apply for an exception.  
The applicant now requests the following items: 
 

1. Construct a new 180 square foot patio and portal on the south side within the 
walled, rear courtyard. The patio shall be surfaced with the existing stone currently 
in the courtyard, 6 inches above grade. The portal shall be supported by four 8 by 
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8 inch wood columns and 3 by 10 inch wood beam, with exposed rafters and flat 
roof (sloped to drain). It will be set back from the east property line shall be 5 feet, 
one inch, and from the west property line shall be 1 foot 10 inches (to centerline of 
common yardwall). The portal depth shall be ten feet from the south face of building 
and shall be stained to match the exposed lintels of existing structure. 
The portal shall extend to within 2 feet of the east primary façade. An exception is 
requested to Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) to construct within 10 feet of a primary 
façade. 

2. As requested by the Fire Marshal, the existing east common yardwall shall be, for 
the depth of the portal, extended upward to the height of the portal roof, or 8 feet, 
which is the maximum allowable height. The extension of the common yardwall 
shall be finished with stucco colored El Rey “La Luz” to match the existing 
condition. The adjacent neighbor shall sign a commitment not to construct any 
combustible structure within an aggregate distance of 5 feet from the proposed 
portal. 

3. Replace the existing windows and doors on the south elevation with two sets of 5 
foot wide Anderson patio doors with simulated divided lights. 

4. Install two, flat, curbed 3 by 5 foot skylights to the existing roof. These shall not be 
visible from E. Palace Ave. 

5. Install a mini-split HVAC unit with condenser unit on the roof above the bathroom, 
surrounded by a 22 inch screen-curb painted to match grey color of the roof. 

6. Replace the concrete walkway in the front courtyard with existing brick to match 
remainder of front courtyard. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION      

Staff recommended that the criteria for an exception to Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) to 
construct within 10 feet of a primary façade have been met and 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.  

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF    

Chair Rios asked Mr. Schwab if the porch would be publicly visible.  

Mr. Schwab replied it cannot be seen. 

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION   

Scarlett Breeding, 638 E. Palace Ave., was sworn in.  She said Mr. Schwab did a 
good job, but she wanted to add some additional modifications.  They reduced the size 
of the French doors proposed in the back south elevation to 4.6 instead of 5 feet.  They 
feel the doors should remain within the existing opening of the windows themselves.  
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Second, they discovered the bedroom windows do not meet section R-310 for egress, 
and the laundry room section added in the 80s, is not historic.   

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT 

None. 

BOARD DISCUSSION 

MOTION: In Case #2021-004119-HDRB, 638 East Palace Ave., Member Bienvenu 
moved to approve as submitted, finding that all required exceptions have 
been met based on staff’s report and pursuant to staff recommendations.  
Member Roybal seconded the motion. 

 
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.  

 
 

2. 2021-004121-HDRB. 1023 E. Alameda. Downtown and Eastside Historic 
District. Praxis Architects, Inc, agent for Frank Schneider and Robin Oringer, 
proposes to construct a 4,050 sq. ft. new building, yard walls, and a vehicular 
gate. The proposed height is 16 ft. where the maximum allowable height is 15 
ft. 1 in. The applicant requests approval of additional height per 14-
5.2(D)(9)(c)(ii)(F). (Angela Schackel Bordegaray)   

STAFF REPORT 

1023 E. Alameda is a 21,118 sf vacant lot that fronts East Alameda across from Patrick 
Smith Park in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The applicant proposes to 
construct a new 2,971 sf residence that combines elements of Territorial and Spanish 
Pueblo Revival styles.  

The applicant returns to the Historic Districts Review Board with revisions based on board 
input at its September 14, 2021 hearing. 

The proposed residence’s height ranges from 13’-5” to 16’, where the maximum allowable 
height is 15’- 1”. The site changes grade 4’ along the proposed building’s footprint, and 
the applicant requests an additional 11”. The building’s design is mix of Spanish-Pueblo 
Revival and Territorial Revival styles, as well as elements of “Recent Santa Fe Style” with 
respect to its simulation of traditional materials, color, and proportion. The Spanish-
Pueblo Revival style elements include single-story wall-dominant stepped massing with 
gently rounded corners and deep-set bull-nosed punched openings, flat roof with 
parapets, and earth tone color. Its Territorial styling includes brick coping and a deep-set 
portal with columns; yet, the portal columns are steel rather than wood, the portal’s large 
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“plate glass” window under the portal will be aluminum, and the brick coping will be dark 
grey versus dark red. The applicant believes that these details speak to the “Recent Santa 
Fe Style” design standards within the Downtown and Eastside Historic District ordinance 
(Chapter 14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards, Section 2. The massing 
is stepped at various levels to accommodate the site’s slope, which descends north 
toward the arroyo or Acequia de la Muralla. 

The board suggested the applicant change the garage door from glass and aluminum 
steel to one of a more traditional material and appearance. In response, the proposed 
garage door is steel painted in a dark brown to match the dark brown exterior color of 
windows throughout the house. 

Other windows and doors will be aluminum with matching oil rubbed bronze matte paint 
finish. All publicly visible windows will be divided lite.  

The board also had concerns about two thin steel columns at the entry portal that 
penetrated the roof, one of which was not plumb. The applicant has subsequently altered 
this configuration by substituting a pair of 8”X 8” columns paired as is typical in some 
territorial style portales. 

Stucco will be Sto’s “Sahara”. Brick coping will be dark grey.  

The applicant also proposes alterations to the non-contributing existing stone yard wall. 
The existing opening will shift west for the vehicular opening and new gate. The 
replacement segment will be the same style and height, using the existing stone material 
to the extent possible. The gates will look like a single gate. The gates and a short section 
of wall between the existing portion of the wall to remain and the newly built wall will be 
made of Ipe, a Brazilian hardwood, which greys over time. Additional yard walls will divide 
the driveway area from an interior courtyard. These additional yard walls will be a mix of 
stone, which will match the existing site walls, and stucco covered masonry walls with a 
stucco color to match the house. The existing brick sidewalk will be removed and reset to 
accommodate the new driveway alignment. All new concrete at the drive apron will be 
colored tan, Davis Color Sandstone.  

Skylights, solar panels, and rooftop appurtenances will be screened by rooftop parapets.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION     

Staff recommends 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. Staff defers to the board whether to grant an additional 
11” in height per Section 14-5.2(D)(9)(c)(ii)(F) regarding slope.   

Ms. Piccarello read a recommendation from staff:  
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“Staff recommends a vote to rescind the vote taken on this case at the 
September 14, 2021, HDRB Hearing: ‘To approve the project as submitted, 
finding that the project complies with all district standards, and recommends 
the Applicant return to staff with a revised design for the garage doors with 
less glass, possibly solid, with an amendment to approve the additional 11 
inches for height.’” 
 

 She explained the reason was to clean up the administrative record and follow 
standard procedures.  

 Chair Rios asked if the motion on September 14, would need to be rescinded now.  

Ms. Piccarello said it should be done before proceeding.  

MOTION:  In Case #2021-004121-HDRB, 1023 E. Alameda, Vice Chair Katz moved to 
rescind action taken on the motion at the September 14, 2021 meeting.  
Member Bienvenu seconded the motion. 

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

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF 

Member Bienvenu said a question in the last meeting was which façades with 
respect to windows, the 3-foot rule applies to; if only the external corners or including 
internal corners.  His interpretation of the definition of façade is that it does include internal 
facades, including at least an 8 foot width offset from an adjacent plane by at least 4 feet. 
He said if correct, then it would seem to apply to the internal corners of the glass in the 
portal.  

Ms. Bordegaray said the 3-foot rule is enforced when corners for interior window 
and door openings are publicly visible.  That is not the case here.   

Member Bienvenu confirmed that the west elevation is publicly visible.  He asked 
if that didn’t mean that the glass had to be set back 3 feet under the entryway inside the 
portal, instead of the glass extending to the wall on the north and south.   

Ms. Bordegaray said that is where the application of glass under the portal can be 
larger than the 30” in any direction, and the windows under a portal can extend to the 
inside corners.  

Chair Rios confirmed that Ms. Bordegaray had indicated that under a portal it does 
not need to be 3 feet from the inside corners. 
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Ms. Piccarello said she researched this and discussed with Ms. Ramirez Thomas.  
The rule has been interpreted historically to allow on interior corners.  The windows can 
be within 3 feet on an interior corner, even under portals.   

Attorney Ruybalid read Code, 14-5.2 E(2)(b), “The combined door and window 
area in any publicly visible façade shall not exceed 40% of the total area of the façade, 
except doors or windows under a portal. No door or window under a publicly visible façade 
shall be located nearer than 3 feet from the corner of the façade.”  He said that leaves 
open whether the corner of the façade means the outside or the inside.  He thought it up 
to the Board to determine what is publicly visible.  

Member Bienvenu said he interprets that the 3-foot rule applies to the internal 
corners in this instance, because by definition these are façades.  He thought the 
exception for larger glass under portals in Code was not referring to the 3-foot rule, but 
referred to the 30 inch rule, which is a separate subsection.  That is more consistent with 
Ms. Piccarello’s reference to what has been done in the past.   

Vice Chair Katz agreed that the application may be to the 30-inch rule and not the 
3-foot rule.  He did not believe the south end of the portal is publicly visible.  The north 
end façade is publicly visible and the reason it is set back, to comply with the rule.   

Member Bienvenu asked if the window on the west elevation north of the entry, is 
40% or less of that facade. 

Ms. Bordegaray replied it is 40%, or less.   

Member Bienvenu asked if the 40% rule applies to the three receding facades in 
the back or if they are façades.   

Ms. Bordegaray suggested having the applicant clarify, but believed they meet the 
rule. The house can be seen from the south and from the west side and under the portal 
is not publicly visible.  

Member Bienvenu clarified that none of the entryway under the portal is publicly 
visible.  

Ms. Bordegaray pointed out areas from Alameda that are visible.    

Member Bienvenu thought because the majority is visible it would still be defined 
as a publicly visible façade. 

Chair Rios asked if any of the steel posts remain. 

Ms. Bordegaray indicated on the revised drawing where there are two steel 
columns.  She suggested asking the applicant for detail of the portal.  
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APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION   

Gabriel Browne, 7604 Old Santa Fe Trail, was sworn in.  He asked to present a 
presentation he prepared and then answer questions.  He noted the project had been 
presented to the Board and the applicant has made changes.  He introduced Dr. and Ms. 
Schneider, the owners, who were present.   

He explained the site plan. He said they turned the garage door opening away 
from Alameda because it was appropriate.  He described the locations of the Master Suite 
on the north and the guest suite behind the garage. He said it was important the Board 
understand that this part of Alameda is busy and has fast moving traffic.  The speed limit 
is 25 and the street curves and you move past the house quickly.  Alameda is the biggest 
street in the neighborhood.  They plan to dismantle and reassemble a section of the 
existing stone wall.  They changed the divided light glass door the Board did not like, to 
a simple dark brown garage door matching the window trim.  A steel portal faces west 
and can only be seen in profile from the south side of the property.  Coping is a Territorial 
style brick and has deep-set openings.  They plan three-quarter inch bullnosed corners 
as well as around the windows and doors.  The south elevation has the garage door and 
the guest suite door and the steel portal.  The portal column detail is a simpler form in 
more traditional Territorial style.  He displayed the view from the east noting they 
contacted Mr. Anaya, the neighbor at 117 E. Alameda.  Mr. Anaya is a former planning 
commission member and has submitted a letter in favor.  Mr. Anaya’s grandparents and 
parents have lived there since the 1800’s.  He read the letter into record that said, “Please 
be informed we are very much in favor of the building of a residential house.  We see 
nothing that would differ from the existing area and consider this an improvement to the 
neighborhood.”    

Mr. Browne asked to address a question on the 40% rule on what was called the 
“receding facades.”  He said he did not believe they meet the 40% rule, but they are not 
visible.  All of the other façades do meet the rule except as Code permits on the portal.  

Vice Chair Katz said many of us walk or drive by this house, frolic in the park, and 
look across at the property.  He did not think it fair to dismiss because it is only seen 
momentarily when passing by.   Secondly, he has an issue with the steel on the portal.  
Code states, “Portals of publicly visible portions shall be one of the Old Santa Fe Styles.”  
This portal does not look like that. He said he would appreciate Mr. Browne’s comments. 

Mr. Browne said in form it is respectful of the Territorial style.  If painted white, the 
portal would look as good as any Territorial styles built of alternative materials, foam, 
plastic, including steel, which are often painted white. The applicant is asking 
consideration not to paint the steel because it becomes a maintenance issue.  He thought 
the detailing and style were respectful. 
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Vice Chair Katz said he wasn’t aware of other portals that have steel beams and 
columns in the Downtown District.  He said that is a problem. 

Mr. Browne said he could show them examples that have been painted making 
them look less like steel.  There are some in the historic district. 

Vice Chair Katz said because someone violates the rule did not mean that the rule 
changed.  He said he is not convinced there are a number of steel columns.  Without 
evidence he couldn’t justify violation of a specific provision of Code.   

Mr. Browne responded he did not prepare other examples.  He noted there is foam 
plastic on the new County Courthouse building. The columns are not wood and are 
strangely proportioned.  The new building on the corner of Paseo de Peralta and Canyon 
Road has very skinny steel columns.  He said there are multiple examples.  He wasn’t 
suggesting because someone did that, it established precedent or changes the style.    

Member Guida said didn’t know of anything in Code prohibiting the use of steel in 
the district in Recent Santa Fe style.   He said to apply the Old Santa Fe Style rules as 
articulated to anything not built of adobe is ridiculous.  He understands what the applicant 
is saying, they see new buildings using materials that are not authentic to Old Santa Fe 
Style.  And those projects were approved.  

He said Recent Santa Fe Style acknowledges and creates room for building homes 
that don’t fit Old Santa Fe Style.  There are no two-car garages in Old Santa Fe style, or 
2x4s and 2x6s, or fiberglass insulation, or a whole manner of materials that are not true 
to that style.  That is why Recent Santa Fe Style acknowledges ongoing evolution of those 
elements when respectful, but of a different material.  

Member Biedscheid asked staff or Vice Chair Katz to clarify whether there is a 
requirement the Board should follow that new construction be Old Santa Fe style, 
specifically regarding portals.   

Vice Chair Katz indicated it is found in the definition of Recent Santa Fe Style, 
subsection E, which says, “Portals shall be of one of the Old Santa Fe styles.”   

Ms. Bordegaray asked to review the Code that was pulled from.  She read 
Downtown and Eastside District Standards opening paragraph, “The Governing Body 
recognizes the style of architecture has evolved in the city from the year 1600 to the 
present, characterized by construction with adobe, hereafter called Old Santa Fe style 
and that another style has evolved.  Hereafter called Recent Santa Fe style, which is a 
development from, and an elaboration of Old Santa Fe style, with different materials and 
frequently with added decorations.”   
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She continued that Old Santa Fe style is characterized by construction with adobe 
as defined as the Pueblos, Pueblo Spanish, or Spanish Indian Territorial styles, and it 
describes those styles.  It then goes on to Recent Santa Fe style within District standards 
and says, “Intends to achieve harmony with historic buildings by retention of a similarity 
of materials, color, proportion, and general detail.  The dominating effect is to be that of 
adobe construction.” Then descriptions are listed for openings, massing, public visibility, 
etc.   

Ms. Bordegaray said therein lies the work of staff and the Board of how to interpret 
all of this for new proposals.  She said staff interprets the portal as Old Santa Fe Style 
using different materials provided for in Recent Santa Fe Style.  

Member Biedscheid said she could see the logic, but has trouble defining style in 
terms of design materials, color, and placement.  She sees under Old Santa Fe Style the 
presence of inset portals or exterior portals.  There is no specific direction on material or 
other elements.  She thought critiquing the project problematic, based on its use of steel 
because they do see a lot of steel in this district.  Steel is in vehicle gates and even the 
metal coping over the brick coping at the nearby school.  

She said it is nice that the design reflects the design style of the brick coping being 
mimicked by the form of the steel on the portal and post and matches Territorial style.  
She is less concerned about the use of steel over the portal.  The garage is another area 
of discussion and as mentioned, there is no precedent in this district.  It is difficult to 
determine the appropriate placement and materials for use in a garage.  She agreed 
turning the garage sideways was a step in the right direction.  She said all of this says 
that Code is very descriptive in some areas, and this seems to meet those terms.  

Member Biedscheid said Code is super subjective in other areas and that is where 
the Board has two make hard decisions.  In that case she turns to the streetscape.  She 
indicated the stretch along Alameda is largely landscaped on the west side of the project.  
The Anaya’s live in a modern building in the back and there are houses on the curve of 
Alameda she thought more contemporary. Both have steel vehicular gates. She said in 
terms of harmonizing with the streetscape, this project does that.  She would suggest, 
however, that the garage door would be improved with a nod to the wood in the vehicle 
and pedestrian gates.  A wood element is more appealing, and the aluminum doors seem 
out of character even though that can be seen going east on Alameda.  She asked that 
the applicant consider a material for the garage door more related to the vehicle and 
pedestrian gate.  

Member Bienvenu said regarding the steel columns, there is a provision 
addressing material for portals.  He thought the Board should apply Code as written but 
may be ambiguous.  He pointed out under Recent Santa Fe Style, subsection E(2), states 
that “windows, doors and portals shall be one of Old Santa Fe Style.”  In turn, under Old 
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Santa Fe style, E(1), subsection A says, “roofs are never carried out beyond the line of 
walls, except to enclose a portal and then the outer edge of the roof is supported by 
wooden columns.”  He said that clearly states portals are supported by wood columns 
and one of the few times material is called out.  That may not apply here because it is not 
an extension of the roof, but he thought that implied that those drafting the Ordinance 
intended for portals to be supported by wooden columns. 

Member Guida said their job is not to narrowly interpret Code.  Staff can interpret 
and apply Code as written.  He was concerned about the absurdly narrow, legalistic 
interpretation of Code.  It doesn’t promote diversity in the district or protect homeowners 
and tourists and property values; doesn’t promote economic cultural or general welfare 
of the people. He said he would include design culture in that. Discussions of what a 
façade is and where the 3-foot rule applies seemed to be aimed at sinking a particular 
project, not at assessing the project overall, and its placement within the historic district.  
He added that the Downtown and Eastside Historic District is the only district that specifies 
specific styles.  They are primarily differentiated by materials and means of construction.   

He said to go back to the argument of the columns being of steel or wood, he 
agreed with Ms. Bordegaray’s interpretation.  And, Member Biedscheid’s interpretation is 
following the silhouette, proportions and aspects but evolving and moving them forward. 
He said it would be as ridiculous to require a project in Recent Santa Fe Style to make 
these things out of wood, as it would be to require the windows that are visible to the 
public be of materials and glazing of a time 200 years ago.   

Vice Chair Katz said the Code expresses the will of the City to retain the historic 
districts to maintain a certain style, particularly the Eastside District.  That style is specific, 
and their job is to approve projects conforming to that and deny those that do not.  He 
said several times it was mentioned that Recent Santa Fe style allows materials other 
than wood, glass, adobe, and mud.  There is nothing wrong with the use of steel in a 
Recent Santa Fe Style building, but not where it is publicly visible.  He said steel is hardly 
harmonious with the style of buildings when thinking of Santa Fe Style. He said it is 
particularly significant that this portal needs to be the Old Santa Fe Style, because that is 
what New Santa Fe Style expressly says.  Vice Chair Katz said he could not agree they 
can or should, just ignore that.  

Member Bienvenu said he respects all of the Board members’ comments and that 
the intent is what is best for the city.  He thought the Board shares much of the same 
values and desires to see the ordinances and City address change, and yet preserve the 
past. That is not the question, it is how we interpret the ordinance. It is legalistic and may 
seem that way because of the limited power delegated to the Board.  He said, “We are 
not policymakers. We all have ideas about how the ordinance could better be written and 
changed, and how it hinders rather than advances things.” But we are not policymakers 
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and were not elected or asked to make decisions other than quasi-judicial interpretation 
of the ordinance as written by the Governing Body.  

He noted the Ordinance was written in the 50s and it has been amended a number 
of times since.  The Governing Body could amend the ordinance at any time.  He said 
when the text is unambiguous and specific, such as being adobe or harmonious materials 
like the wooden columns, it is the Board’s duty to apply as written, not as they prefer it 
written. He said he returns to the text over and over because that is the only fair and 
legitimate and lawful way to proceed. Exercising greater expression could result in a court 
striking that down.    

Member Larson said she appreciates the thoughtfulness and perspective of the 
Board. She liked Member Biedscheid’s point about the surrounding neighborhood and 
that several of the buildings moved forward with Recent Santa Fe Style, in the way this 
does.  She said it is unfortunate that the Board changed the design.  The previous design 
was more personal and in keeping with elements historically seen architecturally.  She 
thought this a symptom of having the Old Santa Fe Style in place.  She said that is for a 
good reason, but we cannot ignore that there are other ways to interpret this style more 
personally.    

Member Roybal said the Board has its own legal opinions as well as individual 
opinions of how to interpret Code, but they shouldn’t get stuck. They should move forward 
with a vote instead of discussing how they interpret Code.  The Code needs to be revised.  
He said there should be a time limit with respect to an opinion on interpreting Code, then 
they should move forward with a vote.   

Chair Rios said many members feel it important to move quickly on applications 
and that is also important to her.  But more important is for them to be thorough on every 
application. She thanked the members for their individual interpretations and their 
interpretation of the ordinance that substantiates their interpretations.  She said they are 
not present to make policy, but they do have guidance in the Ordinance and should rely 
on that in making their decisions.   

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT 

 Chair Rios asked if the applicant wanted to respond to Member Biedscheid’s 
comment with regard to using wood instead of steel for the garage. 

Mr. Browne said he discussed using wood with his client to cover the garage door.  
The garage door faces west, and wood presents a significant maintenance issue.  If a 
condition of approval, they would accept that, but prefer to avoid it. 
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PUBLIC COMMENT    

 Suby Bowden, officed on Guadalupe and residing at the Anaya’s lot, was sworn.   
She thanked the Board for their thorough analysis of Code.  She said she lives nearby 
and has walked and driven by daily the last three years.  She has seen the property from 
all directions.  She appreciated the significant and worthwhile change to turn the garage 
door away from the building.  She is aware of the brief glimpse when walking or driving 
and that the glass under the portal is not publicly visible. She said the Board should 
address when there is specificity in Code, but should not overly address when there is 
none.  She noted almost all of the new windows in the district are now clad with steel, and 
the same is true of garage doors and often true of portals.  She said maintenance in New 
Mexico is high and the Anaya’s spend a great deal of time painting their windows, portals 
etc.  She therefore encourages in subsection E(2) of Recent Santa Fe style, “similarity of 
old Santa Fe style” and doesn’t believe that defines the material of the portal roof.  She 
advised that portals be allowed to be made of steel stylistically as well as for maintenance, 
as long as they look like an older portal.  

John Eddy, 227 E Palace Ave., Suite D., was sworn in.  He said these issues are 
important to address.  At the last meeting he made the point that steel can be incorporated 
into buildings as they age, and in new buildings, but the material should not call attention 
to itself.  He thought the scale of the portal may have been overlooked because it 
overwhelms the garage.  He wondered if the architect would consider decreasing the 
height of the portal, to make it less dominant.  

Mr. Browne responded to the questions on the garage door.  He said a lot of the 
property fronts a busy street and is the reason there is one façade where the house opens 
to the exterior.  They have a close neighbor to the east and a two-story neighbor to the 
north.  The property has one aspect of privacy which is to the east.  The applicant feels it 
necessary to have high ceilings in the Great Room and have the portals match that.   They 
designed a tall stone base on the portal to make the columns appear less tall but prefer 
leaving the overall height.  He and the applicant had discussed design alternatives, and 
this was chosen.   

Chair Rios asked the height to the top of the portal. 

Mr. Browne responded the top is 13 feet, 10 inches and the bottom is 11 feet.  He 
explained the overall height of the house and the Great Room is at 16 feet.  They are 
allowed 15 feet 1inch and asked for a foot of additional height.  He explained the design 
height was 15 feet and their civil engineer recommended raising that a by a foot to be 
above the flood zone, instead of digging down.   
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BOARD DISCUSSION 

MOTION: In Case 2021-004121-HDRB, 1023 E. Alameda, Member Guida moved to 
approve the project as submitted per staff’s recommendations and finds that 
the 11 inches of additional height should be approved.  Member Roybal 
seconded the motion.  

 
VOTE: The motion passed by majority (4-2) roll call vote with Members Larson, 

Roybal, Guida and Biedscheid voting in favor and Members Katz and 
Bienvenu voting against. 

 
H. NEW BUSINESS 
 

Chair Rios explained the appeal process for those who do not agree with the 
Board’s decision. 

 
1. 2021-004254-HDRB. 107 Victoria St. Downtown and Eastside Historic 

District.  Will McDonald, agent for Tamar Hurwitz, owner, requests a status 
review and designation of primary facades, if applicable on two non-
contributing structures. (Daniel Schwab)  

STAFF REPORT 

107 Victoria Street is a non-contributing property consisting of two structures: a main 
house and an accessory structure (garage). The original house was constructed in around 
1953 and was added onto in the early 1960s. The garage was constructed also around 
this time.  

The main house is constructed in a simplified Spanish Pueblo Revival style. It originally 
had a patio on the southwest corner that was enclosed in the mid-1980s. The evolution 
of the structure can be clearly read on the west façade. The windows on the west, east, 
and north facades are historic.  

The garage, possibly originally a horse stable, is constructed in a similar style. In the mid-
2000s, remodeling began: the garage door was changed to a pedestrian door, the ceiling 
was raised, and a fireplace was installed. More recently, the window on the west façade 
appears to have been altered. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommended the historic status of the main structure be designated contributing, 
per 14-5.2(C) Designation of Significant and Contributing Structures, with the west façade 
as primary. Staff recommended the historic status of the accessory structure (garage) be 
maintained as non-contributing. 
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 Mr. Schwab said there is an accessory structure built in early sixties, probably as 
a garage, which was changed in the 2000’s with nonhistoric openings.  A red-tag was 
issued for the change made in the opening.  Both are historic structures with the main 
house having more general integrity.  Staff feels that the west facing façade has the 
character defining features.  Staff recommends that the main house be designated 
contributing and the other as noncontributing.  

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF 

None. 

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION   

Will McDonald, 488 Arroyo Tenorio, was sworn.  He said he did not agree with 
staff’s recommendation even though parts of the building are more than 50 years old.  
The corner was filled in, in the 80’s.  The building was described as a simplified Spanish 
Pueblo Revival but was built by hand in a traditional Santa Fe Style of adobe by the people 
who lived there.  The building met the needs of a large family and has non-historic 
windows.  At that time, people built homes with the materials available, but this is not a 
particular style.  There is hardly any form and has no portals or indentions, or corbels.  It 
is an expression of that time.  But to preserve it does not fit the goal of Code that is 
primarily to promote harmonious, orderly growth and development while preserving 
qualities that attract tourists and residents.  

He said he hoped the Board could see that the building would be best served if 
noncontributing. Any changes will come to the Board in the future for review.  He said he 
talked with the Rodriguez brothers, Pat and Johnny, who lived in the house. The older 
brother was born in 1954 and helped construct parts of the building.  He pointed out a 
drawing with the dates of construction. The north part and garage were built in 1962. The 
Rodriguez brothers told him about participating in building the house and filling in the 
southwest corner.  

Chair Rios asked if the west façade openings had changed.  

Mr. McDonald did not know, but didn’t think they had. 

Chair Rios asked if he agreed the garage should be noncontributing.  

Mr. McDonald agreed.  He said when the garage door was removed, the height 
was also increased an additional two to three feet.   

He noted the letters written by several neighbors to staff and the online comments.  
The neighbor to the north, and neighbors at 105 and 111 Victoria Street all requested the 
Board keep the building noncontributing.  They thought any changes would benefit the 
neighborhood.   
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The comments are included as part of the on-line record. 

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT 

None. 

PUBLIC HEARING 

 There were no comments. 

BOARD DISCUSSION 

MOTION: In Case 2021-004254-HDRB, 107 Victoria St., Member Guida moved to 
maintain the main house and accessory unit status as noncontributing. 
Member Bienvenu seconded the motion. 

 
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.  

 
 

2. 2021-004255-HDRB. 107 Victoria St. Downtown and Eastside Historic 
District. Will McDonald, agent for Tamar Hurwitz, owner, proposes to 
replace windows and doors and change openings on a historic 
structure. (Daniel Schwab)   

STAFF REPORT 

107 Victoria Street is a property consisting of two structures: a main house and an 
accessory structure (garage) to the north.  

The garage was constructed in approximately 1962. It was potentially originally a horse 
stable, is constructed in a similar style to the main house. In the mid-2000s, a remodel 
was permitted: the garage door was changed to a pedestrian door, the ceiling was raised, 
and a fireplace was installed. More recently, the window on the west façade appears to 
have been altered. 

The applicant now proposes the following: 

1. Replace existing door on west (street facing) elevation; 
2. Install new aluminum clad windows with simulated divided lights on west elevation; 
3. Replace the window with a on south elevation; 
4. Install new aluminum clad window with simulated divided lights in the door opening 

on east elevation; 
5. Re-stucco. 
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The windows will be aluminum clad colored “Caribbean Blue.” The existing stucco is 
elastomeric and consequently the applicant proposes to use elastomeric stucco. The 
color will be Sto “Mocha Cream” (comparable to El Rey Buckskin) which is part of the Sto 
Classic Color Collection. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION   

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.  

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF 

 Chair Rios asked about a color that appeared grayish. 

 Mr. Schwab explained it had some brown in it.    

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION   

 Mr. McDonald, previously sworn, pointed out that Mr. Schwab made a mistake and 
there are two south elevations; one is actually north and there was no change.  He said 
the west elevation is more symmetrical than he prefers but is a result of working within 
the 3-foot rule.  He noted the window on the south is the same size and opening, and the 
east window and door opening are not publicly visible. 

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT 

 None. 

PUBLIC HEARING 

There were no comments. 

BOARD DISCUSSION 

MOTION: In Case 2021-004255-HDRB, 107 Victoria St., Member Guida moved to 
approve the project as submitted.  Member Roybal seconded the motion. 

 
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. 2021-004256-HDRB. 809 Abeyta St. Downtown and Eastside Historic 
District. Jay Shapiro, owner and agent, proposes to raise a roof 
and construct additions on a non-contributing structure. An exception is 
requested to change the roof style per 14-5.2(D)(6). (Daniel Schwab)  
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STAFF REPORT 

809 Abeyta is a single-family residential structure constructed in the 1970s. It is located 
at 90-degree curve on Abeyta Street in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District.  It is 
a rectangular form measuring 20 x 40 feet with a pitched roof with pre-fab trusses. The 
walls are constructed of wood frame and stuccoed on the exterior with single-pane 
aluminum slider windows. It has a height of 15 feet. 
 
The maximum allowable height is 15 feet 5 inches, and the maximum wall height is 5 feet 
6 inches. 
 
The applicant proposes the following remodel and addition: 

1. The current pitched roof will be converted to a flat torch-down roof with raised 
parapets. The roof will be raised to a height of 14 feet at the center of the street-
facing elevation (south). An exception is requested to change the roof style from 
pitched to flat per 14-5.2(D)(6). 

2. The street-facing façade (east) has a small concrete deck and pergola with wood 
posts and shed roof with asphalt shingle and 9-inch round wood posts with a 
“mission” stain. This would be replaced with a wood deck flat-roofed portal with a 
latilla ceiling. The height will be 13 feet from the natural grade.  

3. The front door will remain in the same location. A transom will be added above. 
The new door will be wood.  

4. The center bedroom window will be replaced with sliding French doors with a 
“mission” reddish brown wood stain. The doors will be wood, the windows will be 
aluminum clad with simulated divided lights with white trim. The western-most 
window will have changed dimensions to fit a vertical orientation.  

5. Construct a pergola on the west elevation, attached to the house with 9 inch round 
posts and 6 by 6 inch horizontal beams.  

6. Construct a circa 200 square foot addition on the west side of the structure.  
7. Construct a freestanding fireplace on the north elevation, stuccoed.  
8. Re-stucco the house. The stucco color will buckskin”. 
9. The south façade currently has no openings. Insert new window openings.  
10. Construct a 6 x 14 foot brick patio of red-brown bricks. 
11. Raise existing perimeter wall running along the southern and eastern street 

frontage to 5 feet 6 inches, which is the maximum allowable height. 
12. Exterior lights will be hammered copper downlights.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION   

Staff recommended that the exception criteria to Section 14-5.2(D)(6) have been met and 
that the application complies with Section 14-5.2(D) General Design Standards for all 
Historic Districts, and 14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards.  
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QUESTIONS FOR STAFF 

Member Larson asked if Mr. Schwab knew where the date circa 1970’s came from 
since the HCPI date is circa 1954. 

Mr. Schwab said he also noticed that and on the form, it says the original structure 
was 1954 and was reduced to low walls, and the building was constructed after that.  He 
said his interpretation was the 1954 date references the original structure, and only the 
yard walls remain.  

 
 Chair Rios said she can remember seeing the house for many years that seems 

like it was back to the 50s, but she wasn’t positive.  She asked what evidence shows it 
was a prefabricated home.   

 
Mr. Schwab said the applicant could address that better but has to do with the 

material of the structure and what he thought were prefabricated roof trusses.  
 

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION   

 Jay Shapiro, 90 Leaping Powder Road, was sworn in.  He said he has been before 
the Board many times and is trying to enhance the neighborhood.  He wanted to remain 
copacetic with the historic criteria and improve the look of the house. The house has 
deteriorated.  It has aluminum windows, 2x4’s and roof trusses and couldn’t have been 
more economically built if it were a prefab.  He said he hopes the Board considers that 
he is doing his best to improve the neighborhood.  That is evidenced by the house he did 
two doors down, that was in worse condition.    

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT 

 Member Biedscheid said the project is great and the house needs the attention.  
She noticed that the stucco is a brocade pattern, which is not usually seen.  She asked if 
he intended to keep that pattern when he restuccos. 

 Mr. Shapiro said he didn’t feel the brocade significant and would prefer the 
traditional smooth stucco and rounded corners in the same color.  He did not know 
whether the brocade pattern was original. 

PUBLIC HEARING    

 There were no comments. 

BOARD DISCUSSION 

 Member Larson said she was sympathetic to the project, but her concern was to 
be thorough.  She asked if the house was older than what was presented, if that will affect 
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the Board making a decision.  She said she was not clear whether the home is fully 
prefabricated, or only has elements of that.  She felt they lacked information. 

Mr. Schwab explained he had only the information that was made available to the 
Board.  The HCPI is ambiguous and states the building is from the 1950’s and was torn 
down to the walls.  He thought a 1970’s date was probable. The Board could make an 
educated guess based on the materials.  He asked if Mr. Shapiro or Member Guida could 
comment based on the materials.  He said the building is not prefabricated in that it was 
not assembled on site, according to the applicant, but it does include prefabricated 
elements such as the roof trusses.  

Member Larson said she was asking if this is over 50 years old, if that would affect 
the Board’s ability to make a decision tonight.  Based on her knowledge of material 
evidence, this could be post World War II up to the 1970s.  She said she is trying to be 
thoughtful. 

Mr. Schwab said he tried to answer her question.  The current status of the building 
is noncontributing.  The Board has the authority to postpone for a status review and 
research for more evidence. Otherwise, the Board could accept the current 
noncontributing status and approve, or deny, the application. 

Member Guida said he appreciated Member Larson’s comments.  He thought 
apart from the prefabricated elements of factory made windows and roof trusses, which 
are in many buildings in Santa Fe, he would not characterize this as a prefabricated 
building. Member Guida said it may look like a double wide trailer but doesn’t have the 
proportions of manufactured housing.  He thought it most likely a site built, midcentury 
ranch-type.  He said it may be important to discuss the date of origin, but he was 
interested in that more philosophically. 

Member Guida said if looking strictly at code, they could approve the project and 
make it look like everything else in the district.  The form of the building in its current status 
with condition issues aside, contributes to the heterogeneous qualities of the district.  The 
building is unique, and he likes a mix of building styles.  He said he isn’t sure he feels that 
strongly in this particular house.  He said this comes up if the Board only follows the rules, 
but we may lose qualities of our heritage and diversity in the district.  He would hold that 
up as an example.  He supports Member Larson flagging this and her concerns about the 
date. 

Chair Rios said it wouldn’t be difficult to find out how long the house has existed in 
the neighborhood. A few of the neighbors are familiar with the house and could say if it is 
prefabricated and how long it has been there.   
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Member Larson said the Board would be considering changing the roof pitch on 
the house, among other significant criteria.   She thought, as Member Guida said, this 
style warrants consideration because the vernacular history of Santa Fe is often 
discussed in many of their cases in buildings with even less elements than this. She 
encouraged postponing the case for a status review to give full consideration to the 
different periods and style elements of that time.   

MOTION: In Case 2021-004256-HDRB, 809 Abeyta St., Member Roybal 
moved to approve per staff recommendations and finds that all 
criteria for exceptions have been met.  Member Katz seconded the 
motion. 

VOTE:  The motion passed by majority (4-2) roll call vote with Members 
Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Katz and Roybal voting in favor and Members 
Guida and Larson voting against. 

 
Attorney Ruybalid confirmed that the motion was approved by the 
board and that all exception criteria have been met.   

 
 

4. 2021-004259-HDRB. 1299 Canyon Rd. Downtown and Eastside 
Historic District. Sandra Donner, Agent for Julia and Randall Burt, owners, 
proposes to install a wooden vehicular gate at a non-contributing property. 
(Daniel Schwab)   

 
Vice Chair Katz recused himself from this case and left the meeting.  
 

STAFF REPORT 

1299 Canyon Road is a single-family residential structure with non-contributing historic 
status to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The property currently has a coyote 
fence directly along the street.  

On March 9th, 2021, the applicant brought an application to the HDRB proposing to 
construct a garage and a wall in place of the coyote fence, to install a new vehicular gate 
along eastern shared driveway, of oxidized steel as well as a garage and wall.  

The decision of the Board was to approve the proposal with the condition that the west 
(pedestrian) gate be constructed of wood and the eastern (vehicular) gate be not steel, 
but of coyote fence construction.  

The applicant now returns to the Board with a revised proposal to construct new vehicular 
and pedestrian gates, to be oxidized steel frame with wood inserts with a natural wood 
color stain.  
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

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

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF 

None. 

APPLICANT’S PRESENTATION    

Sandra Donner, 1611 Paseo de Peralta, was sworn in.  She said Mr. Schwab 
summed it up well.  She was before the Board a few months ago and wanted to present 
her proposal for a steel frame gate for both gates. The steel frame allows a more 
sustainable gate with more stability but still has a wooden look.  

PUBLIC HEARING 

There were no comments. 

QUESTIONS FOR APPLICANT  

None. 

BOARD DISCUSSION 

MOTION: In 2021-004259-HDRB, 1299 Canyon Rd., Member Guida moved to 
approve the project as submitted, per staff recommendations.  Member 
Roybal seconded the motion . 

 
VOTE: The motion passed by unanimous (5-0) roll call vote with Members 

Biedscheid, Bienvenu, Guida, Larson and Roybal voting in favor and none 
voting against.  

 
 

5. 2021-004260-HDRB. 1224 ½ Cerro Gordo Rd. Downtown and Eastside 
Historic District. Jesse Roach, owner and agent, proposes to construct a 
freestanding garage on a contributing property. (Daniel Schwab) 

Postponed at the request of the applicant. 

 
I. DISCUSSION ITEMS   

 None. 
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J. MATTERS FROM THE BOARD 
 
  None.  
 
K. NEXT MEETING: Tuesday, October 26, 2021 
  

 
L. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 Chair Rios adjourned the meeting at approximately 7:45 pm, 

Approved by: 
 
 

       
        Cecilia Rios, Chair 
Submitted by:  
 
 
              
Melissa Byers, Stenographer 
For Byers Organizational Support Services 



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case # 2021-004121-HDRB
Address – 1023 E. Alameda                  
Agent’s Name – Gabriel Browne 
Owner/Applicant’s Name – Frank Schneider and Robin Oringer 

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on October 12, 2021.

BACKGROUND

1023 E. Alameda is a 21,118 sf vacant lot that fronts East Alameda across from Patrick 
Smith Park in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The applicant proposed to construct 
a new 4,050 sf residence that combines elements of Territorial and Spanish Pueblo Revival 
styles. 

The applicant returned to the Historic Districts Review Board with revisions based on 
board input at its September 14, 2021, meeting.

The proposed residence’s height ranges from 13’-5” to 16’, where the maximum 
allowable height is 15’-1”. The site changes grade 4’ along the proposed building’s footprint, and 
the applicant requests an exception for an additional 11”. The building’s design is a mix of 
Spanish-Pueblo Revival and Territorial Revival styles, as well as elements of “Recent Santa Fe 
Style” with respect to its simulation of traditional materials, color, and proportion. The Spanish-
Pueblo Revival style elements include single-story wall-dominant stepped massing with gently 
rounded corners and deep-set bull-nosed punched openings, a flat roof with parapets, and earth-
tone color. Its Territorial styling includes brick coping and a deep-set portal with columns; the 
portal columns and supporting beam are steel rather than wood, the portal’s large plate-glass 
window under the portal will be aluminum, and the brick coping will be dark grey instead of 
dark red. The massing is stepped at various levels to accommodate the site’s slope, which 
descends north toward the Acequia de Muralla.

On Sept. 14, 2021, the board suggested the applicant change the garage door from glass 
and aluminum to one of more traditional materials and appearance. In response, the proposed 
garage door is steel painted in a dark brown to match the dark brown exterior color of windows 
throughout the house. The board also had concerns about two thin steel columns at the entry 
portal that penetrated the roof, one of which was not plumb. The applicant has subsequently 
altered this configuration by substituting a pair of 8” by 8” steel columns, paired as is typical in 
some territorial-style portals.

Other windows and doors will be aluminum with matching oil-rubbed bronze matte paint 
finish. All publicly visible windows will be divided light.  Stucco will be Sto’s “Sahara.” Brick 
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coping will be dark grey. Skylights, solar panels, and rooftop appurtenances will be screened by 
rooftop parapets.

The applicant also proposed alterations to the non-contributing existing stone yard wall. 
The existing opening will shift west for the vehicular opening and new gate. The replacement 
segment will be the same style and height, using the existing stone material to the extent 
possible. The gates will look like a single gate. The gates and a short section of wall between the 
existing portion of the wall will remain, and the newly built wall will be made of ipe, a Brazilian 
hardwood, which greys over time. Additional yard walls will divide the driveway area from an 
interior courtyard. These additional yard walls will be a mix of stone, which will match the 
existing site walls, and stucco-covered masonry walls with a stucco color to match the house. 
The existing brick sidewalk will be removed and reset to accommodate the new driveway 
alignment. All new concrete at the drive apron will be colored tan, Davis Color Sandstone. 

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”).

2. 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.

3. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation:  Staff recommended approval of 
the 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 Historic 
District standards. Staff deferred to the board to determine whether to grant an additional 
11” for site slope per Section 14-5.2(D)(9)(c)(ii)(F).

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 Downtown and Eastside Historic District design standards set forth in SFCC Section 
14-5.2(E).

6. The Applicant proposed to construct a 4,050 square feet single-story Spanish-Pueblo and 
Territorial Revival Style single-family residence with “Recent Santa Fe Style” elements.

7. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-b), 14-5.2(C)(4), and 
14-5.2(C)(5), 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.

8. 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.



Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law – Remodel or New Construction
Case #2021-004120-HDRB

p. 3

9. The Board finds the proposal to comply with all applicable general design standards set forth 
in SFCC Section 14-5.2(D), as well as the specific design standards set forth in SFCC Section 
14-5.2(E), Downtown and Eastside Design Standards. 

10. The Board finds the proposed building in harmony with the character of the Downtown and 
Eastside Historic district and compatible with the streetscape.

11. The Board finds the lot at 1023 E. Alameda St. to be a sloping site where the difference in the 
natural grade along the structure’s foundation exceeds two feet, and the height of the façade 
for which an exception is sought does not exceed four feet above the allowable height of the 
applicable streetscape, as permitted in SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(9)(c)(ii)(F).

12. 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.

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 approved the project as proposed and recommended by staff. 
3. The board approved the 11-inch additional height allowance sought by the applicant. 

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS 26th DAY OF OCTOBER, 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:

_________________________ ______________
Frank Ruybalid Date
Assistant City Attorney



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #2021-004179-HDRB
Address – 119 Kearny Road                  
Agent’s Name – Craig Hoopes
Owner/Applicant’s Name – William Snead and Charles P. Butler

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on September 28, 2021.

BACKGROUND

119 Kearny Road is a 1,297 sf building contributing to the Downtown and Eastside 
Historic District. The house is Spanish-Pueblo Revival style, built in the 1950s, and added onto 
sometime in the 1970s-1980s. The board reviewed its historic status earlier this year and found it 
contributing, designating the east, south and west façades to be primary (see Case # 2020-
002852-HDRB). It is two stories with a historic footprint of 879 sf. An enclosed 146 sf porch 
and a 272 sf deck were added in the 1980s, bringing the house’s existing total square footage to 
1,297. It has a low yard wall, characteristic of yard walls and fences in this streetscape. The 
board included the yard wall in its designation of contributing. The applicant proposed the 
following: 

1. To add 1,296 sf onto the north façade. This will increase the footprint from 1,297 sf 
(which includes both historic footprint and 1980s addition) to a total of 2,593 sf.  Its 
height will not exceed the original house. The upper floor addition includes a deck and 
coyote fence guardrail. The two additions are offset from each other to break up the 
massing of the house. The addition is set back from the original home and the new entry 
via a “plaza” between the original house and the addition. The addition is 6” shorter than 
the existing structure’s height. The style is Spanish-Pueblo Revival. The windows will be 
metal clad wood simulated divided lite, trim color “Blue Danube.” The roof will be blue 
corrugated metal. Entire structure will be re-stuccoed in cementicious El Rey “Sahara.”  
The applicant requests an exception to add more than 50% of the house’s historic 
footprint.

2. Add new masonry stucco-faced wall 4’-8” tall next to the south primary façade and an 8’ 
– 8” gate with sconce. 

3. Paint under existing portal white Sto “Marble White.”

4. Add a new low garden wall in the rear of the house on the north elevation. 

5. Repair window on the east façade to refit the glass and refurbish the sash.

6. Rebuild non-historic front entry steps to bring up to code.
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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”).

2. 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.

3. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff did not find that the exception 
criteria have been met, but the Board found that they are met upon further testimony from 
the applicant; otherwise, Staff recommended approval of the application as it complies with 
14-5.2(D) General Design Standards for all H Districts and 14-5.2(E) Downtown and 
Eastside Historic District.

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 project is subject to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C), Regulation of Significant and 
Contributing Structures. 

6. 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). 

7. Under SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d), the applicant requests an exception to exceed 50% 
of the historic footprint. The applicant requests to add 2,331 sf to a historically contributing 
historic footprint of 879 sf. 

8. Staff determined that an exception to SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) would be required for 
approval of the Application, and the Applicant requested an exception. 

9. To obtain an exception, the Applicant was required to conclusively demonstrate that the 
three exception criteria set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b) have been met. 

10. Based on the information set forth in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the evidence and 
testimony presented at the hearing, the Board did not agree with Staff’s finding that the 
Applicant has not conclusively demonstrated that all exception criteria have been met.  

11. Pursuant to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b)(i), the Board finds that granting the exception 
would  not damage the character of the district because the addition is proposed for the rear 
of the contributing building, will be set on a downslope below the historic façade, and will 
not be plainly visible from Kearny Road.

12. Pursuant to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b)(ii), the Board finds that the exception is  
required to prevent a hardship to the Applicant because an addition of more than 50 percent 
of the historic footprint is necessary for the applicant and two other family members to 
reside in the home and create space to allow them to work remotely from their job sites.

13. Pursuant to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b)(iii), the Board finds that granting the exception 
would  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, 
and the applicant is a long-standing and multigenerational resident of this historic district.
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14. The Board finds that the Applicant has conclusively demonstrated that all of the exception 
criteria have been met. 

15. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(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.

16. 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.

17. 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.

18. 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 grants the exception requested in the Application.
3. The Board approves the project as submitted and found the applicant met the exception 

criteria, with the following additional condition:
 Applicant shall submit revised plans showing the separation of the new yard 

wall from the south primary façade, to be approved by the City Planning staff. 

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS 12th DAY of October, 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:

_________________________ ______________
Frank E. Ruybalid Date
Assistant City Attorney



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case # 2021-004259-HDRB
Address – 1299 Canyon Road
Agent’s Name – Sandra Donner 
Owner/Applicant’s Name –  Julia and Randall Burt

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on October 12, 2021.

BACKGROUND

1299 Canyon Road is a single-family residential structure with non-contributing historic 
status to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The property currently has a coyote fence 
directly along the street.

On March 9th, 2021, the applicant brought an application to the HDRB proposing to 
construct a garage and a yard wall in place of the coyote fence, to install a new vehicular gate of 
oxidized steel along an eastern shared driveway, and to raise the height of an existing stucco yard 
wall.

The decision of the Board was to approve the proposal with the condition that the west 
(pedestrian) gate be constructed of wood and the eastern (vehicular) gate be coyote fence 
construction, not steel.  The applicant now returns to the Board with a revised proposal to construct 
new vehicular and pedestrian gates, to be oxidized steel frame with wood inserts. These would 
have a natural wood color stain.

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”).

2. 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.

3. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: 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.
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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 specific district design standards set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(E). 

6. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-b), and 14-5.2(C)(4), 
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.

7. 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.

8. 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.

9. 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. As recommended by the Staff, the Board approves the Application with respect to the 

revised proposal for vehicular and pedestrian gates.
 
IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS ___ DAY of _____________, 2021, BY THE 

HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

_______________________ _____________
Cecilia Rios Date
Chair

FILED:

______________________ ______________
Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic Date
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_________________________ ______________
Frank E. Ruybalid Date
Assistant City Attorney



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case # 2021-004256-HDRB
Address – 809 Abeyta
Agent’s Name – Jay Shapiro
Owner/Applicant’s Name – Jay Shapiro

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on October 12, 2021.

BACKGROUND

809 Abeyta is a non-contributing, single-family residential structure constructed in the 
1970s. It is located at a 90-degree curve on Abeyta Street in the Downtown and Eastside Historic 
District. It is a rectangular form measuring 20 x 40 feet with a pitched roof with pre-fab trusses. 
The walls are constructed of wood frame and stuccoed on the exterior, with single-pane aluminum 
slider windows. It has a height of 15 feet at the ridge of a gabled roof.  In this area the maximum 
allowable building height is 15 feet 5 inches, and the maximum allowable yard wall height is 5 
feet 6 inches.

The applicant proposes the following remodel and addition:
1.  The current pitched roof will be converted to a flat torch-down roof with raised parapets. 

The new roof will be set at a height of 14 feet, measured at the center of the street-facing elevation 
(south). An exception is requested to change the roof style from pitched to flat per SFCC Section 
14-5.2(D)(6).

2.  The street-facing façade (east) has a small concrete deck and pergola with wood posts 
and shed roof with asphalt shingle. This would be replaced with a wood deck, flat-roofed portal 
with a latilla ceiling. The height will be 13 feet from the natural grade.

3.  The front door will remain in the same location. A transom will be added above. The 
new door will be wood. 

4.  The center bedroom window will be replaced with sliding French doors with a “mission” 
reddish brown wood stain. The doors will be wood, the windows will be aluminum clad with 
simulated divided lights with white trim. The western-most window will have changed dimensions 
to fit a vertical orientation.

5.  A pergola will be constructed on the west elevation, attached to the house with 9 inch 
round posts and 6 by 6 inch horizontal beams.

6.  A circa 200 square foot addition will be constructed on the west side of the structure. 
7.  A freestanding stucco fireplace will be built on the north elevation, stuccoed. 
8.  Re-stucco the house. The stucco color will be “buckskin.”
9.  Insert new window openings in the south façade, which presently has no openings. 
10.  Construct a 6 x 14 foot brick patio of red-brown bricks.
11.  Raise existing perimeter wall running along the southern and eastern street frontage to 

5 feet 6 inches, which is the maximum allowable height.
12.  Exterior lights will be hammered copper downlights.
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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”).

2. 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.

3. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends that the 
exception criteria to SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(6) have been met, and 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.

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. Under SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(6), the existing roof style must be maintained. 
7. Staff determined that an exception to SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(6), would be required for 

approval of the Application, and the Applicant requested an exception. 
8. To obtain an exception, the Applicant was required to conclusively demonstrate the three 

exception criteria set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b).
9. Pursuant to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b)(i), the Board finds that granting the exception 

would not damage the character of the district because the proposed change in the style of 
roof will make the house consistent with the design of other houses in the area.

10. Pursuant to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b)(ii), the Board finds that the exception is  
required to prevent a hardship to the Applicant because the existing roof design requires 
very low ceilings and prevents the applicant from setting ceilings at the maximum 
allowable height (10 feet).

11. Pursuant to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b)(iii), the Board finds that granting the exception 
would 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. 

12. The Board finds that the Applicant has conclusively demonstrated that all of the exception 
criteria have been met. 

13. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-b), 14-5.2(C)(4), and 
14-5.2(C)(5), 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.

14. 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.

15. 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. 
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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.
3. The Board grants the exception requested in the Application with respect to the change 

from a pitched roof to a flat roof.

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

_______________________ _____________
Cecilia Rios Date
Chair

FILED:

______________________ ______________
Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic Date
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_________________________ ______________
Frank E. Ruybalid Date
Assistant City Attorney



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case # 2021-4254-HDRB
Address – 107 Victoria Street                   
Agent’s Name – Will McDonald
Owner/Applicant’s Name - Tamar Hurwitz

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on October 12, 2021.

BACKGROUND

107 Victoria Street is a non-contributing property consisting of two structures: a main 
house and an accessory structure (garage). The original house was constructed in around 1953 and 
was added onto in the early 1960s. The garage was constructed also around this time.  The main 
house is constructed in a simplified Spanish Pueblo Revival style. It originally had a patio on the 
southwest corner that was enclosed in the mid-1980s. The evolution of the structure can be clearly 
read on the west façade. The windows on the west, east, and north facades are historic.  The garage, 
possibly originally a horse stable, is constructed in a similar style. In the mid-2000s, remodeling 
began: the garage door was changed to a pedestrian door, the ceiling was raised and a fireplace 
was installed. More recently, the window on the west façade appears to have been altered.

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

2. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended the historic 
status of the main structure be designated contributing, per SFCC Section 14-5.2(C), 
Designation of Significant and Contributing Structures, with the west façade as primary. 
Staff recommended the historic status of the accessory structure (garage) be maintained as 
non-contributing.

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

4. The project is subject to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C), Regulation of Significant and 
Contributing Structures. 

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. Under SFCC Section 14-12.1, the definition of a “contributing structure” is “a structure, 
located in a historic district, approximately fifty years old or older that helps to establish 
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and maintain the character of that historic district.  Although a contributing structure is not 
unique in itself, it adds to the historic associations or historic architectural design qualities 
that are significant for a district. The contributing structure may have had minor alterations, 
but its integrity remains.” 

7. Under SFCC Section 14-2.1, the definition of a “primary façade” is one or more principal 
faces or elevations of a building with features that define the character of the building's 
architecture.

8. Under SFCC Section 14-12.1, the definition of a “noncontributing structure” is a “structure, 
located in an H district, that is less than fifty years old or that does not exhibit sufficient 
historic integrity to establish and maintain the character of the H District.”

9. SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-c) gives the Board authority to review and approve 
“significant,” “contributing,” or “noncontributing” status designations and to designate 
primary façades of contributing structures.

10. Based on the information set forth in the Staff Report and exhibits and the testimony and 
evidence presented at the hearing, the Board finds that the main structure and the accessory 
structure meet the definition of a “non-contributing structure.” 

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 grants the Applicant’s request to review historic status. 
3. The Board retains the main structure’s status as non-contributing. 
4. The Board retains the accessory structure’s status as non-contributing. 

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS ___ DAY of _____________, 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

_________________________ ______________
Frank E. Ruybalid Date
Assistant City Attorney



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case # 2021-004255-HDRB
Address – 107 Victoria Street                  
Agent’s Name – Will McDonald
Owner/Applicant’s Name –  Tamar Hurwitz

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on October 12, 2021

BACKGROUND

107 Victoria Street is a property consisting of two structures: a main house and an 
accessory structure (garage) to the north.  The garage was constructed in approximately 1962. It 
was potentially originally a horse stable, is constructed in a similar style to the main house. In the 
mid-2000s, a remodel was permitted: the garage door was changed to a pedestrian door, the ceiling 
was raised and a fireplace was installed. More recently, the window on the west façade appears to 
have been altered.

The applicant now proposes the following changes to the accessory structure only:
1.  Replace existing door on west (street facing) elevation;
2.  Install new aluminum-clad windows with simulated divided light on west elevation;
3.  Replace the window on the south elevation with a divided-light window;
4.  Replace the door opening on the east elevation with new aluminum-clad, simulated 

divided-light window;  and
5.  Re-stucco.

The windows will be aluminum clad colored “Caribbean Blue.” The existing stucco is 
elastomeric and consequently the applicant proposes to use elastomeric stucco. The color will be 
Sto “Mocha Cream” (comparable to El Rey Buckskin) which is part of the Sto Classic Color 
Collection.

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”).

2. 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.
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3. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended approval of the 
proposed project and finds that the application complies with SFCC Section 14-5.2(D) 
General Design Standards for all Historic Districts, and SFCC Section 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. 

4. 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). 

5. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(3)(a-b), and 14-5.2(C)(4), 
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.

6. 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.

7. 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 Application, as recommended by Staff.

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

_______________________ _____________
Cecilia Rios Date
Chair

FILED:

______________________ ______________
Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic Date
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_________________________ ______________
Frank E. Ruybalid
Assistant City Attorney



City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case #2021-004119-HDRB
Address – 638 East Palace Avenue                  
Agent’s Name – Scarlett Breeding
Owner/Applicant’s Name –  Scarlett Breeding

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing 
on October 12, 2021

BACKGROUND

638 East Palace Avenue is single-family residential structure with contributing status to 
the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. In Case # 2020-004118-HDRB, heard on 
September 14, 2021, the east and north façades were designated as primary facades.

The structure was constructed in 1946 in a Spanish Pueblo Revival style. It is one unit of 
a rectangular semi-detached house facing north onto palace. The west wall is attached to the 
neighboring unit.

On September 14, 2021, the HDRB was scheduled to hear this case, however it was 
postponed for the applicant to apply for an exception. 

The applicant now requests the following items:

1. Construct a new 180 square foot patio and portal on the south side within the walled, rear 
courtyard. The patio shall be surfaced with the existing stone currently in the courtyard, 6 
inches above grade. The portal shall be supported by four 8 by 8 inch wood columns and 
3 by 10 inch wood beam, with exposed rafters and flat roof (sloped to drain). It will be set 
back from the east property line 5 feet, 1 inch, and from the west property line 1 foot 10 
inches (to the centerline of the common yard wall). The portal depth shall be 10 feet from 
the south face of building and shall be stained to match the exposed lintels of existing 
structure.

2. The portal shall extend to within 2 feet of the east primary façade. An exception is 
requested to Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) to construct within 10 feet of a primary façade.

3. As requested by the Fire Marshal, the existing east common yard wall shall be, for the 
depth of the portal, extended upward to the height of the portal roof, or 8 feet, which is 
the maximum allowable height. The extension of the common yard wall shall be finished 
with stucco colored El Rey “La Luz” to match the existing wall. The adjacent neighbor 
shall sign a commitment not to construct any combustible structure within an aggregate 
distance of 5 feet from the proposed portal.

4. Replace the existing windows and doors on the south elevation with two sets of 5 foot 
wide Anderson patio doors with simulated divided lights.
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5. Install two, flat, curbed 3 by 5 foot skylights to the existing roof. These shall not be 
visible from E. Palace Ave.

6. Install a mini-split HVAC unit with condenser unit on the roof above the bathroom, 
surrounded by a 22 inch screen-curb painted to match grey color of the roof.

7. Replace the concrete walkway in the front courtyard with existing brick to match 
remainder of front courtyard.

8. Repair, caulk, and repaint existing windows.

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”).

2. 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.

3. Historic Preservation Division Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended that the criteria 
for an exception to Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) to construct within 10 feet of a primary façade 
have been met and 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.

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 project is subject to SFCC Section 14-5.2(C), Regulation of Significant and 
Contributing Structures. 

6. 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). 

7. Under SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d), additions must be set back 10 feet from a primary 
façade.

8. The Applicant proposes to construct an addition within 10 feet of a primary façade.
9. Staff determined that an exception to SFCC Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(d) would be required for 

approval of the Application, and the Applicant requested an exception. 
10. To obtain an exception, the Applicant was required to conclusively demonstrate that the 

three exception criteria set forth in SFCC Section 14-5.2(C)(5)(b) have been met. 
11. Based on the information set forth in the Staff Report and exhibits, and the evidence and 

testimony presented at the hearing, the Board agrees with Staff’s finding that the Applicant 
has conclusively demonstrated that all exception criteria have been met.

12. Under SFCC Sections 14-2.6(B)-(C), 14-5.2(A)(1), 14-5.2(C)(2)(a-d & f), 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.
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13. 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.

14. 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 grants the exception requested in the Application.

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

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

_______________________ _____________
Cecilia Rios Date
Chair

FILED:

______________________ ______________
Kristine Bustos-Mihelcic Date
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_________________________ ______________
Frank E. Ruybalid Date
Assistant City Attorney



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DATE: October 26, 2020 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 
  
FROM:  Carly Piccarello, HPD Manager, Historic Preservation Division 
  

 
Address: 100 E. San Francisco Street  
Historic Status: Contributing 
Historic District: Downtown and Eastside 
 
 
ITEM AND ISSUE: 
 
Staff is granting administrative approval for the La Fonda banner design with the condition that 
the city seal be added in order for staff to recommend approval to the governing body.  
 
Prior to the Governing Body’s consideration of a resolution for the La Fonda Centennial 
banners, the Historic Districts Review Board is being given an informational presentation of the 
banner proposal to the streetscape. In evaluating suitability and harmony, staff has considered 
the general purpose of the historic district regulations (14-5.2(A)(1)) and the purpose of the 
historic sign regulations (14-8.10(H)(1)) and will be providing administrative approval as a 
recommendation to the governing body for their consideration per (14-8.10(A)(1). 

 
BACKGROUND & SUMMARY: 
 
La Fonda on the Plaza is a significant structure located in the Downtown and Eastside Historic 
District.  It once served as a Harvey House and is significant due to its relationship to the Fred 
Harvey Company and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad and tourism in Santa Fe. In 
order to celebrate the 100 years anniversary of the hotel, the applicant seeks permission to 
display banners with the signature Centennial mark and the La Fonda logo.  This event 
commemorates not only a significant milestone for the historic structure, the hotel, but also its 
role in the city’s development.  The La Fonda contributes to the sense of place anchoring the 
downtown’s built environment and as a gathering space for the community. 
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The banners are proposed to hang from banner posts which will be located on light posts 
owned by the City. Additionally, the banners will hang over the public right-of-way. In order for 
the banners to be permitted by the City the applicant must seek a resolution to 14-8.10 that 
allows the banners for specific dates, location, number, design approval, installation, and 
maintenance (following City of Santa Fe New Mexico Ordinance No. 2009-29) to allow the legal 
obstruction of a public way per SFCC section 23-1.4. Nine banners are proposed; five will be 
located on the west side of La Fonda along Old Santa Fe Trail and four are proposed on the 
north side of La Fonda along San Francisco Street. The event will span the duration of the 
centennial year and are proposed to be in place from January 1, 2022 to January 4, 2023. 
 

 

Relevant Code Citation 
 
14-8.10(A)(1) SIGNS – Purpose; Applicability   
(2) Applicability 
 
iii. After a proposed banner's design and installation are approved administratively, 
the governing body may permit a banner's use by adopting a resolution. 
 
 
 

https://library.municode.com/nm/santa_fe/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=CH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_GOVERNING_BODY
https://library.municode.com/nm/santa_fe/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=CH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_BANNER


Honoring 100 Years of Hospitality in the Heart of Santa Fe



La Fonda on the Plaza is the oldest hotel in the oldest capital city in the 
United States.  Situated on the Plaza – a vantage point that has allowed 
a grand view of the tumult and spectacle of the settling of the West. 
Today La Fonda remains witness to, and a part of, the ever unfolding 
story of Santa Fe.



La Fonda, as a Harvey House, had a front-
row seat on the development of Southwest 
tourism “invented” by the partnership of the 
Fred Harvey Company and the Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad.  Over time, 
La Fonda has been witness to an isolated 
region becoming more connected –
through its arts, cultures, and evolving 
technology – to the country and the world.



La Fonda is a Santa Fe landmark. 

To celebrate 100 years offering first-class lodging and hospitality at the 
gateway to one of the most fascinating cities in the world, the hotel seeks 
permission to display the signature Centennial mark and the La Fonda logo 
on the city’s light posts that surround the property.

Locations:

• 3 light post displays on San Francisco Street
• 4 light post displays on Old Santa Fe Trail
• 2 light post displays on Cathedral Pl.

Hardware:  

• BannerSaver Kit | BannerSaver Light Pole Banner Brackets
(Per Jose N. Lerma III, Traffic Operations)



Banners to be displayed on Old Santa Fe 
Trail, San Francisco Street and Cathedral Pl.



EXAMPLE OF THE STREETSCAPE



INSTALLATION PLAN:

La Fonda will hire professional sign installers to conduct the mounting of 
the city-approved brackets and the final art work.

La Fonda will follow all City rules and regulations regarding the 
installation of the banners.

MAINTENANCE PLAN:

La Fonda’s Management will monitor the displays on a monthly basis 
and will replace any faulty displays or weather faded banners.



REMOVAL PLAN:

La Fonda will hire professional sign installers to conduct the removal of the 
Centennial Banners.

La Fonda will follow all City rules and regulations regarding the removal of the 
banners.

INSURANCE:

La Fonda’s Management has secured the insurance necessary to display and 
maintain the banners for the duration of 2022.  La Fonda will provide a Certificate 
of Liability Insurance.

LA FONDA WILL BEAR ALL COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THIS PROJECT.



THANK YOU
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DATE: October 26, 2021 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 
  
FROM:  Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division 
  

 
Case 2021-004162-HDRB Address: 344 Camino Cerrito 
 Historic Status: Non-contributing 

Historic District: Downtown and Eastside  
 
REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially): 

 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends that the exception criteria have been met and 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.  

CITY SUBMITTALS  
 
          District Standards & yard wall 
               & fence standards. 
 
   x    Historic Inventory Form 
 
   x     Zoning Review Sheet 
 
         Other:  

APPLICANT SUBMITTALS 
 
   x     Proposal Letter 
 
   x     Site Plan/Floor Plan 
 
   x     Elevations 
 
   x    Photographs 
 
        Other:  
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BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:  
 
344 Camino Cerrito is currently an unbuilt lot in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. 
The applicant proposes to construct a new single-family residential structure.  

1. The structure will be 1,891 square feet heated and 205 square feet unheated. 
2. The maximum allowable height is 15 feet 3 inches. An exception is requested to 

construct to a height of 18 feet 9 inches, which exceeds the maximum allowable by 3 
feet 9 inches. The relevant code citation and exception responses are provided below. 

3. It will be constructed in a Spanish Pueblo Revival Style. 
4. A synthetic stucco will be used, colored “Dry River”. 
5. The front (east) facing portals will be constructed of wood beams and latillas. 
6. HVAC units and sky lights located on the roof will be architecturally screened by 

parapets. 
7. Stairs from lower level to the front porch will be constructed of concrete and brick with 

rock façade matching the retaining wall with a simple black wrought iron hand rail. 
8. Exterior lighting located at front door will be black and glass, and will be located under a 

portal (Figure 11). 
9. Perimeter walls will be block and stucco in “Dry River” color. Wall height on the east 

along Camino Cerrito will be 4 feet. Wall height on the south and north will be 6 feet 
tapering down towards Camino Cerrito on the east. 

10. Along the north elevation, retaining walls will be constructed of concrete with a river-
rock façade. 

11. Exterior wood beams and latillas will have minwax Provincial color stain in satin finish. 
12. Windows will contain simulated divided light and will be inset with lintel beams above. 

 
 
RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS:  
 
14-5.2(D)(9)(c)(iii): In historic districts, height shall be the vertical distance measured between 
the highest part of a structure and the existing grade or finished grade , whichever is more 
restrictive, at the midpoint of the street facing facade, excluding rooftop appurtenances , the 
increased height of walls or fences over pedestrian and vehicular openings, and gates (either in 
opened or closed position). For structures which do not have street frontage, height shall be 
determined by the facade which contains the tallest vertical distance measured between the 
highest part of a structure and the existing grade or finished grade, whichever is more 
restrictive. The height of walls and fences is measured from the street -facing side of the wall or 
fence. (Ord. No. 2002-37 § 27) 
 
EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES: 

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

Applicant response:  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_STREETSCAPE&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090015112%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=dKhG9YxiGlc%2Fz050POVUX%2BG%2BQVt%2FsXe0Mid1p0ZL7Sk%3D&reserved=0
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The proposed Padilla family home will not damage the character of the 
streetscape. Camino Cerrito is a narrow residential road located on a hill that 
slopes up from north to south. The property follows the grade of the road and is 
located near the top of the hill at the steepest end. The proposed design is 
consistent with the existing houses on Camino Cerrito and the surrounding area. 
The home will be single story, 2,096 sq ft (including portals) and will include off 
street parking and open space on the downhill side of the lot. The home will be 
located at the south end of the lot to provide maximum distance to the neighbor 
on the downhill side. 

Staff response:  

Staff agrees with the applicant. The storypoles indicate that the proposed 
structure is of a similar height to that already existing to the west.  

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

Applicant response:  

The Padilla Family lives, works and attends school in the Santa Fe community. 
Since purchasing the property two years ago, the family has been working to build 
their home. The Padilla family is leading their own design, permitting, and 
construction process to keep costs down and make the project financially feasible. 
The Padilla’s have worked to ensure that all aspects of the home design are in 
accordance with the City of Santa Fe’s design and code requirements. In addition, 
the home as it is currently designed is consistent with all other area homes in 
height, size, and design. Due to the sloping of the road and properties that align 
the road, it is extremely difficult for the height to be calculated accurately. The 
height of the house as it is currently designed is 12’ 10” which is under the 15’ 3” 
height allowed. The height calculation according to the city code is 18’ 9” which 
adds an additional 5’ 11’ due to the slope of the property. It is cost prohibitive for 
the Padilla’s to redesign the house or make significant changes to the grade of the 
property.  

Staff response:  

Staff agrees with the applicant. Due to the direction of the slope and the grading 
completed by previous owners, it is not feasible that the structure be lowered by 
almost 6 feet.  

 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_APPLICANT&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090025075%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=fMuSBoS1GK50QQCm0ipgdP1CM4ow9fp5buoocNtoIDk%3D&reserved=0
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(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; 

Applicant response:  

Design Option One: Grade the upper level of the property to flatten and reduce 
the height on the downhill side by approximately one foot. It would be financially 
feasible to do minimal grading to lower the height calculation. Doing major soil 
grading or removal would be cost prohibitive to the owners. 

Design Option Two: The height of the parapets can be reduced by six inches. 

Design Option Three: The height of windows on the downhill side (north facing) 
can be decreased to minimize the tall appearance of the home. This is a design 
change that can be made. 

Design Option Four: The 12 ft ceilings can be reduced to 11 ft. 

Design Option Five: Reduce the footprint of the house. 

Design Option Five: It is not feasible to reduce the footprint of the home. The 
current design is the minimal size required to meet the needs of the Padilla family 
which includes two adults and three school age children. The current house design 
and size is consistent with other homes in the area. 

Staff response:  

Staff agrees with the applicant. Some lowering through re-grading is possible, 
however this will not reduce the height by the needed amount. Lowering parapets 
is possible to a certain degree, but lowering too much may expose rooftop 
appurtenances.   

 

(iv) Are due to special conditions and circumstances which are peculiar to the land 
or structure involved and which are not applicable to other lands or structures in 
the related streetscape ; 

 

Applicant response:  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_CITY&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090025075%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=CDNsctr8tNaQKnEZF2uZKb58WJ0Oq0AzZMXSWtFsKFI%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_STRUCTURE&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090035010%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=74dodIR%2Bmvbo4pHwe6kqCOh9q%2Fv9DWAdr79Thm0LzA4%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_STRUCTURE&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090035010%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=74dodIR%2Bmvbo4pHwe6kqCOh9q%2Fv9DWAdr79Thm0LzA4%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_STREETSCAPE&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090044979%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=35GCMuvq0n42%2BkUCy4o01MOo7kYOvkO1v8GDUOfQCL0%3D&reserved=0
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The height calculations as per the city code adds an additional 5’11” to the height 
due to the slope of the hill/terrain. This methodology does not properly reflect the 
actual design height and is at no fault to the Padillas. Existing houses on Camino 
Cerrito are not multilevel following the slope, they are built on a single level of the 
property created by retaining walls (see photos). The design of the Padilla home 
would be consistent with this layout.  

Staff response:  

(v) Staff has used the strict interpretation of the code, but finds that it has a 
unique/perculiar grading due to the drainage that surrounds the site and the grading 
done by previous owners to create a flat parking area. 
 

(vi) Are due to special conditions and circumstances which are not a result of the actions 
of the applicant  

Applicant response:  

The code presumes a slope that is perpendicular to lot, the Padilla property is 
sloped parallel to Camino Cerrito. As a result, the height calculations following the 
code adds an additional 5’11” to the height. This methodology does not properly 
reflect the actual design height and is at no fault to the Padillas. 

Staff response:  

Staff agrees with the applicant. According to City calculation, the height is 3 feet 6 
inches in excess of the maximum.  

 

(vii) Provide the least negative impact with respect to the purpose of this section as set 
forth in Subsection 14-5.2(A)(1). 

Applicant response:  

The current design of the Padilla home is the least impactful design for the area. The 
home is single story, 2,096 sq feet (including portals) and is in alignment with all 
design elements required by the city. The home is situated on the south side of the 
lot to minimize the impact to the home located downhill of the property. The 
owners designed the home to meet the 15’3” height requirement. The code 
requirements for height calculations are biased due to the sloping terrain and is the 
reason why the calculation exceeds the allowable height.   

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-12DE_14-12.1DE_APPLICANT&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090044979%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=t5YR6yQ9Z7FMuRhr7Uygpnkd83rXscAs7RTejyFiQdk%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Flibrary.municode.com%2Fnm%2Fsanta_fe%2Fcodes%2Fcode_of_ordinances%3FnodeId%3DCH14LADE_ART14-5OVZODI_14-5.2HIDI&data=04%7C01%7Cmariana.padilla%40state.nm.us%7C6a79d7449c0e40dabc8108d98e73c1f4%7C04aa6bf4d436426fbfa404b7a70e60ff%7C0%7C0%7C637697450090044979%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=RyhqX6KJvon7Kq%2BhclZ0mx5%2FaGYik8SGAtnabiIXraQ%3D&reserved=0
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Staff response:  

Staff agrees with the applicant.  

 

 
   

  
 
 



Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet 
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department 

Site Address: 3 4 4 C,"-\"(\\ � u ( _ (__ e, ff, -\' u 
Date Submitted: � 0. f\1 "'- i= (. tJ I JJ\. 

'2i I S CJ � r---�-----------,.,-- --------=-------i--::,----------,-----·�--=-----:--, 
Pro er! Owner of Jlcc Proposed Construction Description:

f\J �vJ C,o�')�f ci1 

Contact Person Phone Number: �0:, =---"--"''--'--....L..C.--'--'---'---T __ O __ T __ A __ L __ R __ O ___ O __ F __ A_.R __ E __ • A_,:..__----"''----l-''--'--'--=-1.1---'--'--- ------- --1i 

Zoning District: \-\\ ')to'(\ L � ';, t S �1 c\ � Lot Coverage : 3 S % 
Overlay: o Escarpment __________ _ 

□ Flood Zone
□ Other: --------- --

Submit ta Is Reviewed with PZR: 

□ Legal Lot of Record o Development Plan□ Building
Plans □ Existing Site Plan □ Proposed Site Plan □
Elevations 

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

Access and Visibility: □ Arterial or Collector
□ Visibility Triangle Required

Use of Structure: � Residential
□ Commercial Type of Use: ________ _

Terrain: □ 30% slopes _______ _

□Open Space Required: __ _

Setbacks: 1 
Proposed Front: 2_ Minimum: 

2nd Front? 
Proposed Rear: �Minimum: __ 
Proposed Sides: L_R_ Minimum: __ 
Height: Proposed \ '). 1 \0 ·11
Maximum Height: I ':\1 or 
-ca(Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance 
□ Regulated by Escarpment District
Parking Spaces: 
Proposed ':} 
Minimum: � 

---

Accessible 

Bicycle Parking : 
Proposed:� Minimum:_() __ 

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

BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATIO 

_:�������---,,,
,,d,,,�µ_LJ.b!....ill...����-+Jil��l:L.!.l..!...:�l�WNER �PLICANT

l'RlNTNAM 
□AGENT]

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. 

SIGNATURE DATE 

Additional Aeeocy Review if Applicable: 
□ Escarpment Approval by ____ Date:_/_/_
□ Flood Plain Approval by _____ Date: I I 

□ Traffic Engineering Approval by ___ __ Date: / /
Notes: __________________________________ _

Zoning Approval: 
□Preliminary Approval □with conditions □ Rejected
Comments/Conditions: - ------------------ - - - -------

REVIEWER: ____________________ _ DATE:_/_/_

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

Revised 20 November 2020 

X
X X
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Historic Review Board – Proposal Letter 

344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 

 

Dwelling location and Description 

The project includes constructing a new single-family home on an empty lot located in a 
residential area at 344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505. The dwelling will be a single story, 
1,891 square feet heated and 205 square feet unheated. The dwelling will be constructed with flat 
roof and wood frame structure. Exterior wall material will be cementitious stucco in El Rey 
Sahara color (Figure 1) in flat sand finish. Exterior wood beams and latillas will have minwax 
provincial color stain in satin finish (Figure 2). The maximum height of the house is 12 ft.10 
inches. Windows will contain real divided light and will be inset with lintel beams above (Figure 
3). The window color will be white and will be aluminum clad constructed (Figure 3).  

Portals and Roof 

The front exterior door will be wood and stained using Minwax Provincial (Figures 2 and 4). The 
front (east) facing portals will be constructed of wood beams and latillas on the ceiling (Figure 
4). The west facing portal on the back of the home will also be constructed of wood beams and 
latillas (Figure 5). Canales will be installed on the roof (Figure 5). The HVAC unit will be 
located on the roof at the lowest elevation (9 ft ceilings on the southern end of the home). It will 
be architecturally screened by parapets and latillas (Figure 6). The HVAC unit height will be 
between 3 and 4 feet, the latilla screening will not exceed the height of the HVAC unit.  

Exterior Features 

The property is multi-level (Figure 7). The upper level will be extended out 8 feet to the north 
(Figure 7) and 7 feet to the west (Figure 8) to extend the building pad for the dwelling. Retaining 
walls will be constructed of concrete, rebar and other required materials. Retaining walls will 
include a (round river rock) rock façade throughout (Figure 9). Stairs from lower level to the 
front porch will be constructed of concrete and brick with rock façade matching the retaining 
wall with a simple black wrought iron hand rail. (Figures 9 & 10). Exterior lighting located at 
front door will be black and glass (Figure 11). 

Perimeter walls will be block and stucco in Dry River color. Wall height on the east along 
Camino Cerrito will be 4 feet. Wall height on the south and north will be 6 feet tapering down 
towards Camino Cerrito on the east (Figure 12). Wall height on the west will be 6 feet consistent 
with the existing cinder block located on the adjacent property. Gates will be constructed with 
wood and wrought iron material (Figure 13). The property layout will allow a minimum of two 
off street parking spots on the north side of the property (Figure 14).  
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General }Vote's 

J. Dimensions take precedence over
scale

2. Truss manufacturer to revll!lfl J{IJJIC
clrase In trusses with contractor before
hut/ding trusses & providing engineered
details

3. Framing contractor to Install trusses
per engineered details
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I 

1, All ccMcr.,to to 1-1,wo a" wtimato CCMpr<¼s­
ivo Stl"OM� <>f 3000 'PSI. ii) 2e. daljS 

2.. All sum walls ft.11"1 ':)rollted 

3, All wood ccl11mMs to I-lave approved COM• 
MODtors &. 1,e 1• from top <>f slal,. 

4. AMcvioriM':) 1/2'X10' miM. l,ofts (,' oc m<IIX. &,
wi+\'liM 12• from oMd <>f pla-h:, ram so+ a:,
2.4• OC. Il!torior l,oariM':), "Ram SllttiM':) Mat
allowed ovor C.IIIIA stom walls.

5. fo11MdatiOM iMst.daiioM to bo 2'X2.4"'R-!O miM,
at exterior p<lrimoter <>f 1-leate/l splllU &,
at ':lar"':)e/1'1011so wall. Wood floors n,-
<111ire a miH. of'R1ll iMSllla+ioM. IMSIALttioM
51-lall oxto,rt from top <>f slal, 2.4• @Wll or
CC>ttiM!le llloriu,,rtalhj 11Mder slal, for a total
<>f 2.4•,

(,, All eic-terior ftiatill':)s �low -frost fiMe 1e.• 
miM. ""loss spuifled wl-lore climato is 
ccldor a:i21• di:op. 

e.. C.MIA walls widtt!, "°"d """'ms, ':)irkr pcclcots, 
joi,rt reb,f,,rcomo,rt 4)1(,' OC. Vertical 
roir,forcome,rt i::)46' OC. m<IIX. 

lJ, floors wi#I crawl sp/JIU: cloara11&11 to be 
1e.• to w,,odjois-ts, 12• to wood ':)irder, miM. 
access to l,o 1e.•x2.4•, miM, ve>ttiM':) 1 sq. ff,
per 150 S<!, foot <>f t1Mder floor aroa .

10, �o-t+om <>f ftialiM':) tT"OMCVleS to l,o IIM• 
dis-mrl,o,l or ccmpaotod to ll5'1o <>f max. 
MMsitlf. 

11, Co11&roto cclltr<!btnr is rospoMsil,lo for 
OMsruiM':) ti-lat all 11M/Jer-slab s�sums aro 
in pl/JIU prior to po11r . 

12.. ,'\llcvior l,ofts to lie 1/2'x-to• loM':) aHd il!Stalled 
(,' oM coll-tor m<IIX.. <>f 12• from ccniers. llliM. 
2 l,ofts f"'r pla-h: IIMless ottiorwise spuifled. 

1, Tmss<¼ to llio •11':)iKOeroil 1,,j tr"ss maM"· 
fai>mrer &. lce<joil to roof-framiM':) plaM. 

2- 1/2• phjwood or wa�r wood dl!&l:iM':)
W/clips ii) 2.4• OC. tljp. IAMloss Hoted

3. ,'\ti tr"ssos sl-lall l,e SllCl.lreilj braced
dwiM':) 5'lttiM':) aMd aftir p<lrmaMeltt
iMstallatioH iM au<>riia"eo wH-11 (�WT-7'-)
"5 p'lllilisl-led l,,j ti-lo tr11ss pla-h: iHsiit11-to

4-. Lateral 1,r.,,iM':) to In, iMstalled iM <1C1Jerda"co 
wi#I T'PL#�I staMdards 

5. 'Provlk SimpsoM #2.5 #wricaMo iii¼ at
all tr"ss or .ioi..+ to Top 'Plato to"MootioMs.

(,. I"stall .,11 Simpso" Stroll':) ifo CoM"octcrs 
f"'r m-(r. Spulf!catioMs or as spuiflc:a l,,j 
•11':)htur.

1, l'iro-llilocl:iM':) sl-lall ccr,form to #le It<C. 
2015 SoctioM1¼02B 

e.. 'Phjwood/wafor wood roof aMd wall s"1oat11-
iw':) sl'lall � strttehlral a"d maM.,f'd wi#I 
exterior ':)1110. 

ll. S<1Mslti i.1oc1:s to � added to i.otti sidos <>f
TJI's at a dista"co <>f 1/1"• lo"'}•r#la"
TJI's (210 llf sories awd al,v, OMI'!)

10. Verifi( wi#I Tmss \\\fr, ecact """"ii-hf <>f
phjs <>f oath ':)irkr tr1155 prior to CCMS;t•
rwtio" of roof-frame

11, All I-jois-ts to l,e tr"ss joist OM':)iMeerod 
woo.:1 prodiu,ts or e<1<1al IIMless o#!or­
wiso woted 

12.. �"ilder sl-lall ccmirm #lat ado<1'4<1r-to traMs�r 
<>f loads is proVided for all b,;ams, I-leaders 
a"d ':)irdors. Loads sl-lall traMs�r dew" 
directilj to fnttMdaiio,i l,oiow al!d all aro"s 
sl-lall � 1,iocl:zd aMIA 51.1pportoil as r"'l"irod.. 
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3, w.au lor.aci"' .<tt eon,ci .i 20' IIMIX . 
�" p,llltlls. 

4, W.alls less th.ti! e,• do ot rO<l"in, 
lor-4 J>.tl!Gls. 

'!i, :Cittmor lor-4 P<l"D -to � Vmiull 
-' h.ive lor.aci"' eve 4' toi, -to 
iiD-ttDltl 

i ,-____;::.......;;-::...;;;;-... -r

I 

I 
l 

-------------

-,- - - - - - - :o- - - - - - -11 -- --- -- - --·--- - --
. l 

-

I I 
r I 
I I 
I I 
I I

I I

I I

��· I,
'@ «> 

: =- -_ - -=--=- '\1
p --=-.

I I 

I · . 1 3 

: I 

7-
1 : 
I ·. 

--- ---------
. 

I I 
I 

' 
' ----------- ------------ - --

\ 
si4I 

���:::::;:;;� ;:,,. -,- - - -- -

. I 

_;=.,-=:..-=;:c...:::=--,.=....-r " ...... - - - - -

,p ' ® � 
���¾° �� -----

�� 

- --

- - - -- -· -

---- - --

7 - - - - --

· ..

Elcotnud Nous

2- 111>11-,&,l<•"'I lildo ... _fi,r
dlslnwtlor.�,lsi-l, .... -tr�
DOlftPMter.

3, 1111 ""°'-" ........ • "1ol ........ .,.,,,
1, d"sto,Ji,1� irblio.liwwil • � 
IMl:lcMp.s-b ___ .. 
i..t.W loss ....... 3. fr-tt,, ..,_.,. 
�of• Nit,,- (il31,of,3) 

4' TellilosMLI '"'" lors.,-..tor-lM 12." l 
�41U.apmnit1CJIIILMs'flM/D.itt 
IMst OIII rsr, to Mttiot. 

� /1!10.,llt>rNGrhllls .... .._... ...... 
\hllll1<wf • fi1'1. 1<•lcotu. 

� Ir< fM4t ll!taTap,liolt l'fOtooltlo-lD .u 
k,ol,II .... ,-.,,.- N1!G-2DI?, 

1,. flMroNClil V� ,_GllClll 
'""''-"'�--­
,...,.. (It II'"""' ..-... l>IIIIIM) por 
N'llt.2011, 

&.1?snsH•-�r.,._101� 
--�-

... WOaltlcr resi--t,ipo 1� ... 2D"""
. ror51 ••• Ill .i...,. --..,.... por 
· N'llt.21)11.

1b, .o,,o-&tr,lofoa\11oor�-to 1,o 
. ............. -tt... ... ....,.,'lliltl
· itlo lll<jhtSlof'l'lul.,!loll ,'lot.

11,,"ffl\'le11/#�­
. .---i.roofjorpllotr, idhlll 
w1r1.;. 

12.. T•llq!Clf':rH1stMtrc i h:dtJSl-'fJT 
N£C.2011, 

13, 1llollll_dMi-_�•I­
� hlsfl1ld 1w doitlH � 
-ttlO-,obotof•-
-..,. - -..... fol""'5: 
A) 12.· for"""""""'"""""' 
i......,.,..t.,- Lel>llall-�• 
-lolelf..,._.a,ht_,..
iMt.a..l .. tt111...n "'1,/0-thsJ.or
.,. .. ttlll .,m..,. 
l,.}V-{l,r....,...wml ... � 
IIOft-bdl R •-,tt,,...a-.

"""'"""'., .. -!hi ..m..,. 
cJVfnrnrrrsdbrn fSSCAtor 
L� louohwies llith • '"'"'Plelet,i 
�8')tt ...... ill5tAll&lho-thl 
,...U .,. -ltlf DOIi"'} 

1,i.. l'IMI 'Eluh'IMI plft-lD 1ov•111"""""' 
kllHIJII l'tw:elatlrirlM,,'fdtff'Mhr .. 
ii1o kotMotllir� 

I� 

J 

Lee Logston
8/18/2021



ld S,fi,1,c.o olttR 11 c. ... 
l"l�i-1 0�1!'1<.�l..lv{�t::�:. l;R1,pc, 

• P" {\fG'.!1- olt!1!<- �11 l:i<-1"fZR.1,>F;.
�1\�n\l i,,\4. (W!>-t'(t� t<l)\�R_I•
c:r, \tlf;. c\.�t?PtilG C ll,!J03,;'!) 

,c....,..,;i 

�I�- C,({�p_f ---,'8ff--� 

• 

.¼_ ,; ��p e,ot,.?,.D

kC'-i<.. 11i f-L? $ l,, '-0 ,
1 
t)C.

-· ..:zxe f'�G.;�IJRµ -(1;,ffr,-fif.� ..Soll: .�t;<_ $ ., 

��mr 
s�1tlr WY5fS�l-!.l'-

1!:rJI."". -,;,II-;;,'. .• ,:ttf 
r'W�

, > - I it,4 coJr: wj'�o•1 
1'41!-i • ..sp1..;;r;,a::, 

, 
., rc::r rre:r . • , , 

I it-,4 \!ti:�., w'.s-ro 
Hool<.s � s.t''oc •-·

! - 0 

I' STUCCO 

11X4' 

Tili!EE PL 'I" 8/U ROO OVER 
1/:2 PL 'l"i'IOOD DECK O 7/16' 
l,,IAFERl'IOOD DECK 
SLOPE 1/4' PER FOOT 

SLEEPER TRUSSES 0:24" 0 C,---''t:-.._ I 
W/ Ft-30 INSULATI ON 

, . 

(f) I 

0 
I 

E:nt:::;. ·". 

ANT STRIP

1 

,ru.-;ml l'l" 11 · , • . ".· • ,_ ' •4 .. 

THI ENE:D SLAB 1:2

1

' � -� 
1 

" ·_:_ -

4

I I�-; 1 
REBAR 01:2 O.C

::i' RIGID INSULATI ON 

T'l"P. FOOTING 

-----• CMU 

6
11 

STEM 

T'l"P. WALL 

6X6 POST 
I' POST ANCHOR 

4' CONC. SLAB 
SL.OPE TO DRAI 

1/2" STEEL DOWEL. 

FIN. GRADE --,-::�-=!Ti=��r�, i�±:F=2r==.c!,=�=-=3-j_
6

�

/

=

fo

_

X

�

IO

�

/

=

I

_

O

�i�'=-�;L.f���i�•;:
ti

��t�:=
J
tf-: � ,:4 "-

� ;i • _ • f 4' THI CK CONC. SLAB (3DOO P.S. I .) 

_I L • - • - (SLOPE FOR DRAINAGE)

16'xl6' CONC. PIEFt O POSTS :, - - -.
I 

�2• O.C.

16' DEE:P MI NIMUM Bl:LOW GRADE 'k---ftb=r•
;,
•=n• �- 1'\- :2-#4 REBAR BOTH WAYS V T

,L-�J\,-.__l__ 
,:tll INSULATI ON 

1 1 -611

t-lf'.s 

�s:::.i--"' ..!:..;t:.!.....�1 �..i-;;...::..,roi;;.:.;.1 f-1
.,::.=;

c..:.....i,.
•

•• o J 80 RrJ t.J �LL) 
--14 II

::
, 1�011 

V♦---4' PARTITION (TYPICAL.) 
ft' FOR LOAD BEARING 

2x4 STUDS O 16" O.C. -+---� 1/:2' SHEET ROCK TAPED 
11-----TEXTURl:D, AND PA I NTE6 T'l"P. 

WOOD BASE 

THICKEN D SLAB 

RAMSET O :a ;?'1 O.C.

'I" THICK CONC. SLAB (� P.S.I.) WI 
6xft/lO-IO 1"4.1"4.F. THFtU-OUT 

l'X4" CANT STRIP 

GRAVEL OVE:R THREE PL T HOT 
MOP ORGANIC ROOFING OVER 
1/:2' CDX PL '!"WOOD DE:CK 
OR 7 /16' i'IAFERl'IOOD DECK 
SLOPE 1/4" PE:R FOOT 

R".3jlNSUL.ATION 

SEE ELEVATION DRAW I NG 
FOR TRIM DETAIL 

-tt 

,g 
I 

PROVIDE CANALES OF 24 
GA. GALV. IRON, MUST BE 1/2' 
BELOW FINI SHED ROOF TO 
ENSURE PROPER DRAINAGE 

1/2' GYP. SOARD Ft-l'l INSUL. (R-11 OPTI ONAL IN GARAGE) 

4 FLAT ROOF DETAIL 314"=1'-Q"

ld .9t'i.1.:c.o olt!!R 11 C.t.. 
t-1¼1� OYFl't,l, �Lt,.-fgi:.i:, l;Rt-.t;t'a 

• P"ff',fS'� ol;f!p. �11 E<f£R�i-t 
5 l+iq.ru I \l4. ( WI', r'Pti: !q';J.-f ru­
c ;-, \ors. c\.11.i:>;:,til� C lVJll3,-!) 

2

Wi:� Se�tg;, ·f'Ei� c.ai:,t 

-Z'1'Ri<;ID I ��tJl-�-r�,.j 
i'o :Botro M o 'f (-ot>1"1 HGi Rib Mu.I

r,J. 
-

-· 

-.!. 

-() _, • 

.¼_ 11 ��p i,Ot-,f'-D
I ½'-i<..tti t,:,C';$t.. 1-011(?<!, 

f'i;�;;�;•· "'''�t'Jtf "•
k.(,. 16/t,? W WM 

t ,t ... • 
• ,,,. "· T .... "' 

,..,___...-1 i;,i coiJt:i w;�o•1
' � .. r ..... t-- t41 tJ • -"-PI."' i;:!-

,: ,, 

•,, ,.'-_-- I ft..<J \ti..i;..1". 14/.s-ro
1-1-t,oks els�•• o_e. ' -

0 • 

"""!-'-"--"--·.......,.::-::.:.i•=+--;.:-ft4 Co1-lr: .,y,s"
'1 MI fl. .sf' LJC.j;.$ 

. 

, 

�i,:!.., 

flt.) 

' ' ' 
·-

rn 
i 
I 

i -

-

Lee Logston
8/18/2021



344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

View Point A. Point of Reference (highest elevation point) View Point B.  

View Point C. 



344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 
 

  

View Point D.  

View Point E. View Point F. 



344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 

 

View Point H. Looking toward Point G which is steaked and 
flagged in the northwest corner of the property 

Full layout view 



344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Stucco Color – Sahara 

Figure 2. Minwax Stain Color - Provincial 

Figure 3. Window with divided light, inset and lintel beam 



344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 

 

Figure 4. Beam, latillas, brick stairs & hand rail Figure 5. Canales 

Figure 6. HVAC Screening w/ parapet and coyote fence Figure 7. Upper and lower level looking SW from road 
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Figure 9. Rock retaining wall and eastside of brick stairs. 

Figure 10. Stairs from parking area w/ rock façade. 
We will construct brick steps 

Figure 8. Location of west retaining wall looking north 

Figure 11. Exterior lighting 



344 Camino Cerrito Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 

 

Figure 13. Wrought iron gate 

Figure 14. Location of parking spots 

Figure 12. Perimeter wall with step down 
towards street 





G. OLD BUSINESS

1. 2021-004162-HDRB. 344 Camino Cerrito. Downtown and Eastside Historic District. Paul and
Mariana Padilla, owners and agents, propose to construct a 2000 sq.ft. residence on a vacant lot and
requests an exception to 14-5.2(D)(9) to build to a height of 18’-9” where the maximum allowable is
15’-3”. (Daniel Schwab, dnschwab@santafenm.gov)

Name: Carter Beckworth
Comment - 10/25/2021 03:29 PM: ( Against )
This comment is submitted by legal counsel on behalf of Felipe Padilla, who is the owner of 348 Camino
Cerrito, which adjoins 344 Camino Cerrito, to provide Mr. Padilla’s objections to the proposed construction
plans pertaining to this matter.

Over fifty (50) years ago, members of Mr. Padilla’s family created the parking area along the boundary
between 344 Camino Cerrito and 348 Camino Cerrito by filling in the area with dirt to level the grade.
Because this area has been continuously and openly used for parking for over 50 years, Mr. Padilla claims a
prescriptive right to such use. Mr. Padilla therefore requests that the south side of the perimeter wall be
relocated to the area that is five (5) feet to the north of the property line.

Mr. Padilla further requests that the proposed plans for the construction be revised to require excavation of
the portion of the lot where the grade has been altered to ensure that construction of the proposed
structure's southern facade is to begin at the level of the natural grade.

Mr. Padilla also respectfully requests that the Board require the plans for the proposed construction to be
revised to reflect that the proposed structure shall be built as a multi-level building in conformity with the
streetscape, as characterized by the topography of Camino Cerrito and the terraced design of the
surrounding homes.

Finally, Mr. Padilla requests construction fence be erected between Tract 2 and Tract 3 prior to the
commencement of any construction.

Sincerely,

Carter Beckworth
Associate Attorney
Hays & Friedman, P.A.
530-B Harkle Road
Santa Fe, NM 87505
P: (505) 989-1434

mailto:dnschwab@santafenm.gov
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DATE: October 26, 2020 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 
  
FROM:  Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division 
  

 
Case # 2020-004296-HDRB Address: 638 Gomez Street 
 Historic Status: Contributing 

Historic District: Downtown and Eastside 
 
REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially): 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends designating the east façade as primary. 

CITY SUBMITTALS  
 
          District Standards & yard wall 
               & fence standards. 
 
       Historic Inventory Form 
 
        Zoning Review Sheet 
 
         Other:   

APPLICANT SUBMITTALS 
 
   x     Proposal Letter 
 
   x     Site Plan/Floor Plan 
 
   x     Elevations 
 
   x    Photographs 
 
   x    Other: window documentation 



Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-004296-HDRB 
Page 2 of 2 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:  
 
638 Gomez Street is a single-family residential structure with contributing status to the Don 
Gaspar Area Historic District. The applicant requests designation of primary facades.  
 
It was constructed between 1940 and 1942 in a Spanish Pueblo Revival Style. A garage was 
added after 1968 on the north side and re-stuccoed in 1991. The structure faces East onto 
Gomez with a yardwall lining the street.   
 
The windows are all historic except for numbers 7 and 8, which are located at the west, rear of 
the house.  
 
In the view of staff, the massing, portale and windows of the east façade are character defining. 
The chimney massing on the south elevation is also a character defining feature and is 
recommended by staff to be preserved as an individual element. 
 













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

 

 
 
 
September 28, 2021 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 
 
City of Santa Fe 
Historic District Review Board 
200 Lincoln 
Santa Fe, NM  87501 
Attn: To whom it may concern 
 
RE:    To determine historic primary facades on 638 Gomez Rd 
  
Dear Board Members: 
 
Attached are the documents needed for the board to review and determine primary facades. We are 
providing photos and the following list of changes on the house. 
 
List of changes in chronological order: 
 

• Date of construction of original house: Between 1940-1942 
• Addition and garage added after 1968 
• Most windows changed on west elevation, refer to photos. 
• Restuccoed in 1991 

 
  
Thank you for your time and review.  Please contact us if you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Eric Enfield, AIA 
ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE, INC. 
Cc: Laura Hamilton 

File     
 
 
 



A L

 I   N   C

R
HC U R A

ETI TC

 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

Drawing Index

N.T.S.
NORTH

THESE DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERTY OF ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC.
AND ARE NOT TO BE REPRODUCED,MODIFIED OR USED FOR ANY OTHER

PROJECT OR EXTENSION OF THIS PROJECT EXCEPT BY WRITTEN
AGREEMENT WITH ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC.  c  2021

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87501

Telephone 505-988-5269
FAX 505-986-1270

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

 REMODEL TO EXISTING
RESIDENCE

63
8 

G
O

M
E

Z
 R

O
A

D

Vicinity Map

Building Code Information 

638 Gomez Road
Santa Fe NM, 87505

2015 IRC-SINGLE FAMILY HOME

HISTORIC REVIEW SET DRAWINGS
DRAWINGS DATED: SEPTEMBER 28, 2021
ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER 21-08

OWNER:                                                            Laura Hamilton

ZONING:                                         R-21 

CONSTRUCTION TYPE:  Type V-A

HISTORIC DISTRICT:                                     DON GASPAR AREA

SETBACKS: FRONT= 7'-0" (20'-0" @ GARAGE FACING STREET)
                      SIDE= SINGLE STORY= 5'-0"
                      REAR= 15'-0"

PARKING REQUIREMENTS: (2) PER RESIDENCE, (2 PROVIDED)

ALLOWABLE BUILDING HEIGHT: 24'-0"

C-O COVER SHEET

A-1 EXISTING FLOOR PLAN

A-2 EXISTING ELEVATIONS

SITE

C-1 SITE PLAN

OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR
TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION

DIMENSIONS- NOTIFY ARCHITECT
ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS AND

DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS
CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY



SITE PLAN

DATEREVISION/SUBMISSIONSNO.

STAMP

PROJECT TITLE

DATE

PROJECT NO.

CHECKED BY

DATE

SHEET NO.

SHEET TITLE

DRAWN BY

SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

RA

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL

 FAX 505-986-1270
Telephone 505-988-5269 

HC U R
LA

ETI TC

 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

C-1

JH 06/30/21

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

c  2018

THESE DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERTY OF ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC.
AND ARE NOT TO BE REPRODUCED, MODIFIED OR USED FOR ANY OTHER

 AGREEMENT WITH ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC. 
 PROJECT OR EXTENSION OF THIS PROJECT EXCEPT BY WRITTEN 

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS

ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS AND
DIMENSIONS- NOTIFY ARCHITECT

TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION
OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR

EE 06/30/21

638 GOMEZ ROAD 
SANTA FE, NM 87505

SITE PLAN

GOMEZ ROAD
REMODEL

21-08

AutoCAD SHX Text
SCALE:  1/8" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text_1
NORTH



EXISTING FLOOR PLAN

DATEREVISION/SUBMISSIONSNO.

STAMP

PROJECT TITLE

DATE

PROJECT NO.

CHECKED BY

DATE

SHEET NO.

SHEET TITLE

DRAWN BY

SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

RA

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL

 FAX 505-986-1270
Telephone 505-988-5269 

HC U R
LA

ETI TC

 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

A-1

JH 06/01/21

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

c  2018

THESE DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERTY OF ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC.
AND ARE NOT TO BE REPRODUCED, MODIFIED OR USED FOR ANY OTHER

 AGREEMENT WITH ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC. 
 PROJECT OR EXTENSION OF THIS PROJECT EXCEPT BY WRITTEN 

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS

ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS AND
DIMENSIONS- NOTIFY ARCHITECT

TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION
OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR

EE 06/01/21

638 GOMEZ ROAD 
SANTA FE, NM 87505

EXISTING
FLOOR PLAN

GOMEZ ROAD
REMODEL

21-08

AutoCAD SHX Text_2
HW

AutoCAD SHX Text_3
W/D

AutoCAD SHX Text_4
R/F

AutoCAD SHX Text_5
SCALE:  1/4" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text_6
NORTH

AutoCAD SHX Text_7
BEDROOM

AutoCAD SHX Text_8
BEDROOM

AutoCAD SHX Text_9
LIVING

AutoCAD SHX Text_10
KITCHEN

AutoCAD SHX Text_11
BATH

AutoCAD SHX Text_12
closet

AutoCAD SHX Text_13
closet

AutoCAD SHX Text_14
MASTER DRESSING

AutoCAD SHX Text_15
GARAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_16
built-in closet

AutoCAD SHX Text_17
built-in drawers

AutoCAD SHX Text_18
ELEC. PANEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_19
ELEC. METER

AutoCAD SHX Text_20
CRAWL SPACE ACCESS DOOR

AutoCAD SHX Text_21
(EX) ABANDONED FLOOR HEATER

AutoCAD SHX Text_22
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_23
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_24
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_25
(EX) MINI SPLIT



EXISTING EAST ELEVATION

EXISTING SOUTH ELEVATION

EXISTING WEST ELEVATION

EXISTING NORTH ELEVATION

DATEREVISION/SUBMISSIONSNO.

STAMP

PROJECT TITLE

DATE

PROJECT NO.

CHECKED BY

DATE

SHEET NO.

SHEET TITLE

DRAWN BY

SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

RA

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL

 FAX 505-986-1270
Telephone 505-988-5269 

HC U R
LA

ETI TC

 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

A-2

JH 06/01/21

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

c  2018

THESE DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERTY OF ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC.
AND ARE NOT TO BE REPRODUCED, MODIFIED OR USED FOR ANY OTHER

 AGREEMENT WITH ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC. 
 PROJECT OR EXTENSION OF THIS PROJECT EXCEPT BY WRITTEN 

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS

ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS AND
DIMENSIONS- NOTIFY ARCHITECT

TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION
OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR

EE 06/01/21

638 GOMEZ ROAD 
SANTA FE, NM 87505

EXISTING
ELEVATIONS

GOMEZ ROAD
REMODEL

21-08

AutoCAD SHX Text_26
SCALE:  1/4" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text_27
SCALE:  1/4" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text_28
SCALE:  1/4" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text_29
SCALE:  1/4" = 1'-0"



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

1
Partial East Elevation



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

2

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial east and south
elevations



RA
 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

Partial east elevation 3

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



RA
 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

4

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial east elevation



Partial south elevation
RA
 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

5

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

NORTH



RA
 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

6

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial west elevation



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

7

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial west elevation



North elevation
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

8

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



EXISTING FLOOR PLAN W/ WINDOW TAGS

DATEREVISION/SUBMISSIONSNO.

STAMP

PROJECT TITLE

DATE

PROJECT NO.

CHECKED BY

DATE

SHEET NO.

SHEET TITLE

DRAWN BY

SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

RA

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL

 FAX 505-986-1270
Telephone 505-988-5269 

HC U R
LA

ETI TC

 A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

A-1

JH 10/04/21

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

c  2018

THESE DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERTY OF ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC.
AND ARE NOT TO BE REPRODUCED, MODIFIED OR USED FOR ANY OTHER

 AGREEMENT WITH ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE INC. 
 PROJECT OR EXTENSION OF THIS PROJECT EXCEPT BY WRITTEN 

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS

ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS AND
DIMENSIONS- NOTIFY ARCHITECT

TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION
OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR

EE 10/04/21

638 GOMEZ ROAD 
SANTA FE, NM 87505

EXISTING
FLOOR PLAN W/
WINDOW TAGS

GOMEZ ROAD
REMODEL

21-08

AutoCAD SHX Text_30
HW

AutoCAD SHX Text_31
W/D

AutoCAD SHX Text_32
R/F

AutoCAD SHX Text_33
SCALE:  1/4" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text_34
NORTH

AutoCAD SHX Text_35
BEDROOM

AutoCAD SHX Text_36
BEDROOM

AutoCAD SHX Text_37
LIVING

AutoCAD SHX Text_38
KITCHEN

AutoCAD SHX Text_39
BATH

AutoCAD SHX Text_40
closet

AutoCAD SHX Text_41
closet

AutoCAD SHX Text_42
MASTER DRESSING

AutoCAD SHX Text_43
GARAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_44
built-in closet

AutoCAD SHX Text_45
built-in drawers

AutoCAD SHX Text_46
ELEC. PANEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_47
ELEC. METER

AutoCAD SHX Text_48
CRAWL SPACE ACCESS DOOR

AutoCAD SHX Text_49
(EX) ABANDONED FLOOR HEATER

AutoCAD SHX Text_50
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_51
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_52
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_53
(EX) MINI SPLIT

AutoCAD SHX Text_54
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_55
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_56
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_57
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_58
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_59
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_60
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_61
1



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

1

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

East elevation  w/
windows #1 and #2

AutoCAD SHX Text_62
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_63
1



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

2

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

East elevation from 1995

AutoCAD SHX Text_64
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_65
1



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

South elevation 3

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

AutoCAD SHX Text_66
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_67
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_68
3



South elevation 1995
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

4

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

AutoCAD SHX Text_69
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_70
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_71
3



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

5

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial east elevation w/ windows
#1 and #2

AutoCAD SHX Text_72
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_73
1



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

6

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial east elevation from 1995
w/ windows #1 and #2

AutoCAD SHX Text_74
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_75
1



Partial west elevation w/ windows #6,
#7 and #8

RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

7

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

AutoCAD SHX Text_76
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_77
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_78
6



Partial west elevation from 1995 w/
windows #6, #7 and #8

RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

8

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

AutoCAD SHX Text_79
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_80
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_81
6



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

9

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial east elevation w/ windows #6 and #7

AutoCAD SHX Text_82
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_83
6



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

10

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Partial west elevation from 1995 w/
windows #6 and #7

AutoCAD SHX Text_84
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_85
6



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

11

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

window #1



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

12

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Window #2



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

13
Window #3

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

14

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Window #4



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

15

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Window #5



Window #6
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

16

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

17

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs

Window #7



Window #8
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

18

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



Garage door condition
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

19

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



Garage door condition
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

20

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs



Garage door condition
RA  A   L    L   I    A    N    C    E

 I   N   C

Telephone 505-988-5269 
 FAX 505-986-1270

612 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL
SANTA FE    NEW MEXICO  87505

CC H I T E RT U A L

WEBSITE  www.archallinc.com

21

638 Gomez Road
Historic Design Review Board Photographs





City of Santa Fe
Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-004294--HDRB

Project Description: 

Project Location(s): 1126 CAMINO DELORA 1/2
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts: 

Marc Naktin MARCNAKTIN@GMAIL.COMApplicant: 
1305 Lujan Street
Santa Fe, NM 87505

James Ortega ortega007@roadrunner.comProperty Owner: 

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: 

Publicly Visible Facade-North: 

Publicly Visible Facade-South: 

Publicly Visible Facade-West: 

No

No

Yes

No

Historic District Inventory Number: N/A

Year of Construction: 

Project Type: Remodel

Historic Building Name: 

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



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DATE: October 26, 2020 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 
  
FROM:  Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division 
  

 
Case # 2020-004294-HDRB Address: 1126 ½ Camino Delora 
 Historic Status: Non-contributing 

Historic District: Downtown and Eastside 
 
REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially): 

 
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.  

CITY SUBMITTALS  
 
          District Standards & yard wall 
               & fence standards. 
 
       Historic Inventory Form 
 
   x     Zoning Review Sheet 
 
         Other:   

APPLICANT SUBMITTALS 
 
   x     Proposal Letter 
 
   x     Site Plan/Floor Plan 
 
   x     Elevations 
 
   x    Photographs 
 
         Other:  



Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-00XXXX-HDRB 
Page 2 of 2 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:  
 
1126 ½ Camino Delora is a non-contributing property in the Downtown and Eastside Historic 
District. The lot slopes up from the road and currently there exists a wire fence set about 3 feet 
back from the road.  
 
The applicant now proposes to construct two walls, one behind the other running parallel to the 
road. The lower wall will be constructed to a height of five feet, which is the maximum 
allowable height, and the second to a height of three feet. The second wall will sit four feet 
behind the first. They will be finished with cementitious stucco, colored El Rey “Desert Rose” to 
match similar walls constructed closer to the residential structure.  



Proposed	
  new	
  YARD	
  WALL	
  –	
  1126	
  ½	
  Camino	
  Delora	
  
	
  
	
  
The	
  owner	
  proposes	
  to	
  build	
  a	
  yard	
  wall	
  on	
  the	
  property	
  line	
  along	
  Camino	
  Delora.	
  
	
  
The	
  intention	
  is	
  to	
  beautify	
  the	
  street	
  elevation,	
  stabilize	
  the	
  existing	
  erosion	
  which	
  is	
  
barely	
  being	
  contained	
  by	
  the	
  wire	
  fence	
  which	
  is	
  falling	
  down.	
  
	
  
The	
  wall	
  will	
  be	
  tiered	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  steepness	
  of	
  the	
  slope	
  it	
  will	
  support.	
  	
  
This	
  will	
  match	
  the	
  existing	
  yard	
  wall	
  around	
  the	
  existing	
  residence.	
  	
  
The	
  lower	
  tier	
  along	
  Camino	
  Delora	
  will	
  not	
  exceed	
  the	
  5’-­‐0”	
  limit,	
  however,	
  it	
  will	
  vary	
  
between	
  4	
  and	
  5	
  feet	
  as	
  it	
  steps	
  to	
  follow	
  the	
  natural	
  slope	
  down	
  the	
  street.	
  	
  
The	
  upper	
  tier,	
  which	
  will	
  be	
  behind	
  it	
  by	
  four	
  feet,	
  will	
  not	
  exceed	
  3’-­‐0”	
  and	
  also	
  follow	
  the	
  
natural	
  slope.	
  
	
  
Construction	
  will	
  be	
  core	
  filled	
  concrete	
  block	
  with	
  stucco	
  built	
  to	
  prevent	
  the	
  block	
  courses	
  
from	
  transmitting	
  through	
  the	
  stucco.	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  



INSPECTION WORKSHEET (VISIT-046683-2021) 
FOR CITY OF SANTA FE

2021-003784--PARCase Number: Case Module: Plan

RequestedInspection Status:Inspection Date:

Site Visit, Drive-By or On-Site EvaluationInspection Type:Inspector: Daniel Schwab

Job Address: Parcel Number:1126 Camino Delora 1/2

Santa Fe, NM 87505

99309583

Company Name NameContact Type
Octane Architecture Marc NaktinApplicant

CommentsChecklist Item Results

DTES -HD.
no walls on street at this property. Sloping site, upward away from 
street. Not in escarpment overlay.

General Comments - Checklist item used to track 
general comments, not specific to any other checklist 
item

Pass

Proposed: Yardwall at street.General Comments - Checklist item used to track 
general comments, not specific to any other checklist 
item

Pass

Max allowable height: 5 ft 2 inches. Board application required.General Comments - Checklist item used to track 
general comments, not specific to any other checklist 
item

Pass

August 30, 2021 Page 1 of 1
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DRIVEWAY ENTRANCE (PROPOSED CURVED /STEPPED WALLS)

DRIVEWAY ENTRANCE (PROPOSED CURVED /STEPPED WALLS)



MID PROPERTY LINE - EXISTING WIRE FENCE / EROSION 

FULL PROPERTY LENGTH UP TO POWER POLE

EXISTING
GARAGE

EXISTING 
RESIDENCE



EXISTING WIRE FENCE SUPPORTING DIRT
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"DESERT ROSE" STUCCO TO MATCH EXISTING 
RESIDENCE AND YARD WALLS
PHOTO MAY VARY SLIGHTLY FROM ACTUAL
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City of Santa Fe
Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-004295--HDRB

Project Description: 

Project Location(s): 540 GARCIA ST
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts: 

Jay Jay Shapiro shapiro434@gmail.comApplicant: 
90 LEAPING POWDER RD
SANTA FE, NM 87508

STAR VISTA LLCProperty Owner: 
29 STAR VISTA
SANTA FE, NM 87505

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: 

Publicly Visible Facade-North: 

Publicly Visible Facade-South: 

Publicly Visible Facade-West: 

No

No

No

No

Historic District Inventory Number: 

Year of Construction: 

Project Type: Remodel

Historic Building Name: 

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



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DATE: October 26, 2020 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 
  
FROM:  Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division 
  

 
Case # 2020-004295-HDRB Address: 540 Garcia Street  
 Historic Status: Non-contributing 

Historic District: Downtown and Eastside 
 
REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially): 

 
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.  

CITY SUBMITTALS  
 
          District Standards & yard wall 
               & fence standards. 
 
       Historic Inventory Form 
 
   x     Zoning Review Sheet 
 
         Other: previous HDRB case materials 

APPLICANT SUBMITTALS 
 
   x     Proposal Letter 
 
   x     Site Plan/Floor Plan 
 
   x     Elevations 
 
   x    Photographs 
 
         Other:  



Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-004295-HDRB 
Page 2 of 2 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:  
 
540 Garcia Street is a single family residential structure of 476 square feet with non-
contributing status to the Downtown and Eastside Historic District. The status was retained in 
case 2020-001332-HDRB on January 14th, 2020. 
 
The applicant proposes the following: 

1. “Addition A”: Construct an addition of 91 square feet to the north of the existing 
structure and to the same height of the existing structure, 11 feet 6 inches. 

2. “Addition B”: Construct an addition of 613 square feet to the east of the existing 
structure. The height of the structure will be 14 feet 1 inch, which is the maximum 
allowable height. This will form a “c”-shaped structure with a north-facing courtyard 
in the middle.  

3. A garden wall will be constructed to a height of six feet, which is the maximum 
allowable height, enclosing a courtyard facing north.  

4. Cementitious stucco will be El Rey “Buckskin”. 
5. Windows will be Pella aluminum clad windows in “Forest Green” with simulated 

divided lights and will be set more than 3 feet from the corners.  
6. Exterior lighting will be hammered copper downlights to the sides of 3 windows on 

the west elevation and one on each side of the courtyard entry gate and three on 
the south elevation.  

7. The gate leading to the courtyard will be wood with a natural wood stain. 
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Jay Shapiro 

540 Garcia Street 

 

540 Garcia Street is a non-contributing structure in the Downtown and Eastside historic district of 476 
square feet. 

The applicant proposes the following: 

1. “Addition A”: Construct an addition of 91 square feet to the north of the existing structure and 
to the same height of the existing structure, 11 feet 6 inches. 

2. “Addition B”: Construct an addition of 613 square feet to the east of the existing structure. The 
height of the structure will be 14 feet 1 inch, which is the maximum allowable height. This will 
form a “c”-shaped structure with a north-facing courtyard in the middle.  

3. A Garden wall will be constructed to a height of six feet enclosing a courtyard facing north.  
4. Stucco will be El Rey “Buckskin” 
5. Windows will be Pella aluminum clad windows in “Forest Green” with simulated divided lights.  
6. Exterior lighting will be hammered copper downlights to the sides of 3 windows on the west 

elevation and one on each side of the courtyard entry gate and three on the south elevation.  
7. The gate leading to the courtyard will be wood with a natural wood stain. 

 

  

 

















City of Santa Fe
Land Use Department | Historic Preservation Division

Plan Number: 2021-004297--HDRB

Project Description: 

Project Location(s): 631 CAMINO DE LA LUZ
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Contacts: 

JUICEKITCHEN DESIGN WORKSHOP LLC ju@juicekitchendesignworkshop.comApplicant: 
1219 CERRO GORDO RD
SANTA FE , NM 87501

Jean & Larry Hinlicky & Raifman jean.hinlicky@gmail.comProperty Owner: 

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: 

Publicly Visible Facade-North: 

Publicly Visible Facade-South: 

Publicly Visible Facade-West: 

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Historic District Inventory Number: 

Year of Construction: 

Project Type: Remodel

Historic Building Name: 

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



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DATE: October 26, 2020 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 
  
FROM:  Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division 
  

 
Case # 2020-004297-HDRB Address: 631 Camino de la Luz 
 Historic Status: Non-contributing 

Historic District: Downtown and Eastside 
 
REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially): 

 
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.  

CITY SUBMITTALS  
 
          District Standards & yard wall 
               & fence standards. 
 
       Historic Inventory Form 
 
   x     Zoning Review Sheet 
 
         Other:   

APPLICANT SUBMITTALS 
 
   x     Proposal Letter 
 
   x     Site Plan/Floor Plan 
 
   x     Elevations 
 
   x    Photographs 
 
         Other:  



Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-004297-HDRB 
Page 2 of 2 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:  
 
631 Camino de la Luz is a 1921 square foot single-family residential structure with non-
contributing status constructed in the 1980s in the Downtown and Eastside Historic District.  
 
The applicant now proposes the following alterations:  
 

1. New entry portal on the south elevation with partial public visibility. Wood posts will 
have a natural wood stain to match existing portals on the house; 

2. Additions on the west, street-facing side of the structure amounting to 448 square feet; 
a. The maximum height will be 13 feet 2 inches, where the maximum allowable 

height is 15 feet 11 inches. This will include  
b. an extension of existing bedroom with a raised parapet area. 
c. a new bathroom to replace an existing bathroom. 

3. Installation of new exterior windows and doors. These will be aluminum clad of a “dark 
bronze” color with simulated divided lights; 

4. New TPO roofing with a tan cover over the entire house. 
5. All new synthetic stucco will match the existing synthetic stucco finish. 

 
 



  Revised 20 November 2020 
 

To Be Completed By City Staff: 
Additional Agency Review if Applicable:   
□ Escarpment Approval by __________ Date: ___/___/___  
□ Flood Plain Approval by ___________ Date: ___/___/___ 
□ Traffic Engineering Approval by ___________ Date: ___/___/___ 
Notes: __________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Zoning Approval:  
□Preliminary Approval □with conditions □ Rejected    
Comments/Conditions:____________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
REVIEWER: _____________________________________________________         DATE: ___/___/___    
 
Original color form must be submitted with Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) application packet. 
   

              Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet 
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department 

 

 
THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING REVIEW WILL BE PERFORMED AT THE TIME OF 
BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.  
 
___________________________________________________________________________[□OWNER     □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. 
 
 
SIGNATURE           DATE 

To Be Completed By Applicant: Site Address: 

 
Date Submitted:    

Property Owner of Record:  Proposed Construction Description: 

Applicant/Agent Name:  

Contact Person Phone Number: (      )         -  TOTAL ROOF AREA:  

Zoning District:___________________  

   Overlay:     □    Escarpment ________________________ 
□ Flood Zone* 
□ Other:  ________________________ 

Submittals Reviewed with PZR:  
□ Legal Lot of Record □ Development Plan □ Building 
Plans            □    Existing Site Plan    □ Proposed Site Plan □ 
Elevations             

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

Access and Visibility: □  Arterial or Collector** 
                                      □  Visibility Triangle Required 

Use of Structure:         □  Residential 
                                      □  Commercial Type of Use: __________________ 

Terrain:      □  30% slopes_________________ 

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

Lot Coverage :_______%  
            □Open Space Required:______  

Setbacks:  
Proposed Front: _____ Minimum: _____ 
          2nd Front? _____ 
Proposed Rear:  _____ Minimum: _____ 
Proposed Sides: L___R___ Minimum:____   

Height: Proposed __________ 
Maximum Height: ___________ or 
□ Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance 
□ Regulated by Escarpment District 

Parking Spaces: 
Proposed______    Accessible_____                                         
Minimum:______     

Bicycle Parking**:  
Proposed:_____ Minimum:______ 
** Commercial Requirement 
 

9/27/2021 631 Camino de la Luz, Santa Fe, NM 87505 

Jean Hinlicky & Larry Raifman 
Additions & Alterations Ju M Tan 

505 920-9128 2375 sf 
R-5 31%

No

24'-3" 7'-0"

N.A.
5'-0"

Varies,  13'-10" max. 
15'-11"

X

X
X X X

X

N.A.

Ju M Tan 
X X

9/27/2021

9 2127



existing tree to
be preserved

existing tree to
be preserved
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be preserved

existing tree to
be preserved

tree well #1 - 30 c.f.

tree well #2 - 50 c.f.
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1 GENERAL NOTES SCALE: 1/16" = 1'-0"

JUICEKITCHEN
DESIGN

WORKSHOP
1219 CERRO GORDO RD.

SANTA FE, NM 87501

505.920.9128
ju@juicekitchendesignworkshop.com

revision - 

1 PROPOSED site plan 

SCALE: 1/16" = 1'-0"1 EXISTING SITE PLAN

NEW ROOF

DECK

EXISTING PORTAL

EXISTING
PORTAL

5
'-0

"

7'-0"

5
'-
0

"

EXISTING
PARKING
AREA

L.O. EXISTING
HOUSE

additionS AND ALTERATIONS
 to the

hinlickey/raifman RESIDENCE
631 camino de la luz
santa fe, nm 87505

PERMIT PROGESS SET

9/26/2021

general PROJECT DATA

lot size - 7739 sf

existing roofed area - approx. 1927 sf
proposed new roofed (IMPERVIOUS) area -  448 s.f.
new total roofed area - 2375 sf

existing heated area - approx. 1385 sf
proposed additional heated area - 586 sf
Total heated area - 1971 sf

existing lot coverage - 25%.

proposed lot coverage - 31% (max 40% - OK)

ZONING DISTRICT - r-5

codes: including but not limited to the 2009 ibc, 2009 irc, 2009 upc, 2009
imc, 2011 nec

maxIMUM allowable ht. of structure - 24' (PER SLDC TABLE 8-9)

maximum ALLOWABLE height PER HISTORIC REQUIREMENTS - 15'-11"

MAX. HEIGHT OF PROPOSED RESIDENCE - 13'-2" (OK)

setbacks: PER SCLDC TABLE 7-A: SETBACK TABLE
front  - 7'-0"
side/rear - 5'-0"/15'-0"

RAINWATER DETENTION REQUIREMENTS:

0.16 X 420 (ADDITIONAL ROOFED AREA) = 67 C.F. OR 500 GALLONS PROVIDED IN
RETENTION PONDS AND TREE WELLS

tree well #1 - 30 c.f.
tree well #2 - 50 c.f.

Total retention vol. - 80 c.f.

general scope of works

1. ADDITION OF APPROX 586 SF OF INTERIOR HEATED SPACE TO EXPAND
BEDROOM, ENTRY AND DINING AREAS.

2. NEW BATHROOM AND LAUNDRY ROOM TO REPLACE EXISTING BATHROOM AND
LAUNDRY CLOSET.

3. NEW ENTRY PORTAL.
4. NEW TPO ROOF SYSTEM OVER ENTIRE HOUSE EXCEPT AT PITCHED ROOFS AREAS.
5. MODIFICATIONS TO EXISTING BASEBOARD HEATERS.
6. NEW ELECTRICAL AS SHOWN IN DRAWINGS.

GENERAL NOTES

1. THESE DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERTY OF JUICEKITCHEN DESIGN WORKSHOP LLC
(JKDW) AND MAY NOT BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF JKDW.

2. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL CONFORM TO all relevant codes REFERENCED BY
SANTA FE COUNTRY, NM. INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ibc 2015, irc 2015.

3. if there are any conflicts with the codes reflected in the drawings, the
contractor is to inform the JKDW immediately before proceeding with
the work.

4. DO NOT SCALE THE DRAWINGS. THE CONTRACTOR/SUB CONTRACTORS SHALL
VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS IN THE FIELD. IF THERE ARE ANY DISCREPANCIES, THEY
ARE TO BE REPORTED TO JKDW IMMEDIATELY BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE
WORK.

5. contractors shall maintain a safe and organized working environment
on the site. daily cleaning, organization AND PROTECTION of materials
shall be performed AS NECESSARY. contractors shall be responsible
for maintaining job related safety standards

6. ALL EXISTING STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS OF existing BUILDINGs SHALL NOT BE
MODIFIED beyond the scope of this project WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE
OWNER, JKDW AND A QUALIFIED STRUCTURAL ENGINEER (if needed).

7. the contractor shall schedule pre-construction meetings with all sub
contractors as necessary to clarify the work scope and
expectations prior to commencement of any work..

8. REGULAR CONSTRUCTION MEETINGS SHALL BE SCHEDULED (as necessary) WITH
ALL RELEVANT PARTIES INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO RELEVANT SUB
CONTRACTORS.

9. a CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE SHALL BE FURNISHED AND ADHERED TO BY THE
CONTRACTOR. aNY PROPOSED CHANGES SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE OWNER
AND JKDW.

10. final punchlist - at substantial completion, a final punchlist shall be
made up by jkdw or the owner. all items on the punchlist shall be
performed by the contractor within an agreed period of time before
handover to the owners.

11. final grading - ensure that all grade surrounding the new addition
slopes away from the building a minimum of 1/4"/ft for a minimum of 48".

12. final cleaning - the contractor shall perform final cleaning to all
affected areas to "move in" condition before handing over to the
owners.

13. MAKE ARRANGEMENTS WITH THE OWNERS REGARDING USE OF TOILET OR PROVIDE
A PORTABLE TOILET ON SITE.

14. warranty - the contractor shall warrant all work for a minimum
period of one (1) year from the date of completion.

NUMBER DESCRIPTION SCALE
CVR COVER SHEET/site plan AS NOTED
X100 EXISTING FLOOR PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
X200 EXISTING EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS 1/4" = 1'-0"
X201 EXISTING EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS 1/4" = 1'-0"
D100 SELECTIVE DEMOLITION PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
A100 FOUNDATION PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
A101 PROPOSED FLOOR PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
A102 REFLECTED CEILING PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
A103 ROOF FRAMING PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
A104 ROOF PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"
a200 exterior elevations 1/4" = 1'-0"
A201 EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS 1/4" = 1'-0"
a300 building sectionS 1/4" = 1'-0"
A400 WALL SECTIONS & DETAILS 3/4" = 1'-0"
a401 wall section 3/4" - 1'-0"
A500 wINDOW & DOOR SCHEDULES 1/4" = 1'-0"
e100 elec. POWER & LIGHTING plan 1/4" = 1'-0"
MP100 MECHANICAL/PLUMBING PLAN 1/4" = 1'-0"

common abbreviations

 a.f.f. - above finished
floor

 b.o. - bottom of
 t.o. - top of
 b.o.w. - bottom of wall
 t.o.w. - top of wall
 t.o.p. - top of parapet
 v.i.f. - verify in field
 s.f. - square feet
 c.f. - cubic feet
 gal. - gallons
 psf - per square feet
 el. - elevation
 eq. - equal (used in

equally spaced
dimensions)

 w, h (ht.) - width, height
 o.c. - center to

center dimensions
 dims. - dimensions
 c.l. - centerline
 p.l. - property line
 l.o. - line of
 max. - maximum

 min. - minimum
 typ. - typical
 OPNG. - OPENING
 R.O. - ROUGH OPENING
 FIN. FLR. - FINISHED FLOOR
 N.T.S. - NOT TO SCALE
 gwb - gypsum wall

board
 gcb - gypsum ceiling

board
 g.d. - wood grain

direction
 R.S. - ROUGH SAWN

WOOD
 d.s. - downspout
 c.b. - catch basin
 t.o.c. - top of concrete
 t.o.g. - top of grade

MATERIAL ABBREVIATIONS

 TL - TILE
 WD - WOOD
 DF - DOUGLAS FIR
 PL - PLASTER
 PTD - PAINTED
 ST - STAINED

1 PROJECT DATA

1 LOCATION MAP

1 DRAWING LIST

1 ABBREVIATIONS

631 camino de la luz
santa fe, nm 87505
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fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

existing planter

EXISTING ROOF
OVER CARPORT

existing house beyond

floor level inside
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revision - 

1 existing south elevation SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

2 existing west elevation SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"
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fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

existing grade to remain
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revision - 

1 existing east elevation SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

2 existing north elevation SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"
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property line

EXISTING KITCHEN

EXISTING ENTRY HALL
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EXISTING
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EXISTING portal

5 ft setback line
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PORTAL
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existing house

l.o. existing portal to remain

l.o. existing portal to remain

EXISTING FOOTING AND FOUNDATION
UNDER EXISTING WALL TO REMAIN -

VERIFY CONDITION IN FIELD

2'
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"

5"
17'-11 1/2"

existing house

18'-4 3/4"

6'-10 3/4"

5
'-3

 1/4
"

16
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8
 3
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"

14
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3
 3
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EXISTING HOUSE AND FLOOR
TO THIS LINE

NEW ADDITION FLOOR
TO THIS LINE. TIE IN TO EXISTING FLOOR
AS NECESSARY

L.O. FOOTING

L.O.
FOUNDATION

WALL

5' SETBACK LINE

L.O. THICKENED
SLAB

NEW SLAB

NEW SLAB

L.O. THICKENED
SLAB

assess existing structure
to determine the necessity for

structure at this location

radon mat

L.O. THICKENED
SLAB
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new sliding door

relocated security doors
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existing windows

to remain

NEW STEPS TO LIVING AREA

NEW POST IF NECESSARY.
IF REQUIRED, COORDINATE
DESIGN W/OWNER, ARCHITECT
W/REGARDS TO DESIGN
INTEGRATION W/WALL

PROPOSED NEW WALLS

existing wd floor
to this point

new tile floor
to this point

flagstone pavers tbd
in the field

2x6 wall

2x6 wall
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l.o. shelves - verify
w/owner & architect

l.o. ceiling ht.
change above

1
a200

2
a200
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new dining
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MASTERBATH EXISTING
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ENTRY portal
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1 PROPOSED FLOOR PLAN

w1

new entry
area

FINISH SCHEDULE

ROOM FLOOR WALL CEILING DOORS CABINETS COUNTERTOPS REMARKS

NEW ENTRY AREA TILE PTD PTD/ST ST. - - -

NEW DINING AREA TILE PTD PTD/ST. ST. - - -

LAUNDRY TILE PTD PTD PTD/ST. VERIFY - VERIFY CABINETS W/OWNER

BEDROOM WD/ST PTD PTD ST. - - -

NEW BATH TILE PTD/TL PTD ST. VERIFY VERIFY VERIFY VANITY W/OWNER

STORAGE (EXT.) CONC. PLYWD PLYWD. PTD* - - MATCH SYNTH. STUCCO FINISH ON DOOR FACE

ENTRY PORTAL TBD STO. ST. - - - STAINED POSTS, BEAMS AND RAFTERS

2
a201

1
a201

1
a400

DJW 9-27-21



roof rafters salvaged
from demolished portals
if possible

bottom of beam

8" dia wood posts

corbels - style to be
compatible with existing
portals

decking to match
existing portal
decking

drywall ceiling
to match existing
typical

existing ceiling
to remainnew ceiling

to match
existing

new ceiling in exist.
mech room as necessary

reflected ceiling plan notes:

1. for lighting layout, see electrical plans
2. verify all existing conditions as necessary for new work.
3. all ceiling finishes to match existing unless otherwise noted.

exhaust fan

ceiling treatment
over dining table
to be determined
in the field

new ceiling
to match
existing in kitchen
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VERIFY EXISTING ROOF FRAMING DIRECTION

2X12 @ 16" O.C.

4X6 @ 24" O.C. (SALVAGED WOOD)

8X10 BEAM
8X108X10

(2) 2X12 LINTEL

NEW (3) 1 3/4" X 11 7/8" LVL TRANSFER BEAM

HANG EXISTING ROOF RAFTERS
ONTO NEW BEAM TYP.

N
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W
 (
3
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1 
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" 
X
 1
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(2) 2X12 LINTEL
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X
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4
X
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 @

 2
4
" 

O
.C

.

VERIFY EXISTING STRUCTURAL
CONDITION. PROVIDE NEW POST
AND FOOTING AS REQUIRED.

VERIFY EXISTING STRUCTURAL
CONDITION. PROVIDE NEW POST
AND FOOTING AS REQUIRED.

VERIFY EXISTING STRUCTURAL
CONDITION. PROVIDE NEW POST
AND FOOTING AS REQUIRED.
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EXISTING PARAPET TO REMAIN

L.O. EXISTING PARAPET.
VERIFY EXISTING CONDITIONS WITH

NEW CONSTRUCTION. REMOVE
IF NECCESARY FOR
NEW CONSTRUCTION

step parapet down
to existing parapet

existing house

step parapet down

EXISTING PORTAL

EXISTING PORTAL

EXISTING DECK
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fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

existing grade to remain

fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

8
'-
8
"

clg. el. - 7248.25'
match existing house verify

line of existing
car port wall to remain

8" dia. wood post

line of existing
wall

new addition existing bedroom mass

new entry patio door
existing planter
to remain

extend existing planter

8" dia. wood post
match shape w/existing

new window into new bathroom

new window into bedroom

new door to replace
existing door beyond

existing house beyond

new entry portal beyond

14'-0"

4'-0"

6
'-
8
"

2'
-0

"

ceiling ht. inside

8
'-
6
"

floor level inside

ex. clg el: 7248.25

match corbel style w/
existing in existing portals

3'-6"

6"

6'-0"

6"

3'-6"

stucco parapet

beam

existing wall detail to remain

13
'-
10

 1
/4

"

13
'-
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1/
4
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3'-0"

2'
-3

"
3
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6
"

1'-
6
"
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1 proposed south elevation SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

2 proposed west elevation SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"
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fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

existing grade to remain

match existing house verify

note:  all shown is existig unless otherwise
indicated.

new extended section of bedroom

new window into bedroom

6'-0"

note:  all shown is existig unless otherwise
indicated.

new patio sliding door

parapet over new portal
beyond

clg. el. - 7250.67'
@ raised clg. of bedroom

9
'-
9
"

clg. el. - 7248.67'

t.o.p. bedroom extention

l.o. canale

l.o. wall beyond

t.o.p. parapet beyond above

l.o. entry portal beyond
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fin. flr el. - 7240.50'
match existing house

existing grade to remain

match existing house verify

note:  all shown is existig unless otherwise
indicated.

new extended section of bedroom

new window into bedroom

6'-0"

note:  all shown is existig unless otherwise
indicated.

new patio sliding door

parapet over new portal
beyond

clg. el. - 7250.67'
@ raised clg. of bedroom

9
'-
9
"

clg. el. - 7248.67'

t.o.p. bedroom extention

l.o. canale

l.o. wall beyond

t.o.p. parapet beyond above

l.o. entry portal beyond
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slope

slope

stucco
parapet

ics shield over parapet.
turn down min. 18"

l.o. parapet beyond

stucco stop

new tpo roofing system
on 1X6 T&G ROOF DECKING ON

4X6 PORTAL ROOF RAFTERS
SALVAGED FROM DEMOLISHED PORTAL

4X6

SLOPE NEW PORTAL ROOF LEVEL
TO EXISTING ROOF LEVEL

MATCH EXISTING ROOF LEVEL

EXISTING ROOF

NEW ROOF RAFTERS

NEW ROOF BEAM -
SEE ROOF FRAMING PLAN

JOIST HANGER

ALIGN NEW CEILING
W/EXISTING CEILING

M
IN

. 
2'
-0

"

1'-
0

"

2'-0"

WALL BEYOND

6X10
PORTAL

BEAM

L.O.
CORBEL
BEYOND

8" DIA.
TAPERED

WOOD POST
BEYOND

PAVING MATERIAL TBD

2" FOUNDATION WALL
INSULATION ON WATER-
PROOFING MEMBRANE ON
8" CMU FOUNDATION WALL
FILLED SOLID

REINFORCED CONC. FOOTING W/
(3) #4 REBAR CONT.

#4 DOWELS @ 32" O.C.

#4 REBAR @ 32" O.C.

2'-0"

2'
-0

"

STUCCO STOP

WRAP WATERPROOFING
MEMBRANE DOWN FRONT OF
FOOTING

TILE FINISH ON 4" MIN.
CONC. SLAB W/6X6 WWF

ON 2" UNDERSLAB INSULATION
ON AIR AND MOISTURE

BARRIER
ON COMPACTED EARTH

R
O
U
G

H
 O

P
E
N
IN

G

SLOPE

SLOPE

SLOPE

SLOPE

t.o. earth in
existing planter

stucco parapet

ice shield over
parapet turn
down min. 18"

synth. stucco
finish to match
existing house on
building paper on
1/2" sheathing on
2x8 wall framing
@24" o.c.
w/blown in insul.

ALIGN NEW CEILING
W/EXISTING CEILING

single top plate
per advanced

framing techniques
where practicable

floor fin. verify w/
owner on min. 4"
thk. conc. slab
on 2" underslab

insulation on
air and moisture

barrier on
compacted earth

stucco stop

2" rigid foundation
wall insulation on
waterproofing on
8" cmu filled solid

REINFORCED CONC.
FOOTING W/
(3) #4 REBAR CONT.

2X8 TREATED SILL
PLATE W/ANCHOR
BOLTS @ 32" O.C.

L.O. EXISTING WALL
TO REMAIN

verify footing
condition in
field

downturn slab to
top of existing footing.

verify condition in
the field

floor fin. verify w/
owner on min. 4"
thk. conc. slab
on 2" underslab

insulation on
air and moisture

barrier on
compacted earth

2x4 treated sill
plate w/anchor
bolts @ 32" o.c.

1/2" gwb ptd or
cement board on
2x4 wall framing

@24" o.c.
w/blown in insul.

1/2" gwb ptd. typ.

single top plate
per advanced

framing techniques
where practicable

el t.o.p. match existing

extend wall on top of
existing wall w/2x
wall framing
as needed

2x parapet framing
stucco stop

stucco stop

new tpo roofing w/under-
layment on min. 5/8" roof
sheathing on 2x12 roof
rafters w/min. r-38
blown  in insulation. slope
roof w/crickets as
necessary.

6'-0"

9
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"
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slope

SLOPE

stucco parapet

ice shield over
parapet turn
down min. 18"

stucco stop

2" rigid foundation
wall insulation on
waterproofing on
8" cmu filled solid

REINFORCED CONC.
FOOTING W/
(3) #4 REBAR CONT.

stucco stop

new tpo roofing w/under-
layment on min. 5/8" roof
sheathing on 2x12 roof
rafters w/min. r-38
blown  in insulation. slope
roof w/crickets as
necessary.

9
'-
6
"

l.o. brick
patio tbd

raised ceiling extension @ bedroom

wrap stucco around
opening

t&g decking to
match existing

r
o
u
g

h
 o

p
e
n
in

g

awning transom window

outswing french door

l.o. wall beyond

door sill flashing wrap
down f.o. slab over waterproofing

existing ceiling

existing ceilnig/roof
structure - verify in field

new roof over existing
structure - slope as necessary

stucco stop

lintel as req'd

rim joist

blk'g as
nec.

single 2x12 header per
advanced framing

new transfer beam -
verify size w/structural

engineer

2x12 roof rafters 2/
min. r-38 insulation

recessed
downlight
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MARK:  W1 & W2
UNIT SIZE: 4'-2" W X 6'-4" H
TYPE:  fixed
MATERIAL: wd. clad
color: MATCH EXISTING
INTERIOR FINISH: STAINED TO MATCH
TEMPERED: YES
LOCATION: entry hall
screens: na

MARK:      d1
size: 6'-0" x 6'-8" h   

(VERIFY)
type:      INSWING FRENCH DOOR
material: wood clad
finish:      MATCH EXISTING
location:      ENTRY
hardware:   verify w/manuf.
Screens: no

MARK:      d2
size:    4'-0" x 8'-2" h
TYPE:  outSWING/awning
material: WOOD CLAD
finish:      MATCH EXIST.
location:      BEDROOM
hardware:   tbd
Screens: no

MARK:      d5
size:    3'-0" x 6'-8" h
Thickness: 1 3/8"
type:      swing/4-PANEL

MATCH EXISTING STYLE
material: SOLID WD/PANEL
finish:      STAINED (MATCH EXISTING)
location:      DINING TO BEDROOM
hardware:   tbd

6
'-
8
"

4'-0"

6
'-
8
"

3'-0"

4
"

6
'-
4
"

6
'-
8
"

6'-0"

3'-6"

MARK:      d3
size:    3'-0" x 6'-8" h (verify)
TYPE:  inSWING w/speakeasy
material: solid WOOD
finish:      MATCH EXIST.
location:      LIVING RM.
hardware:   tbd
Screens: yes

6
'-
8
"

3'-0"

MARK:      d4
size: 6'-0" x 6'-8" h   

(VERIFY)
type:      SLIDING
material: wood clad
finish:      MATCH EXISTING
location:      LIVING
hardware:   verify w/manuf.
Screens: YES (VERIFY W/OWNER)

6
'-
8
"

6'-0"

MARK:      d6 & D7
size:    3'-0" x 6'-8" h
Thickness: 1 3/8"
type:      POCKET DOOR

MATCH EXISTING STYLE
material: SOLID WD/PANEL
finish:      STAINED (MATCH EXISTING)
location:      BEDROOM TO BATH

DINING TO LAUNDRY
hardware:   tbd

6
'-
8
"

3'-0"

MARK:  W3 & W4
O/A UNIT SIZE: 4'-0" W X 5'-0" H
TYPE:  AWNING OVER CASEMENT
MATERIAL: wd. clad
color: MATCH EXISTING
INTERIOR FINISH: STAINED TO MATCH
TEMPERED: YES
LOCATION: BATH & BEDROOM
screens: YES

2'
-3

"
5
'-
0

"

4'-0"

5
'-
0

"
0

"

2'-0"2'-0"

MARK:  W5
O/A UNIT SIZE: 6'-0" W X 1'-6" H
TYPE:  AWNING
MATERIAL: wd. clad
color: MATCH EXISTING
INTERIOR FINISH: STAINED TO MATCH
TEMPERED: NO
LOCATION: BEDROOM
screens: YES

5
'-
9
" 

V
IF

1'-
6
"

6'-0"

3'-0"3'-0"

EL FIN. FLR. EL FIN. FLR.

8
'-
8
"

speakeasy window

security grill design
tbc

raised panels

note:
design to be
confirmed.

ROUGH OPENING STUCCO TO MATCH
EXISTING ON 1/2"
SHEATHING
ON 2X8 WALL FRAMING
W/BLOWN IN INSUL.

1/2" GWB PTD. TYP.
TO MATCH EXISTING

WINDOW JAMB
FLASHING

JAMB

JAMB

TRANSOM

HEAD

ceiling

window lintel

stucco

lap building paper
over head flashing

integrated window
drip edge

radiused
corners typ.

radiused corners
typical

sill flashing

window flashing lap
over building paper

under stucco

r
o
u
g

h
 o

p
e
n
in

g

match ex. ceiling
height

door lintel

stucco finish

1/2" sheathing

2x framing w/insul.

stucco edge to match
existing

door sill flashing

exterior paving
to be determined

tile finish
tbd. coord.

w/owner

radiused corner
trim typ.
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3 Entry door detail SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

1 DOOR SCHEDULE SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"
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1 window detail SCALE: 1 1/2" = 1'-0"
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MARK:  W1 & W2
UNIT SIZE: 4'-2" W X 6'-4" H
TYPE:  fixed
MATERIAL: wd. clad
color: MATCH EXISTING
INTERIOR FINISH: STAINED TO MATCH
TEMPERED: YES
LOCATION: entry hall
screens: na

MARK:      d1
size: 6'-0" x 6'-8" h   

(VERIFY)
type:      INSWING FRENCH DOOR
material: wood clad
finish:      MATCH EXISTING
location:      ENTRY
hardware:   verify w/manuf.
Screens: no

MARK:      d2
size:    4'-0" x 8'-2" h
TYPE:  outSWING/awning
material: WOOD CLAD
finish:      MATCH EXIST.
location:      BEDROOM
hardware:   tbd
Screens: no

MARK:      d5
size:    3'-0" x 6'-8" h
Thickness: 1 3/8"
type:      swing/4-PANEL

MATCH EXISTING STYLE
material: SOLID WD/PANEL
finish:      STAINED (MATCH EXISTING)
location:      DINING TO BEDROOM
hardware:   tbd

6
'-
8
"

4'-0"

6
'-
8
"

3'-0"

4
"

6
'-
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"

6
'-
8
"

6'-0"

3'-6"

MARK:      d3
size:    3'-0" x 6'-8" h (verify)
TYPE:  inSWING w/speakeasy
material: solid WOOD
finish:      MATCH EXIST.
location:      LIVING RM.
hardware:   tbd
Screens: yes

6
'-
8
"

3'-0"

MARK:      d4
size: 6'-0" x 6'-8" h   

(VERIFY)
type:      SLIDING
material: wood clad
finish:      MATCH EXISTING
location:      LIVING
hardware:   verify w/manuf.
Screens: YES (VERIFY W/OWNER)

6
'-
8
"

6'-0"

MARK:      d6 & D7
size:    3'-0" x 6'-8" h
Thickness: 1 3/8"
type:      POCKET DOOR

MATCH EXISTING STYLE
material: SOLID WD/PANEL
finish:      STAINED (MATCH EXISTING)
location:      BEDROOM TO BATH

DINING TO LAUNDRY
hardware:   tbd

6
'-
8
"

3'-0"

MARK:  W3 & W4
O/A UNIT SIZE: 4'-0" W X 5'-0" H
TYPE:  AWNING OVER CASEMENT
MATERIAL: wd. clad
color: MATCH EXISTING
INTERIOR FINISH: STAINED TO MATCH
TEMPERED: YES
LOCATION: BATH & BEDROOM
screens: YES

2'
-3

"
5
'-
0

"

4'-0"

5
'-
0

"
0

"

2'-0"2'-0"

MARK:  W5
O/A UNIT SIZE: 6'-0" W X 1'-6" H
TYPE:  AWNING
MATERIAL: wd. clad
color: MATCH EXISTING
INTERIOR FINISH: STAINED TO MATCH
TEMPERED: NO
LOCATION: BEDROOM
screens: YES

5
'-
9
" 

V
IF

1'-
6
"

6'-0"

3'-0"3'-0"

EL FIN. FLR. EL FIN. FLR.

8
'-
8
"

speakeasy window

security grill design
tbc

raised panels

note:
design to be
confirmed.

ROUGH OPENING STUCCO TO MATCH
EXISTING ON 1/2"
SHEATHING
ON 2X8 WALL FRAMING
W/BLOWN IN INSUL.

1/2" GWB PTD. TYP.
TO MATCH EXISTING

WINDOW JAMB
FLASHING

JAMB

JAMB

TRANSOM

HEAD

ceiling

window lintel

stucco

lap building paper
over head flashing

integrated window
drip edge

radiused
corners typ.

radiused corners
typical

sill flashing

window flashing lap
over building paper

under stucco

r
o
u
g

h
 o

p
e
n
in

g

match ex. ceiling
height

door lintel

stucco finish

1/2" sheathing

2x framing w/insul.

stucco edge to match
existing

door sill flashing

exterior paving
to be determined

tile finish
tbd. coord.

w/owner

radiused corner
trim typ.
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3 Entry door detail SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

1 DOOR SCHEDULE SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

2 WINDOW SCHEDULESCALE: 1 1/2" = 1'-0"

1 window detail SCALE: 1 1/2" = 1'-0"
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LEGEND

DISTRIBUTION PANEL

15A DUPLEX OUTLET

15A QUAD OUTLET

30A/240V SINGLE OUTLET (DRYER)

EXTERIOR WATERPROOF OUTLET

GFI OUTLET

GFI OUTLET @ ABOVE COUNTER HEIGHT
(VERIFY REQUIREMENTS)

CABLE TV OUTLET

THERMOSTAT

DIRECT BURIAL LOW VOLTAGE
TRANSFORMER (300a)

DB T

LVT

S3

LEGEND

PENDANT LIGHT

WALL SCONCE

SURFACE MOUNTED CEILING L IGHT

LIGHTING TRACK

MECHANICAL VENT FAN

LED RECESSED downlight

FLOURESCENT tube FIXTURE (length in ft.)

CEILING FAN

1-gang WALL SWITCH - DECORATOR
ROCKER STYLE

2-gang wall switch

3-gang wall switch

4-gang wall switch

3-WAY SWITCH

WALL SWITCH WITH DIMMER

SMOKE & CO DETECTOR

4

S

S

d

2S

3S

4S

S

3S

2S

2S

S

existing clg fan to
remain - verify w/owner

dining table pendant -
verify location in field
w/owner/architect
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JUICEKITCHEN
DESIGN

WORKSHOP
1219 CERRO GORDO RD.

SANTA FE, NM 87501

505.920.9128
ju@juicekitchendesignworkshop.com

revision - 

NORTH

1 POWER AND LIGHTING PLAN

DJW 9-27-21
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JUICEKITCHEN
DESIGN

WORKSHOP
1219 CERRO GORDO RD.

SANTA FE, NM 87501

505.920.9128
ju@juicekitchendesignworkshop.com

revision - 

NORTH

1 heating diagram, baseboard locations

FLAT PROFILE (RUNTAL) PANEL RADIATOR

24X24 CEILING UNIT

LEGEND

KICKSPACE HYDRONIC BLOWER

notes:
1. ALL LOCATIONS SHOWN ARE LOCATION OPTIONS ONLY. NOT ALL LOCATIONS NEED TO BE USED. CONTRACTOR TO

DETERMINE HEATING AND COOLING LOADS AND PROPOSE UNIT SIZES AND LOCATIONS FOR APPROVAL.
2. plumber to propose the possibility and implications of a radiant heat system for the bathroom

and entry hall.
3. verify all baseboard heater locations w/owner and architect.

existing
mech. room

NEW LAUNDRY SINK

NEW WASHER & DRYER LOCATION

DOUBLE SINK
VANITY

TOILET

ALCOVE BATHTUB

WALK-IN
SHOWER STALL

H.B.

HOSEBIB

H.B.

hosebib

possible location
of toe kick blower

heater if req'd

DJW 9-27-21





Tan Ju Meng
Callout
Existing car port

Tan Ju Meng_1
Text Box
VIEW FROM SOUTHWEST







Tan Ju Meng_2
Text Box
VIEW FROM NORTHWEST





Tan Ju Meng_3
Text Box
VIEW DOWN EXISTING NORTH PORTAL

Tan Ju Meng_4
Callout
Existing door to be replaced

Tan Ju Meng_5
Callout
Existing window to be replaced



Tan Ju Meng_6
Callout
Existing car port wall to remain

Tan Ju Meng_7
Callout
Detail to remain

Tan Ju Meng_8
Callout
Existing Front Entry

Tan Ju Meng_9
Text Box
VIEW TOWARDS EXISTING ENTRY







Tan Ju Meng_10
Callout
Existing Front Entry



Tan Ju Meng_11
Text Box
EAST ELEVATION - NO WORK



Tan Ju Meng_12
Text Box
EAST ELEVATION 

Tan Ju Meng_13
Callout
Door to be replaced









Tan Ju Meng_14
Text Box
SOUTH ELEVATION - NO WORK





CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  

Case number: 

Project Type: 

PROJECT LOCATION (S): 

Historic Status Downgrade Request

2021-004292-HDRB

HDRB 

620 Garcia Street

PROJECT NAMES: 

OW/APP – David and Tamara Schiltz

PROJECT DATA: 

HISTORIC DISTRICT  

Don Gaspar Area □    Downtown and Eastside X   Historic Review □   Transition □    Westside-Guadalupe □

HISTORIC BUILDING STATUS     

Non-Statused □ Non-Contributing X      Contributing Significant  □ Landmark □ N/A  □

PRIMARY ELEVATIONS:   North □ South  □      West X East  □ N/A  □

PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-EAST

PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-NORTH

PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-SOUTH

PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-WEST 

Yes X No □

Yes X No □

Yes X No □

Yes  No X
HISTORIC DISTRICT INVENTORY NUMBER 

YEAR OF CONSTRUCTION 

NONE

PROJECT TYPE 

Status  Primary Elevations  Remodel X  Demolition □  New □ Other ____________ 

USE, EXISTING Residential X Non-Residential □ Vacant  □

USE, PROPOSED Residential X Non-Residential □

HISTORIC BUILDING NAME  Not Known

Not known



DATE: October 28, 2021 

TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members 

FROM: Angela Bordegaray, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division 

Case # 2021-003847-HDRB Address: 620 Garcia Street 
Historic Status: Non-Contributing 
Historic District: Downtown and Eastside 

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially): 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends 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.  

CITY SUBMITTALS 

_      Historic Inventory 
  Form 

_ X   Zoning Review Sheet 

APPLICANT SUBMITTALS 

 X       Proposal Letter 

 X       Site Plan/Floor Plan 

   X       Elevations 

_ X__    Photographs 



Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-003847-HDRB 
Page 2 of 2 

 
 
BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:  
  
620 Garcia is an approximately 1,500 sf Spanish-Pueblo vernacular building in the Downtown 
and Eastside Historic District that was downgraded to non-contributing status at the July 13, 
2021 Historic Districts Review Board meeting because of extensive alterations.  
 
It is single-story, low-slung with rounded parapets and exposed vigas. It has undergone extensive 
alterations; multiple additions and all windows have been replaced. The front (east) elevation at 
the street features an irregular array of windows of type, style and material. Window openings 
have been increased. It has a rooftop solar structure atop a bank of clerestory windows.  
 
The applicant returns to the board with a remodel project to repair and replace windows and 
doors to better comply with Downtown and Eastside District Standards.  
 
The applicant’s proposal includes replacing the eclectic variety of non-historic doors and 
windows installed at different times. Original window and door openings were altered. The 
proposal includes the following:   
 

1. Windows and Doors 
The applicant proposes to alter opening and replace windows and doors on the south, 
east, and northern elevations: 
Replace the front door on the east façade.  
Reduce opening of large undivided paned window on center east face and replace with 
smaller casement divide lite window.  
Replace the door and bay window on north end east façade with a pair of divided lite 
glass doors.   
Window opening on northern north façade will decrease in size. New window will be 
centered on wall, filling in the north and south existing openings.  

2. Remove door and window - Replace with one window to be centered on the wall and 
filling in the existing east and west openings. New windows will be simulated divided 
lite, wood aluminum clad bronze. 

 
3. Add exposed lintels about windows. 

 
4.  Repairs 

a. Replace the front steps to the gate with flagstone. 
b. Repair the corner and bottom of the front wall with stone.  

  
5. Remove south segment of low adobe 3’ yard wall to update electrical service, per PNM’s 

requirement to upgrade service. They require removing obstruction in front of the meter 
at a minimum of 36”.  

 
  
 



94.0

THIS MAP IS NOT TO BE USED FOR NAVIGATION

WGS_1984_Web_Mercator_Auxiliary_Sphere

Feet94.0

Notes

Brian and Tami Schiltz

Window replacement 

May 2021

Legend

This map is a user generated static output from an Internet mapping site and is for

reference only. Data layers that appear on this map may or may not be accurate,

current, or otherwise reliable.

47.020

1: 564

620 Garcia 

City Limits

Address Points

Roads

Major Roads

Santa Fe County Parcels

Santa Fe River

Rail Road

Historic Buildings Status

Landmark

Significant

Contributing

Non-Contributing

Not Resurveyed





 



 



Preliminary Zoning Review Worksheet 
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department 

To Be Completed By Applicant: 
Site Address: 

Date Submitted,: 
Proposed Constructiun Description: 

TOTAL ROOF AREA: 

Zoning District: ________ _ 

Overlay: □ Escarpment ___________ _ 
□ Flood Zone*
□ Other:

---- ------ --

Submittals Reviewed with PZR: 
□ Legal Lot of Record □ Development Plan □ Building
Plans □ Existing Site Plan □ Proposed Site Plan □
Elevations 

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

Access and Visibility: □ Arterial or Collector** 
□ Visibility Triangle Required

Use of Structure: � Residential
□ Commercial Type of Use: _______ _

Terrain: , a 30% slopes ___ _ ___ _ 
R,,qu11,,.,,, ,m addita,n<1l rt.'ViPw c,,ndm h'L! bv l's chni< .ii J<evit·w Division. 

*' Ri.!CUll t.'� an add1lional review rnndw.:led bv the Traffic En ;ine0rinl!; Divbwn. 

Lot Coverage : ___ % 
□Open Space Required: __ _

Setbacks: 
Proposed Front: __ Minimum: __ 

2nd Front? 
Proposed Rear: __ Minimum: __ 
Proposed Sides: L_R_ Minimum: __ 

Height: Proposed ____ _ 
Maximum Height: __ _ __ or
□ Regulated by Historic Districts Ordinance
□ Regulated by Escarpment District

Parking Spaces: 
Proposed___ Accessible 
Minimum: __ _ 

Bicycle Parking**: 
Proposed: __ Minimum: __ _ 
** Commercial Requirement 

THIS REVIEW DOES NOT GRANT ZONING APPROVAL FOR BUILDING PERMIT. FINAL ZONING REVIEW WILL BE PERFORi'1ED AT THE TIME OF 

BUILDI:'/G PERMIT APPLICATION. 

___ Ta_� ___ L_. _G_c:.1'_:/_f-2-______ �NER □APPLICANT □AGENT]
PRINT :--:A!v!E 

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. 

d S::� SIGNATURE ...._.____ "' DATE 

To Be Completed By City Staff: 
Additional Agencv Review if Applicable: 
□ Escarpment Approval by ___ _  Date:_/_/_
□ Flood Plain Approval by ___ __ Date: _/_/_
□ Traffic Engineering Approval by _ ____ Date: _/_/_
Notes:

----- ----------- --------------------

Zoning Approval: 
□Preliminary Approval □with conditions □ Rejected
Comments/Conditions: _____ _ _______________ ________ _

REVIEWER: ____________________ _ DATE:_./_/_ 

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

9 

X
X X X

X
No change to setbacks, lot coverage or any other zoning consideration

Lee Logston 9  29  2021



620 Garcia Street 

September 21, 2021 

Angela Schackel Bordegary 
Historic Planning Division 
200 Lincoln Avenue 
City of Santa Fe 

Dear Angela, 

We are submitting for your review the following request. Included in this 
packet are the window specifics and a drawing of the proposed repairs and 
changes as seen from Garcia St. with the hope that it will accepted. 

• Windows - We are looking to replace all the windows with the appropriate
requirements for the Historic District in bronze color and we would like to
exposed the lintels above the windows to give it a historic appeal.  (A) Master
Bedroom - remove door and window - Replace with one window centered
on the wall. Filling in the north and south existing openings.  (D) Second
bedroom window is to be slightly reduced in size moving in from the
fireplace. (87” x 48”) - Centered on the wall and filling in the existing east and
west openings.

• Courtyard Door - replacing with 60” x 48”. (DR1) Replacing bay window and
door with 118’ x 82” door. Door will be set to the north jam of the window
and fill in the south. See attached “proposed”.

• Update electrical service. After meeting with the PNM to assess updating the
service. They require all obstruction be removed in front of the meter at a
minimum of 36”. We are asking to remove the short wall in front of the
window.

10 Shorthorn Lane, Santa Fe (563) 343-7562



• New Stucco was administratively approved on 3/16/21 Case Number: 
2021-003316—Admin (color El Ray La Luz) 

• Replace the front steps to the gate with flagstone. 

• Repair the corner and bottom of the front wall with stone. 

Thank you for reviewing. 

Sincerely yours, 

Tamara Schiltz





Tamara Schiltz
SF LOGOS - 620 GARCIA STREET
SANTA FE, NM

Tamara Schiltz_1
PROPOSED FLOOR PLAN WITH WINDOWS

Tamara Schiltz_2
EXISTING FLOOR PLAN

Tamara Schiltz_3
1/4”=1’-0” 

Tamara Schiltz_4
WINDOW TO REPLACE
A
B
C
D
E
DR 1
E

Tamara Schiltz_5
N ^



Tamara Schiltz_6
Proposed East Facing Elevation (Walls Not Shown)

Tamara Schiltz_7
Existing East Elevation (Wall Not Shown)

Tamara Schiltz_8
SF LOGOS - 620 GARCIA STREET
SANTA FE, NM

Tamara Schiltz_9
1/4” = 1’0” Scale

Tamara Schiltz_10
EXISTING WINDOW/DOOR BEHIND PORTAL MASTER BEDROOM

Tamara Schiltz_11
PROPOSED WINDOW 
MASTER BEDROOM



Tamara Schiltz_12
EXISTING NORTH ELEVATION

Tamara Schiltz_13
PROPOSED NORTH FACING ELEVATION

Tamara Schiltz_14
SF LOGOS-620 GARCIA STREET
SANTA FE, NM

Tamara Schiltz_15
1/4”=1’-0” SCALE



Tamara Schiltz_16
SF LOGOS-620 GARCIA STREET
SANTA FE, NM

Tamara Schiltz_17
EXISTING SOUTH ELEVATION

Tamara Schiltz_18
1/4”=1’-0” SCALE

Tamara Schiltz_19
PROPOSED SOUTH ELEVATION



Tamara Schiltz_20
EXISTING WEST ELEVATION NO CHANGES

Tamara Schiltz_21
NO CHANGES

Tamara Schiltz_22
SF LOGOS-620 GARCIA STREET
SANTA FE, NM



Tamara Schiltz_23
PROPOSED EAST WALL REMOVING SHORT WALL FOR PNM

Tamara Schiltz_24
EXISTING EAST WALLS

Tamara Schiltz_25
SF LOGOS-620 GARCIA STREET
SANTA FE, NM

Tamara Schiltz_26
1/4”=1’-0” SCALE
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