
**AMENDED** 

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD FIELD TRIP 

TUESDAY, JULY 14,2009 - 12:00 NOON 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION, 2"D FLOOR CITY HALL 

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD HEARING 

TUESDAY, JULY 14, 2009 - 5:30 PM 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

A.	 CALL TO ORDER 

B.	 ROLLCALL 

C.	 APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

D.	 APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
May 26, 2009 
June 9, 2009 

E.	 FINDINGS OF FACT & CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

F.	 COMMUNICATIONS 

G.	 BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR 

H.	 ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS 

I.	 OLD BUSINESS 

I.	 Case #H-09-0 12. 526 Galisteo Street. Don Gaspar Area Historic District. Christopher 
Purvis, agent from Ms. Ortiz, proposes to amend a previous approval to remodel a 
contributing commercial building including altering the primary entrance door and the 
visible yardwall gate. (David Rasch) 

2.	 Case #H-09-014. 502 Old Santa Fe Trail. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. 
Michael Bodelson, agent for Don Caminos LLC, proposes to construct four metal gates at 
2'8" high at 16',24', and 6' wide in previously approved yardwalls on a vacant lot. 
(David Rasch) 

J.	 NEW BUSINESS 

I.	 Case #H-09-035. 235 Irvine Street. Westside-Guadalupe Historic District. Richard 
Horcasitas, agent for Robert & Jean Doddridge, proposes to remodel a non-contributing 
accessory residence by removing a 144 sq. ft. porch and replacing it with a 147 sq. ft. 
portal, changing windows and doors, altering opening dimensions, replacing a 6' high 
fence, restuccoing both this residence and the primary non-contributing residence. 
(David Rasch) 
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2.	 Case #H-09-037. 100 E. San Francisco Street. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. 
Barbara Felix Architecture + Design, agent for Corporacio de La Fonda, Inc., proposes to 
replace a traditional non-historic hanging sign on a significant building. An exception is 
requested to exceed the maximum size requirements for signs (Sections 14-8.10(H)(25)). 
(David Rasch) 

K.	 MATTERS FROM THE BOARD 

L.	 ADJOURNMENT 
For more infonnation regarding cases on this agenda, please call the Historic Preservation Division at 955
6605. Persons with disabilities in need of accommodations or an interpreter for the hearing impaired, 
contact the City Clerk's office at 955-6520, five (5) working days prior to hearing date. If you wish to 
attend the July 14, 2009 Historic Design Review Board Field Trip, please notify the Historic Preservation 
by 9:00 am on Tuesday, July 14,2009. 
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MINUTES OF THE
 

CITY OF SANTA FE
 

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
 

July 14, 2009
 

A. CALL TO ORDER 

A regular meeting of the City of Santa Fe Historic Design Review Board was called to order by Vice 
Chair Cecilia Rios on the above date at approximately 5:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers at City Hall, 
200 Lincoln, Santa Fe, New Mexico. 

B. ROLLCALL 

Roll Call indicated the presence of a quorum as follows: 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Ms. Sharon Woods, Chair [arriving later] 
Mr. Dan Featheringlll 
Dr. John Kantner 
Ms. Christine Mather 
Ms. Cecilia Rios 
Ms. Deborah Shapiro 
Ms. Karen Walker 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
Mr. David Rasch, Historic Planner Supervisor 
Mr. Carl Boaz, 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 Planning Department. 

C. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Ms. Shapiro moved to approve the Agenda as published. Ms. Walker seconded the motion and 
it passed by unanimous voice vote. 
D. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
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May 26,2009 

Mr. Rasch requested the following changes to these minutes: 

On page 5, middle of the page: should say, "So that, elevation 1 I'm recommending Contributing. 
Elevation 4..." 

On page 6, last paragraph: "I guess I've gQ! ..." 

On page 7, first paragraph, second line, it should say: "On a significant building like Marian Hall, all 
elevations are primary. On a contributing building ... " And at the end of that paragraph, second to last line, 
"... and remove the historic material or put elevations on it." 

On page 8, 5th paragraph should say, "Gayla Bechtol who is aR-af!-our professional historian 

On page 24, last paragraph was not his statement but was Mr. Featheringill's statement. 

On page 43, second paragraph, Ryan should be Brian. 

Vice Chair Rios requested the following changes to these minutes: 

On page 16 astatement attributed to her did not make sense. Mr. Rasch said it was about elevation 9 
of the hospital. It was about the fact that the top two stories had the historic balustrade and the bottom 
three stories didn't have much historic character worth preserving. That is what it was about. 

On page 24 should say, "In my opinion, I think that the character-defining features outweigh the few 
changes in the lower portion of the building." 

On page 62 in the vote on the motion, she voted against the motion. 

Ms. Walker moved to approve the minutes of May 26, 2009 as amended. Ms. Shapiro seconded 
the motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote. 

Chair Woods arrived at this time. 

June 23, 2009 

Ms. Walker requested the following changes to these minutes: 

On page 6, at the bottom should say, "Ms. Walker recalled a recent case where it was approved by this 
board but it was built higher than approved and the Land Use Department allowed it at the incorrect height 
and there was no recourse for the public." 

Ms. Walker moved to approve the June 23, 2009 minutes as amended. Ms. Mather seconded the 
motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote. 
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E.	 FINDINGS OF FACT &CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

None. 

F.	 COMMUNICATIONS 

None. 

G.	 BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR 

None. 

H.	 ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS 

None. 

Vice Chair Rios announced to the public that if anyone who wanted to appeal a decision of the Board, 
would have up to seven days to do so and should contact staff right away. 

Vice Chair Rios returned the gavel to Chair Woods. 

I.	 OLD BUSINESS 

1.	 Case #H-09-012. 526 Galisteo Street. Don Gaspar Area Historic District. Christopher Purvis, 
agent for Ms. Ortiz, proposes to amend a previous approval to remodel a contributing commercial 
building including altering the primary entrance door and the visible yardwall gate. (David Rasch) 

Mr. Rasch presented the staff report for this case as follows: 

BACKGROUND &SUMMARY: 

526 Galisteo Street is a commercial contributing building with the east and south elevations as primary 
and a non-contributing accessory structure. The property has two street frontages in the Don Gaspar Area 
Historic District. 

On March 10, 2009, the Historic Design Review Board approved remodeling on the property which 
includes the construction of an 869 square foot addition with a 240 square foot ramada on the west, non
primary elevation of the contributing building, along with switching the front door and a front window, and 
replacing a sliding glass door on the rear with awindow, replacing the vehicle door infills on the accessory 
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building with doors and windows repairing and extending the existing streetscape yardwalls. 

Now, the applicant requests the following amendments to the previous approval. 

1. The front door configuration on the principal building, east elevation will be changed from six 
horizontal panels to three vertical panels with the center panel a brown tinted glass. 

2. The bright white trim color will be restored to a previous off-white color. 

3. The outdoor freezer located to the west of the addition on the principal building will be mostly 
screened with a 7' high white board fence applied to the pergola. 

4. The shed-roof porch on the accessory building, north elevation will be removed and not replaced 
with a flat-roof portal. 

5. The vehicle door infill on the accessory building, east elevation will be changed from triple 
door/window installations to paired door/window installations. 

6. The large wrought iron gate in the yardwall attached to the south elevation of the principal building 
will have a board and batten application behind the metal. 

7. The site paving will be modified to include more asphalt in the front and significantly more flagstone 
in the rear with abasket-weave pattern. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2 (C) Regulation of 
Contributing Structures, (D) General Design Standards, and (H) Don Gaspar Area Historic District. 

The applicant should clarify whether the basket pattern is flagstone or brick. 

Chair Woods asked Mr. Rasch if the equipment was visible. 

Mr. Rasch said the Board should ask the applicant for the potential of how much of that mechanical 
equipment would be visible above that wooden fence. 

Ms. Walker asked why on page 19 it said this was 526 Garcia. She asked if it was aprior case that was 
used as an example or something. 

Mr. Rasch said that was mislabeled from before; it was Galisteo 
Present and sworn was Mr. Christopher Purvis, 227 E. Palace Avenue, who apologized for labeling it 

Garcia. He clarified that the glass was not burnt umber; the door was. It was a punctuation error. 

He acknowledged that a small portion of the refrigeration unit would be visible under the beam above 
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-_ .. _-

the fence. He thought it would be better to have a little shade at the top of the fence before they went 
directly to the portal. He would defer to the Board. 

There were no speakers from the pUblic regarding this case. 

Ms. Rios asked if the portion of the freezer that would be seen was from a public way. 

Mr. Purvis thought one could make the case that if you were standing on the other side of Paseo and 
looking at this property you would be looking through a fair amount of stuff but probably would be able to 
see asmall portion of the freezer. But because it was inside that top beam it would be in shadow. 

Ms. Rios asked what a small portion would be. 

Mr. Purvis said it would be 12-18 inches. 

Ms. Rios asked for the color of the freezer. 

Mr. Purvis said it could be any color the Board wanted. Their intent was to paint it a dark tan. 

Ms. Rios asked if the glass was to be clear and door was to be stained. Mr. Purvis agreed. 

Ms. Rios asked why the gate was no longer see through. 

Mr. Purvis explained that they needed to get it done this summer but didn't think they could finish the 
back yard so the gate would be put up there so they could get it done while using the restaurant. 

Ms. Rios asked if it would be temporary or permanent. 

Mr. Purvis replied that its function was temporary but he was proposing it as a permanent thing. If that 
was a concern of the Board then he would propose it as a one year temporary. It would stand open once 
the back yard was ready. It was really to take care of the work in progress. 

Ms. Shapiro asked him to tell the Board about the asphalt and said she was confused by the 
herringbone and the flagstone. 

Mr. Purvis said it was random flagstone and blamed the confusion on the computer. 

Ms. Shapiro asked him to show where the increase in asphalt was. 

Mr. Purvis explained that the darker area shown would be asphalt. Instead of ripping it all out, he 
would lay 2" of asphalt over the concrete to smooth it up. It was an economy gesture. The rest would be 
gravel. 

Ms. Shapiro asked if there was a transition space. 
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Mr. Purvis said the newer area was for handicapped and of concrete. 

Ms. Walker asked the color of the gravel. 

Mr. Purvis said it would be Santa Fe Brown. 

Ms. Walker asked where the change on this front door came from. 

Mr. Purvis said it was directly from the owner. They like that door. 

Ms. Walker asked if there was a historic basis. She had never seen one in the Historic District. 

Chris said he had not either. 

Ms. Walker asked if he had considered an alternative and noted it faced the street. 

Mr. Purvis clarified that he wasn't consulted on this matter. They had committed to it and it was 
handmade. 

Chair Woods asked if it was three panels of glass. 

Mr. Purvis said it was two of wood and one of glass in the middle. 

Chair Woods thought it was too bad and would affect that faQade. She asked him what he thought. 

Mr. Purvis said he was inclined to agree. When it was handed to him he told the applicant this might be 
a little difficult. He was here asking at their request. Given that it was Territorial, staining the door was a 
question. It could be painted. They could reduce it to a small light. He had seen that in Don Gaspar. It 
would be modifying what they thought would work. 

Chair Woods thought the Board could consider that and modify it and it would be a little better. 

Ms. Shapiro asked if the panels in the door were beveled. Mr. Purvis agreed. 

Ms. Shapiro asked if the glass was also beveled. 

Mr. Purvis said the glass was not. He was thinking that if they could add a divider rail (it would be an 
overlay, given the process) that would make it look divided - have the panels below and leave the glass at 
the top. That would more approximate what one would find. 

Mr. Featheringill asked if the gate with the ornamental iron was the front gate. 

Mr. Rasch said it was. Mr. Purvis agreed. 

Mr. Featheringill asked if it was historic. 
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Mr. Rasch said it might be. 

Mr. Featheringill asked if what he was proposing was attached to the gate or stand alone. 

Mr. Purvis said he proposed that wood be attached to the back side of the gate. 

Mr. Featheringill said if it was approved as temporary then it would be taken down at the end of the 
project. 

Mr. Purvis agreed. 

Chair Woods summarized the discussion. 

Ms. Mather moved to approve Case #H 09-012 with the following conditions: 
1.	 That the wooden gate be a temporary screen that would be removed after one year and not be 

attached to the original gate; 
2.	 That the flagstone be random cut flagstone; 
3.	 That the front door be done in aTerritorial style and painted and brought back to staff for 

approval. 

Ms. Rios seconded the motion.
 

Ms. Shapiro asked for afriendly amendment:
 
4.	 That the top of the freezer be painted so it would be less Visible. 

Ms. Mather and Ms. Rios accepted the friendly amendment and the motion passed by 
unanimous voice vote. 

2.	 Case #H·09·014. 502 Old Santa Fe Trail. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. Michael 
Bodelson, agent for Dos Caminos LLC, proposes to construct four metal gates at 2'8" high at 16', 
24', and 6' wide in previously approved yardwalls on avacant lot. (David Rasch) 

Mr. Rasch presented the staff report for this case as follows: 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY; 

502 Old Santa Fe Trail is a 0.49 acre vacant lot that was the location of a Chevron Gas Station that 
was constructed in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style at approximately 1960. The date of demolition is 
unknown. This site is located on the corner of Paseo de Peralta and Old Santa Fe Trail in the Downtown & 
Eastside Historic District. 

On March 24, 2009, the Historic Design Review Board postponed action on an application to remodel 
the lot as a temporary seasonal art market pending clarification of specific issues that includes information 
about off-hours, security, weather controls, lighting and electric installations, access, food booths, portable 
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toilets, and clarification regarding the temporary nature of the project. 

Then, on May 12, 2009, the Board denied the temporary seasonal art market while allowing for a 
streetscape yardwall to be constructed to amaximum height of 3' 8" with brick capped pilasters to a 
maximum height of 4' 4" and stuccoed in cementitious "Adobe." The wall follows the intension of the wall 
and fence guidelines that were adopted in 1999 by changing vertical planes with steps and pilaster 
extensions and horizontal planes with an angle and openings. 

Now, the applicant requests approval for to install pedestrian and vehicle gates in the wall openings. 
The gates will be asimplified design constructed at approximately 2' 8" high with metal painted black or rust 
color. The pedestrian gate on Paseo de Peralta will be 6' wide. The vehicle gate on Paseo and another 
vehicle gate on Old Santa Fe Trail will be 16' wide. The gates will operate by sliding motion behind the 
walls. An additional gate on OSFT will be 24' wide with two sliding leaves. 

He showed the site plan showing the vacant lot on Paseo with the gates. At the request of the Board he 
did ask the zoning staff about the traffic and safety issues. The response he got from zoning staff was that 
typically the Traffic Division did not look at projects of this scale. It was too small to call into playa 
development plan. So they would just put acondition on it that the Traffic Division would have to permit it 
before a building permit could be released. It would not tie the applicant's hands at this stage but might at 
the building permit stage. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

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

Ms. Shapiro said there were also the site plan requirements that would require the height be no more 
than three feet. Mr. Rasch agreed within a certain triangle of distance. 

Ms. Shapiro wondered if the pilasters at 4' 4" would violate that regulation. It would have to be no 
higher than 3' at every driveway. 

Mr. Rasch said that was a good point. Any approval granted was conditional on zoning and apparently 
traffic as well. 

Ms. Shapiro said the site triangle might be something the applicant didn't realize. 

Mr. Rasch would recommend not necessarily the traffic plan but the driveway issues - the only thing he 
could offer was that staff could lower it to three feet and keep the design as is. 

Dr. Kantner said they already approved the walls so the case was moot. 

Mr. Featheringill asked what height the Board approved. 

Mr. Rasch said the case was approved at 3' 8" for walls and 4' 4' for pilasters. 
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Mr. Featheringill said it would have to come back if zoning didn't approve. 

Chair Woods suggested that in the motion the Board might note that concern. 

Present and Sworn was Mr. Michael Bodelson, who said the wall project was intended to be 
complementary to things across the street and clean up the street a little bit more. 

Chair Woods asked if he had been to Traffic at all. 

Mr. Bodelson said the walls went into apermit and almost ready to be issued. He assumed it would be 
a good thing to do and maybe the pilasters would need to be at wall height iii'f they needed to meet that 
criterion. 

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case. 

Ms. Mather moved to approve Case #H 09-015 as stated with the condition that if City 
requirements were to lower them that the applicant return to staff for approval. Ms. Walker 
seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote. 

J.	 NEW BUSINESS 

1.	 Case #H-09·035. 235 Irvine Street. Westside-Guadalupe Historic District. Richard Horcasitas, 
agent for Robert &Jean Doddridge, proposes to remodel a non-contributing accessory residence 
by removing a 144 sq. ft. porch and replacing it with a 147 sq. ft. portal, changing windows and 
doors, altering opening dimensions, replacing a 6' high fence, restuccoing both this residence and 
the primary non-contributing residence. (David Rasch) 

Mr. Rasch presented the staff report for this case as follows: 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY: 

235 Irvine Street is a single family residence and a rear storage building sometime between the late 
1920s and early 1930s in a vernacular manner. The storage building was converted into a 560 square foot 
guest house in the 1970s. Due to alterations, both buildings are listed as non-contributing to the Westside
Guadalupe Historic District. 

The applicant began to remodel the guest house without permission or a building permit and a stop 
work order was issued. Now, the applicant proposes to remodel the property with the following items. 

1. The 144 square foot porch connection between the west elevation of the guest house and the east 
elevation of the primary residence will be removed and a 147 square foot portal will be constructed on the 
west elevation of the guest house in a simplified style with a corrl1gated metal shed roof. 
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2. Window and door opening dimensions on the west elevation of the guest house will be altered and 
switched. 

3. All other doors and windows on the guest house will be removed and replaced with similar items. 

4. The slab pine and bamboo fencing around the guest house will be removed and replaced with a 6' 
high board fence. 

5. The guest house and the primary residence will be restuccoed with EI Rey cementitious "Desert 
Rose" and the trim will be repainted with "Cordova". 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2 (D) General Design 
Standards and (H) Don Gaspar Area Historic District. 

Ms. Mather asked if on the proposed west elevation there was a new glass block window. 

Mr. Rasch agreed. He said it was on the bathroom. He explained that it was not preferred but in the 
Westside District it and the Don Gaspar District it tended to be allowed. 

Ms. Walker asked if all doors and windows would be removed and replaced with similar items. 

Mr. Rasch agreed and said the applicant could speak to the light pattern and operation. 

Present and sworn was Mr. Richard Horcasitas, 421 St. Michael's Drive who said he had read the staff 
recommendations and was comfortable with them. 

Ms. Walker asked what the trim on the new windows would be and if they were glazed. 

Mr. Horcasitas said the trim color would be Cordova on windows and doors. 

Ms. Rios asked if this structure was of adobe. Mr. Horcasitas agreed. 

Ms. Rios asked about the window and door reveal. 
Mr. Horcasitas said it would be 2-3 inches bullnosed. They would be two over two wood windows true 

divided lights in the same patterns and operation. The only one different was the glass block and it was 
already there. The owner did it without apermit and conveyed his apologies. 

Ms. Rios asked about the doors. 

Mr. Horcasitas referred to page 16 on the right hand side at top was the existing window. It was five 
feet wide and would be replaced with a door with side lights on both sides to match the existing opening 
width. 
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There were no speakers from the public regarding this case. 

Ms. Rios moved to approve Case #H 09·035 per staff recommendations and with 2-3" reveals on 
the adobe guesthouse as stated by the applicant. Ms. Walker seconded the motion and it passed by 
unanimous voice vote. 

2.	 Case #H·09-037. 100 E. San Francisco Street. Downtown &Eastside Historic District. Barbara 
Felix Architecture +Design, agent for Corporaci6n de La Fonda, Inc., proposes to replace a 
traditional non-historic hanging sign on a significant building. An exception was requested to 
exceed the maximum size requirements for signs (Sections 14-8.10(H)(25)). (David Rasch). 

Mr. Rasch presented the report for this case as follows: 

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY: 

100 East San Francisco Street, known as La Fonda Hotel, was constructed in 1920 by Isaac Hamilton 
Rapp in the Spanish-Pueblo Revival style. It was subsequently remodeled in 1926 and 1927 by John Gaw 
Meem and on the interior by Mary Coulter, with further alterations in 1950 and non-historic dates. The 
building is listed as significant to the Downtown &Eastside Historic District. 

The applicant is proposing to replace signage on the building and one of those signs exceeds the 
maximum allowable size limitation of 12 square feet with 8" high letters (Section 14-8.18 (H)(25)). An 
exception is requested for the sign to be 50 square feet with the largest letter to be 18.5" high. The wooden 
sign will have a natural finish with a "hammered bronze tile" rosette, black lettering, black bordering, and a 
copper-painted border accent. 

The following exception criteria are presented: 

i. Do not damage the character of the streetscape; 

The existing six-foot by nine-foot wood sign, with its simple wood frame and Spanish-influenced carved half floret on the top, and 
its large font, has been in the same location since the late 1950s, prior to La Corporacion de la Fonda ("La Fonda" and the Ballen 
family), purchasing the property. Included is photographic evidence from the late 1950s showing the sign when the hotel was still 
owned by the Harvey family. The sign has been in that location on Old Santa Fe Trail, and of that shape, scale and form, for 
over fifty-years and is historic. The sign lettering was changed in the early 1960s to reflect new hotel ownership and is not 
historic. However, the size of the lettering, even in the early 60s matched closely to the scale of the historic lettering from the late 
50s. By maintaining the same scale I both the size of the sign and the size of the lettering, we believe the proposed sign will 
continue to reinforce the historic character of the streetscape. Visible from the Plaza and from Water Street, the large scale, size 
and form of the proposed sign over the historic portal on Old Santa Fe Trail is synonymous with what visitors and patrons to 
Santa Fe and La Fonda expect. 

Staff is in agreement with this response. 

ii. Prevent ahardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare; 

La Fonda is a beloved landmark in historic downtown Santa Fe. There is photographic evidence that the sign shape and large 
font size has been in that location and Viewable from the Plaza since the late 1950s. On many levels the large sign with 
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oversized lettering is a large part ofLa Fonda's enduring local and marketing appeal, When visitors come to Santa Fe and La 
Fonda they identify the hotel, in large part, because of the sign on Old Santa Fe Trail. We believe that asign limited to 12 square 
feet with 8" high lettering would cause amarketing hardship to La Fonda as guests and visitors to Santa Fe have come to identify 
the sign, in that location, with La Fonda. 

Staff is in agreement with this response. 

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; 

The proposed sign will have no impact on whether residents can continue to reside within the Historic District. However, the 
proposed sign, because it is the same size, shape and scale (And includes lettering similar in scale to what is currently there) will 
continue to strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the city. La Fonda and its signage along Old Santa Fe Trail is 
unique but yet distinctly Santa Fe. 

Staff is in agreement with this response. 

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; 

La Fonda has been on the corner of Old Santa Fe Trail and San Francisco Street, more or less in its current shape and mass, 
since the later 1920s. Always operated as ahotel, it has a rich architectural history (Rapp and Rapp, John Gaw Meem and Mary 
Jane Coulter) and in many ways has helped set the standard for massing and scale of other historic structures within historic 
Santa Fe. There has been a sign on Old Santa Fe Trail, similar in size, shape and scale with large lettering, to the proposed sign 
since the late 1950s. As a unique hotel (and the only one located directly on the Plaza), La Fonda is a beloved landmark that 
has been owned by one family-owned corporation for over forty-years. The proposed sign matches in character, scale and size 
the existing unique historic sign that has been in the same location for over fifty-years. 

Staff is in agreement with this response. 

v. Are due to special condilions and circumstances which are not a result of the actions of the applicant; 

There is an historic pre-existing, non-conforming sized sign with non-historic large lettering in the same location of the proposed 
sign on Old Santa Fe Trail. La Fonda is requesting replacement ofthe sign with a sign with the same scale, shape and size and 
with lettering in asimilar scale to what is currently there. In addition, due to the historic scale and size of the sign, La Fonda is 
proposing to maintain the existing lighting from below and is requesting an exception to not add overhead gooseneck lighting. 
The lighting from below will be shielded to comply with the night sky ordinance and will be sized so that only the two faces of the 
sign will be illuminated. We believe that overhead gooseneck lighting is not in keeping with the historic size and scale of the 
existing sign and will in fact detract from it. 

Staff is in agreement with this response. 

and vi. Provide the least negative impact with respect to the purpose of this section as set forth in paragraph 14
5.2 (A)(1). 

Because the proposed sign is the same size, scale and shape as the existing, historic sign and the lettering is similar in height to 
the existing lettering, the proposed sign will provide the least negative impact. As there has been a sign for La Fonda in this 
location and of this scale and shape for over fifty-years we believe that asmaller sign with shorter lettering which would meet the 
current historical code would create a negative impact not only to visitors to Santa Fe and La Fonda but that it would harm the 
eXisting historic character of the Old Santa Fe Trail streetscape. 
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Staff is in agreement with this response. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of the exception for a hanging sign that exceeds the maximum allowable 
dimensions at a primary entrance on Old Santa Fe Trail. 

He clarified that all the rest of the signage was in compliance with the sign ordinance so it was just the 
replacement of this one sign that exceeded the maximum allowable size. They needed an exception for it. 

Although not read aloud, the responses to the exception criteria were included in the minutes. 

Mr. Rasch added that they had some historic photos and current photos of the existing and proposed 
sign. 

Ms. Rios asked if the big sign would be on this elevation. 

Mr. Rasch agreed and said it was at the Old Santa Fe Trail portal and the size was nonconforming as 
well as the height of the lettering. 

Ms. Shapiro asked if the old and new signs were the same size. 

Mr. Rasch said they were and clarified that they changed their logo. It was no longer "at the end of the 
Santa Fe Trail." It was now "The Inn on the Plaza." 

Dr. Kantner asked if the same frame retained. Mr. Rasch qgreed. 

Present and sworn was Ms. Barbara Felix, 244 Casados Street, who said she was representing the 
owner and John Rickey, the General Manqger was present also. The intention was to update the logo on 
the hotel. The only one using the old logo was on that sign. Otherwise it has been on the plaza for 20 
years. They were just changing the interior. 

Ms. Walker asked the General Manager to be sworn 

Present and sworn was Mr. John Rickey 18 Emory Pass. 

Ms. Walker said she realized that the sign had been that size for many years. She told him they had a 
unique thing that no one else in the world could say "on the plaza" so she was curious why they wanted to 
change it. 

Mr. Rickey said their research on branding indicated that at the end of the trail did not have as much 
meaning as on the plaza. In this process they consolidated the different iterations of that to have a focused 
marketing tool. This one particular piece was that. Also historically, there were other ends of the trail. There 
were other places that claimed to be at the end of the trail and that didn't give as much sense of place as 
this one. La Fonda was the only hotel that truly touched the plaza. 
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Ms. Rios agreed with Ms. Walker. She was drawn to the one on the left including the type of lettering 
(the current sign). 

Chair Woods clarified that the Board was voting on the size of the sign and the size of the lettering but 
not what it said. Mr. Rasch agreed. 

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case. 

Ms. Mather moved for approval of Case #H 09·037 as submitted and affirming that the exception 
criteria were met. Ms. Shapiro seconded the motion. 

Ms. Walker suggested to Mr. Rickey that somewhere on their literature, they include the old phrase. 

The motion carried by majority voice vote with all voting in favor except Ms. Rios who voted 
against. 

K. MATTERS FROM THE BOARD 

Ms. Walker said if there should be any problems with the construction at Delgado and Alameda, the 
Board was welcome to meet in her parking lot. 

Ms. Walker invited the Board and staff to her home for dinner but needed to hear from them about a 
choice of dates. 

Ms. Rios mentioned that the appeal date for the Old Santa Fe Trail project had been changed. She had 
agreed to represent the Board at that Council meeting but she would be out of town for the new date. 

Chair Woods said she was not at that meeting so didn't know that she could speak to it. 

Mr. Rasch said staff was writing this new appeal procedure for the Council where the Board would be a 
party to the appeal. Currently the Council's practice was that people did not speak to the appeal. What 
had been happening lately was that City Councilors might want to talk to a Board member so they would 
call upon someone if they were available. 

Ms. Walker said she would be here. 

Ms. Shapiro said she could also attend. 

Ms. Walker said she would appreciate that. 

Mr. Featheringill said he heard the State had started to look at architects and construction companies 
for the new building behind the parking structure. There were four bungalows there that were really in 
jeopardy on that street because the State did not want to keep them. 
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Chair Woods said that according to HB 360, the State had agreed that if they were historic, they would 
not take them down. She said the meeting was tomorrow and she could not be there. 

Ms. Walker said she wished Chair Woods would be there to chair the meeting since it was the City's 
ordinance and not a State ordinance. 

Mr. Rasch said Frank Katz could not be there either so it would be just Jeanne Price and him from the 
city. 

Mr. Boaz mentioned that the 400lh Anniversary Committee was working on putting four plaques on the 
Plaza representing the four centuries. 

Mr. Rasch said the plaques would not be allowed by the Cultural Landscape Report that was approved 
by the Council. 

He added that there were even questions about the historic plaque being on the Plaza so they were 
planning to mount it on the First National Bank Building. He said every time her heard about it from 
someone, he reminded them that the Board voted unanimously to relocate it off the Plaza. 

Mr. Featheringill mentioned that the Sangre de Cristo Water District was going to bring two more of 
their pole-boxes to come before the Board at some point. 

Mr. Rasch agreed and said he had just attended a meeting about it yesterday. They were monitoring 
stations and there were about a dozen or 18 that monitor water pressure. They had poles. They removed 
about 8 of them from the district and were now looking at a very little antenna. They were going to PUC in 
late August so they might come in August or October. 

Ms. Walker said she was working with Albert Duran and the Water Company for alternatives. 

Mr. Rasch announced that the next Drury meeting was scheduled for July 22nd• 

L. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 6:30 p.m.� 

Approved by:� 

Sharon Woods, Chair 

Submitted by: /) 
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