CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Courtenay Mathey, agent for Glynis Dohn, owner, proposes to partially
demolish a contributing yard wall, make additions, change windows and doors and construct a garage on a
contributing residential structure. An exception to Section 14-5.2 (D){(1)(a) to remnove historic naterial is
requested.
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Case number: 2020-002483-HDRB
Project Type: _ HDRB

PROJECT LOCATION (8): 524 Calle Corvo

OW — Glynis Dohn 524 Calle Corvo, Santa Fe, NM 87501 glynis.dohn@hamilgroup.ca
AP — Mathey and Associates Architects 2 Camino Pequeno, Santa Fe, NM 87501 mathevarchitecture@gmail.com
PROJECT DATA:

HISTORIC DISTRICT

Don Gaspar Area 0  Downtown and Eastside B Ilistoric Review OO Transition O  Westside-Guadalupe UJ
HISTORIC BUILDING STATUS

Non-Statused 0  Non-Contributing 0  Contributing ¥l Significant 0  Landmark O N/A O

PRIMARY ELEVATIONS: North Bl South O WestO  East Tq NA O
PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-EAST Yes & No [J
PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-NORTH Yes ¢ No [
PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-SQUTH Yes X No O
PUBLICLY VISIBLE FACADE-WEST Yes [0 No ¥

HISTORIC DISTRICT INVENTORY NUMBER

YEAR OF CONSTRUCTION

PROJECT TYPE

Status [ Prinwary Elevations [ Remodel &) Demolition OJ New [ Other

USE, EXISTING Residential kg Non-Residential [3 Vacant [
USE, PROPOSED Residential Non-Residential (3
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November 24, 2020
TO: Historic Districts Review Board Members

FROM: Daniel Schwab, Senior Planner, Historic Preservation Division

Case # 2020-2483-HDRB Address: 524 Calle Corvo
Historic Status: Contributing
Historic District: Downtown and Eastside

REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT
SUBMITTALS

District Standards &
yard & fence standards. _X__Proposal Letter

x__ Historic Inventory x__ Site Plan/Floor Plan

Form .
x__ Preliminary Zoning _x__ Elevations
Review Sheet

x__ Photographs

X Zoning Review Sheet

X __ Other: Exception
Other: criteria responses

STAFF RECOMMEN

Staff recommends approval of proposed item numbers 1 — 6 and 8 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.

For item number 7, staff does not find that all the exception criteria have been met but the Board
may find that they have upon further testimony.




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY':

524 Calle Corvo is a contributing residential structure located in the Downtown and Eastside
Historic District. The structure was constructed as part of the “Hughes Subdivision” probably
between 1949 and 1951. The subdivision is an exceptional example of urban design in Santa Fe.
The subdivision contains 20 lots, 16 of which are essentially rectangular, and four of which
curved along the street. These are lined by walls placed directly on the lot boundary to create a
serpentine streetscape. The subject property is one of these curving lots, with a streetscape
defining wall that takes up the full width of the view as one moves through the subdivision. The
house and the yardwall were designated as contributing on October 13, 2020.

The house is a one story structure originally with only one bedroom with Spanish Pueblo Revival
Style elements such as rounded parapets, exposed vigas and asymmetrical stepped massing. The
street-lining wall, also a contributing structure, has a vertically symmetrical form that steps down
toward the center to a central driveway opening. This stepping vertical symmetry is presented in
a varied form in the internal yard-wall separating the front garden from the driveway.

Facades 9 through 14 are publicly visible. Facades 9, 10, 11, and 12 have been designated
primary.

The applicant now proposes the following changes:

1. Convert the existing garage (facades 1, 2, 13
and 14) to a new bedroom/bathroom space, raise
the roof and parapets 12 inches on a portion of
the existing garage. This is set back about 8 feet
from the primary fagade, but as a remodel does
not qualify as an addition. This includes changes
to the openings {garage door and steel casement
window).

2. Expand the kitchen (fagade 5) by converting 84 SF of existing portal on fagades space to
heated area and relocating the portal further west (facades 4, 5 and 6).

3. Re-stucco of entire structure. The color will be Sandalwood cementious stucco from El
Ray, which is a light earth tone.

4. Re-roof of existing structure.
5. Creating new interior yard walls and coyote fencing.

6. Construct a new detached 445 square foot single-car garage at the north end of the
property. New windows and doors will be aluminum clad colored Sierra Pacific “Aqua
Mist” which is a subdued green color.

Historic Districts Review Board, Case #2020-002483-HDRB 3
Page 2 of 6



7. Create new 12 foot wide driveway opening in the north portion of the existing
Contributing street yard wall to serve as access to the proposed driveway. This item
requires an exception to section 14-5.2(D)(1)(a).

8. Re-pave the existing driveway with concrete brick pavers and create new patio areas, one
to the north of the house of 120 square feet, one to the west, including the new portal of
160 square feet.

Regarding item 7, the proposal to create a new driveway opening for vehicular access from the
north, the applicant argues that it is necessary because access to the garage from the existing wall
opening would result in two hardships for the owner:

a) It would require the creation of a tumaround space which would eliminate two parking
spaces that now exist that would need to be used for circulation instead.

b) The distance from the garage to the house would be increased from 15 feet in the
proposed design to 40 feet.

The applicant has applied for an exception per 14-5.2(D)(1)(a), an exception to remove historic

material from the contributing wall. The applicant’s responses to the exception criteria are
included in this report, as are the responses of the HPD staff.

EXCEPTION CRITERIA AND RESPONSES:

Exception to Section 14-5.2(D)(1)(a): Applicant requests an exception to remove historic
material from the Contributing yard wall along the curve of the street.

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

Applicant Response:

Though the street yard wall is not considered a Primary Fagade, we agree that the character of
the wall is distinctive and have designed the new opening to blend well with the existing design.
The existing +/- 44” high street wall steps down in small increments as the street slopes to the
north, except at the last section where the wall changes more significantly at a buttress to nearly
6’ in height. The proposed design will create a 12° wide opening in the yard wall at the north end
of the property, approximately 52’ from the existing driveway. A portion of the wall on either
side of the opening will be lowered to a 36” height to allow for driveway visibility zoning
requirements. Stepped interior yard walls similar to the existing will tie the yard wall to the
proposed garage.

In our view, the new opening carries the theme of stepping the wall down as the street moves
north and does not look as imbalanced as the existing design. By being more than 50’ away from
the existing driveway opening it does not infringe on the appearance of the existing driveway
entry or house. For these reasons we feel this proposal does not damage the character of the
district or property.

Staff Response:
The street yard wall has a historic status of contributing. It has a unique design that takes up the
full width of the view as one moves through the subdivision and is complemented by a very
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similar wall directly opposite, on the opposite side of the street. The design is defined by a
vertical symmetry which is higher at the ends, with rhythmic divisions descending to an opening
at the center. Staff does not agree with the applicant that there is a “theme of stepping the wall
down as the street moves north.” It is the opinion of Staff is that a 12-foot wide opening will
fundamentally disrupt the integrity of this overall vertically symmetrical design which is unique
within the context of the district, as is the development of the Hughes Subdivision itself.

The character of the district is preserved by retaining historic material, preserving historic status,
and retaining an accurate sense of history. The proposal undermines the character of the district
by removing historic material, threatening the contributing status of the wall and creating a false
sense of history in the form of a yard-wall that steps down toward the north.

Staff does not agree with this response.

(i) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare.
Applicant Response: The proposed new driveway will allow for the garage to be only 15° from
the house rather than 40’ as would be required if the existing driveway had to be used instead.
Without the granting of this exception, guests also would have to park further away from the
main entry in order to allow for access to the garage. We feel these added distances are
problematic and not conducive to providing reasonable and practical access between the house,
garage and parking areas and would be a hardship to the owner.

Staff Response: The applicant has asserted that two hardships will arise from not being granted
an exception: -

a) It would require the creation of a turnaround space which would eliminate two parking
spaces that now exist that would need to be used for circulation instead.

b) The distance from the garage to the house would be increased from 15 feet in the
proposed design to forty feet.

Staff finds that these hardships are created by the proposed design. There exists no need for an
automobile turn-around on the property of a single-family home that warrants partial demolition
of a historic structure. Walking 40 feet instead of 15 feet does not threaten the health or safety of
the applicant or the general public, which Staft regards as basis for an exception.

Staff does not agree 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.
Applicant Response: The proposed design allows for a closer connection between the house and
new garage and architecturally ties the structures together in a way more in keeping with the
compound and cluster patterns common in the neighborhood. Granting of this exception will
allow for a design that responds to the constrictions of the site, creates and maintains better
access between the parking and house and retains the character and use of the existing driveway
and parking design.

Staff Response:
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Staff does not find that all options were considered. For example, there exists the options to build
a free-standing casita while retaining the existing garage or to forgo a parking turnaround area.
These options would preserve the contributing wall. These have not been ruled out, thus staff
does not see the application warranting and exception.

Staff does not agree with this response.

In summary, Staff finds that the exception criteria for removal of historic material were not met
for the following reasons:

The proposed design disrupts the vertical symmetry of the yard wall, thus damaging the
character of the district where walls that are congruent with the original design of the house, the
lot, and the design intention of the subdivision are found in the Downtown and Eastside;

The need to have a turn around or a decrease in distance between the detached garage and the
house do not constitute a hardship typical of those that warrant an exception by the Board; and

While two design options were considered, greater exploration of design options may be
necessary to determine how the property might accommodate the removal of the existing garage
for an exterior garage or retain the existing garage and construct a casita.

RELEVANT CODE CITATIONS:

14-5.2(A)(1) General Purpose

In order to promote the economic, cultural, and general welfare of the people of the city and to
ensure the harmonious, orderly and efficient growth and development of the city, it is deemed
essential by the governing body that the qualities relating to the history of Santa Fe, and a
harmonious outward appearance, which preserve property values and attract tourists and
residents alike, be preserved, some of these qualities being:

(a) The continued existence and preservation of historical areas and buildings;

(b) The continued construction of buildings in the historic styles; and

(c) A general harmony as to style, form, color, height, proportion, texture and material

between buildings of historic design and those of more modern design.

Removal of Historic Material:
14-5.2(D) General Design Standards for All H Districts
(1)(a) The status of a significant, contributing, or landmark structure shall be retained and
preserved. 1f a proposed alteration will cause a structure to lose its significant,
contributing, or landmark status, the application shall be denied. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of architectural features and spaces that embody the
status shall be prohibited.

14-5.2(E) Downtown and Eastside Design Standards
(1) Old Santa Fe Style
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Old Santa Fe style, characterized by construction with adobe, is defined as including the so-
called "pueblo"” or "pueblo-Spanish” or "Spanish-Indian" and "territorial” styles and is more
specifically described as follows:

(a) With rare exception, buildings are of one story, few have three stories, and the
characteristic effect is that the buildings are long and low. Roofs are flat with a slight
slope and surrounded on at least three sides by a firewall of the same color and material
as the walls or of brick. Roofs are never carried out beyond the line of the walls except
to cover an enclosed portal or porch formed by setting back a portion of the wall or to
form an exterior portal, the outer edge of the roof being supported by wooden columns.
Two-story construction is more common in the territorial than in other sub-styles, and
is preferably accompanied by a balcony at the level of the floor of the second story.
Fagades are flat, varied by inset portales, exterior portales, projecting vigas or roof
beams, canales or water-spouts, flanking buttresses and wooden lintels, architraves and
cornices, which, as well as doors, are frequently carved and the carving may be picked
out with bright colors. Arches are almost never used except for nonfunctional arches,
often slightly ogive, over gateways in freestanding walls;

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

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

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

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

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

1. Name of property: ihistoric andior current name for | 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
property) 524 CALLE CORVO

4, County

SANTAFE

5. Date of Survey

SEPTEMBER 4, 2020
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1949 Plat of Resubdivision of Hughes Second Subdivision

524 Calle Corvo was first listed in the Santa Fe Directory in 1949 under the name Tom Gonzales, by
1951 the house belonged to George J Bello, a body mechanic, with his wife Mary. They were listed at
this address until 2001. Margaret Biava was listed from 2003-2007, then George J Bello from 2008-09.
John C Bienvenu was listed in 2010 and shows up with Sarah Bienvenu on the plat from 2009.
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Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs
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Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPI) Continuation Sheet

Historic Preservation Division, New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs

1. Name of property: (historic and/or current name for | 2. Location: 3. Local Reference Number:
property) 524 CALLE CORVO
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DETAILED LIST OF PROPOSED WORK

LOCATION STATUS PROPQOSED WORK

STREET Contributing | Exception #1 - Demo new opening for 12 driveway, lower a

YARD WALL portion of the yard wall approx. 8 to provide driveway visibility
per zoning requirements.

FACADE 1 Contributing | Demo roof overhang, new roof with 8 ceiling at proposed

(Garage) bedroom, raise parapet +/- 16 , re-stucco,

FACADE 2 Contributing | Relocate single door to new garage, install new window, raise

(Garage) parapet +/- 12 , Re-stucco

FACADE 3 Contributing | Demo roof overhang, replace window, raise parapet +/- 16 , re-

(Laundry) stucco

FACADE 4 | Contributing | Demo wall

(Laundry)

FACADE 5 Contributing | Relocate windows to new Bed 1 and garage. Demo Wall.

(Kitchen) Enclose portion of portal, add new west portal, re-stucco

FACADE 6 | Contributing | Replace window, demo portion of wall, re-stucco

(Bedroom)

FACADE 7 Contributing | Replace canals, re-stucco

{Bedroom) :

FACADE 8 | Contributing | Replace windows and canale, re-stucco

(Bedrooms)

FACADE 9 Primary Refurbish and paint existing window and door, patch portal

Entry Portal) flashing, re-stucco

FACADE 10 | Primary Refurbish and paint existing windows and trim, replace existing

(Living Rm.) viga extensions, re-stucco

FACADE 11 | Primary Refurbish and paint existing window and trim, re-stucco

(Living Rm.)

FACADE 12 | Primary Remove telephone equipment boxes and conduit. Refurbish

(Kitchen) and paint existing window and trim, re-stucco

FACADE 13 | Contributing | Remove existing garage overhead door, refurbish and install

(Garage) window relocated from west side of house, infill rest of opening
with frame/stucco, re-stucco

FACADE 14 | Contributing | Replace windows with pair of French doors, add new window,

(Garage) add portal, re-stucco

EXISTING Contributing | Re-roof existing areas and provide new earthtone bituthene

ROOF roofing at new roofs

PROPOSED | NONE Construct new single car garage. Refurbish, paint and install

GARAGE existing single door and window relocated from west side of

house per plans.

Page 3 of 12
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Exception #1 — New additional 12’ wide driveway opening in existing street yard wall

To fully utilize the existing structure the owner needs to convert the existing garage into a
new third bedroom space. The owner also requires a single car garage and in order to
minimize the impact on the existing structure and make best use of the available open area
this proposal is for a new detached garage rather than an attached garage.

Different design options were considered based on A utilizing the existing driveway
entrance or B creating a new secondary driveway entrance through the existing street yard
wall. The site has its own unique constrictions due to the long narrow shape with a curved
streetfront. Though the lot is over 150 long north to south, the depth of the lot at the
proposed garage area is only 30 and the setbacks reduce the usable depth to just 18 . This
is quite different than the mostly rectilinear lots in the subdivision.

The first option utilizes the existing driveway to access a new detached garage and requires
that the garage be pushed to the north end of the site away from the house in order to allow
for appropriate vehicular access and turnaround space. This option eliminates two parking
spaces in the existing driveway area since that area would be needed for circulation
instead. It also pushes the garage to be about 40 away from the house thus making the
access between the garage/parking areas to the house less practical and reduces the
amount of open space that could be used as a courtyard for the proposed bedroom.
Additionally, the new garage would be so separated from the house as to not have an
architectural dialogue or connection between the structures.

" GARS PARKED IN EXISTING -+,
DRIVEWAY WOULD BLOCK ~ .

© T UNEW +/- 1100 SF

. ADDITIONAL |
- DRIVEWAY AND
© PARKING AREA

e

PROPOSED
GARAGE

524 CALLE CORVO
DESIGN OPTION 'A’ - PROPOSED GARAGE USING EXISTING DRIVEWAY ACCESS
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The second option (proposed) considers leaving the existing driveway as guest parking
space and creating a new secondary driveway entrance to service the garage. This option
allows for retaining the character of the existing parking area and maintains close access for
guests to the house. The proposed garage would be closer to the house, allow for more
architectural connection between the structures and create a natural courtyard space
between it and the house.

- NOl‘th

L EXISTING T
" DRIVEWAY, “

"~ PROPOSED 12’ DRIVEWAY . - -
" ENTRANCE IN EXISTING *  *

i YARDWALL- 77

"/NEW +/- 800 SF
/L ADDITIONAL ", " -

- DRIVEWAY AND
.. PARKING AREA

524 CALLE CORVO
DESIGN OPTION 'B' - PROPOSED GARAGE WITH NEW DRIVEWAY ACCESS

After consideration of the options we feel that option B is more functional and in line with
the aesthetics of the neighborhood and is the proposed design for Board review.

I | =y | s | e ot I,

EXISTING WALL
71y ELEVATION - Street View

AdlS aMEn -0

I

PROPOSED WALL
/2 ELEVATION - Street View

a4 e -1y
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Historical staff review of this proposal has determined that creating a new opening in the
street yard wall requires an exception per Section 14-5.2 D 1 a: The removal of historic

materials or alteration of architectural features that embody the status shall be prohibited
(Yard wall).

The staff report for the recently completed historic status review included a list of special
features of the existing house and garage, many of them not located on a primary facade.
These features were reviewed during the status review Board meeting on October 13, 2020
and it was stated by the Board that these items do not need to be retained unless they are
on a primary fagcade (see pg. 38 of October 13, 2020 HDRB meeting minutes).

Historic Districts and Historic Landmarks Design Standards Exception Criteria

(i) Do not damage the character of the district
Though the street yard wall is not considered a Primary Fagade, we agree that the character
of the wall is distinctive and have designed the new opening to blend well with the existing
design. The existing +/- 44 high street wall steps down in small increments as the street
slopes to the north, except at the last section where the wall changes more significantly at a
buttress to nearly 6 in height. The proposed design will create a 12 wide opening in the
yard wall at the north end of the property, approximately 52 from the existing driveway. A
portion of the wall on either side of the opening will be lowered to a 36 height to allow for
driveway visibility zoning requirements. Stepped interior yard walls similar to the existing will
tie the yard wall to the proposed garage.

In our view, the new opening carries the theme of stepping the wall down as the street
moves north and does not look as imbalanced as the existing design. By being more than
50 away from the existing driveway opening it does not infringe on the appearance of the
existing driveway entry or house. For these reasons we feel this proposal does not damage
the character of the district or property.

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

The proposed new driveway will allow for the garage to be only 15 from the house rather
than 40 as would be required if the existing driveway had to be used instead. Without the
granting of this exception, guests also would have to park further away from the main entry
in order to allow for access to the garage. We feel these added distances are problematic
and not conducive to providing reasonable and practical access between the house, garage
and parking areas and would be a hardship to the owner.

(i) 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 design allows for a closer connection between the house and new garage
and architecturally ties the structures together in a way more in keeping with the compound
and cluster patterns common in the neighborhood. Granting of this exception will aliow for a
design that responds to the constrictions of the site, creates and maintains better access
between the parking and house and retains the character and use of the existing driveway
and parking design.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

BUILDING AREAS

EXISTING HEATED AREA = 1165 SF

PROPOSED HEATED AREA = 84 SF

PROPOSED CONVERSION OF GARAGE TO HEATED AREA = 373 SF
TOTAL FINAL HEATED AREA = 1622 SF

PROPOSED GARAGE = 445 SF
EXISTING PORTAL =57 SF

PROPOSED PORTALS = 170 SF

TOTAL FINAL ROOFED AREA = 2294 SF

HEIGHT LIMITS
Allowable residence height limit = 14 -4
Proposed residence max. height = 12 -0

Allowable new yard wall height = 61 max.
Proposed new yard wall height = 61 max.

ZONING = RC-8

LOT SIZE =_0.169 ACRES (+/- 7362 SF)
Lot coverage: 2294 SF /7362 SF = 31% (40% MAX. ALLOWED)

CONSTRUCTION SYSTEM
New construction will be of wood frame with stucco finish to match existing. Rounded edges
at parapets and wall edges will be maintained.

On behalf of the owner and myself, thank you for your consideration and review of this
proposail.

Courtenay Mathey, Architect
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49



50



51



52



53



54



RESIDENCE AND YARD WALLS

AND ADDITION

SPACE, RAISE PARAPETS.
TO EXISTING YARD WALL

AND GATES
+«  NEWPORTALS
*«  NEW DETACHED GARAGE
+ OTHER WORK AS SHOWN ON PLANS

ACEQUIA MADRE
ELEMENTARY SCHOGL

Vicinity Map
No Scale

EXCEPTION #1

AGEQUIA MADRE

—p
—t

ELEVATION 2/A-4.1

THE MAIN SCOPE OF EXTERIOR WORK INCLUDES:
+« DEMOLITION OF PORTIONS OF EXISTING

»+ CONSTRUCTION OF SINGLE STORY REMODEL
+ CONVERT EXISTING GARAGE TO LIViNG

+ NEW ADDITIONAL DRIVEWAY, MODIFICATION

« ADDITIONAL YARD WALLS, COYOTE FENCING

ACTUAL
REMODEL

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW DIS T
DOWNTOWN AND EASTSIDE HISTORIC REVIEW

HISTORIC STATUS -
CONTRIBUTING STATUS WITH HOUSE STREET FACADES AS
"PRIMARY" PER PLANS,

MAX ALLOWABLE BUILDING HE
IMUM BUILDING H

October 28, 2020
HISTORICAL DESIGN REVIEW
RESIDENTIAL REMODEL/ADDITION
524 Calle Corvo
City of Santa Fe, NM

T= 14" - 4"
HT = 12°-0" AT PROPOSED

MAX. ALLOWABLE YARD WALL HEIGHT = 61"
MAX. ACTUAL YARD WALL HEIGHT = 61"

CREATE NEW OPENING FOR 12' WIDE DRIVEWAY.
LOWER WALLS TO 3 HiGH PER DRIVEWAY
VISIBILITY REQUIREMENTS. SEE YARD WALL

ZONING =_RC-8 | SHEETLIST
SHEET

LOT SIZE = 0.169 ACRES {+/- 7362 SF) NUMBER SHEET NAME
LOT COVERAGE: 2294 SF / 7362 SF = 31% (40% MAX. ALLOWED) A44  |COVER SHEET

A1.2 |SITEPLAN
BUILDING AREAS o
EXISTING HEATED AREA = 1165 SF A-21  |EXISTING FLOORPLAN |
PROPOSED HEATED AREA = 84 SF A22 |PROPOSED FLOOR PLAN T
PROPOSED CONVERSION OF GARAGE TO HEATED AREA = 373 SF A31 |EAST & WEST ELEVATIONS
TOTAL FINAL HEATED AREA = 1622 SF A32 |NORTH&SOUTH  ELEVATIONS |
PROPOSED GARAGE = 445 SF A41  |WALL ELEVATIONS DETAILS |

EXISTING PORTAL = 57 SF
PROPOSED PORTALS =170 SF
TOTAL FINAL ROOFED AREA = 2294 SF

/ N

\
"/
el

_Mathey and Associates
Architects

#2 Camino Pequeno, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87601
BOE/DEE.8854 email: matheyarchitecture@gmail.com

EXISTING HOUSE

EXISTING GARAGE

EXTENT OF PRIMARY
FACADES

EXISTING VIEW FROM CALLE CORVO

CONVERT 84 SF PORTAL TC
HEATED SPACE

RAISE PARAPET +- 12° AT
PORTION OF GARAGE.
NEW RCOF W/ & CEILING.

TO DOORS

REFLACE GARAGE DOOR :
WITH WINDOW RELOCATE
FROM BACK OF HOUSE

REATE NEW OPENING FOR 12' WIDE -
RIVEWAY. LOWER WALL TO 3' HIGH P
DRIVEWAY VISIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

PROPOSED VIEW FROM CALLE CORVO

PROPOSED PORTAL

EXISTING YARD WALLY

CHANGE WINDOW

PROPOSED
GARAGE

N—

REPLACE ROTTED VIGA ENDS
CLEAN AND REPAINT WINDOWS
PATCH AND RE-STUCCO

REPAIR ENTRY PORTAL RCOF FACIA

WEST YARD WALL
NOT SHOWRN FOR
CLARITY

PROPOSED 84 SF ADDITICN
AT EXISTING PCORTAL

RAISE PARAPET +i- 12" AT
PCRTION OF GARAGE, NEW

ROOF WITH &' CEILING PROPCSED PORTAL

/N

PROPOSED
GARAGE

EXCEPTION #1
PROPOSED NEW
DRIVEWAY ENTRANCE

\. a

REPLACE WINDOWS

RAISE PARAPET AND ROOF AT
EXISTING LAUNDORY ROOM TG
PROVIDE &' CEILING

ADD WINDOW

CHANGE WINDOW TO DOORS

PROPOSED 5' COYOTE
FENCE AND GATE PRCGPOSED NORTH

PORTAL

PROPOSED VIEW FROM NORTHWEST

524 CALLE CORVO

RESIDENTIAL REMODEL
AND ADDITION
City of Santa Fe, NM

' COVER SHEET

HISTORIC DESIGN |

‘REVIEW
Amended Qct. 30, 2020

"

J//Sheet No:\
L A-1.1

HIN

! ,\\' ‘:}L§/§i,,




EXISTING GJ_ATE ‘\L

AND YARD - - B+ 0" SIDE SETBACK——~

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

N

. DRIVEWA

PRIMARY //-) ) i_:;—‘-& Eiéhg‘%%\g EXGEETIONS#L © -5
FACADES <= N i } . PROPOGED DRIVEWAY.
N T .- ~OPENING, LOWERING . " . : ) |
\ AN & TN A 8 “ExisnnG

g PORTAL |-

A = L PROPOSEDEI HIGH. > -
[ o8 =~y d.___‘_’,'.-‘—/WALLANQ‘WOOD‘ :

e S G E
, SRR - &2 < I
ann : G\ T B ——— - - v‘___:;’;' ;‘r \ __, s
e OF < =oui i (@5

Cwals IR // Nreay 1B
CSIMILARTO - o . - s B ST ==
EXISTING : 3 : prOPOSED - § .- PROPOSED -

B /_nz‘o

¥ - 0" FRONT SETBACK

o
o GARAGE | NORTHY - BAvAs! : [
- . . - + WAV | === . [
e : 1T PROPOSED '
: " PORTAL
N N el e
\ RAISE PARAPET AND ROOF AT

EXISTING LAUNDRY ROOM TO

FACADE DIAGRAM OF FRubE & CE e
EXISTING HOUSE AND GARAGE
PROPOSED SITE PLAN

1/8" = 10" 1/8" = 1°-0" FRONT SETBACK : NONE REQWIRED IF A YARD WALL BETWEEN 6 AND 8 FEET
HIGH IS BUILT BETWEEN BUILDING AND STREET; OTHERWISE, 7-FOOT STREET
YARD REQUIRED. GARAGES WITH DOORS FACING THE STREET SHALL BE SET

BACK 20' MIN. E——
s \_\\
SIDE: 5-FOOT SIDE SETBACK REQUIRED /Sheet No.\
i
REAR: IF WALL BETWEEN 6 AND 8 FEET HIGH IS BUILT, 5-FOOT REAR SETBACK | A1 2 |
ALLOWED, AND IF NO WALL , 15-FOOT SETBACK REQUIRED. N s/

Mathey and Associates
Architects

#2 Camino Pegueno, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
505/988-9854 email: matheyarchitechme@gmal.com

RESIDENTIAL REMODEL
AND ADDITION
524 CALLE CORVO
City of Santa Fe, NM

SITE PLAN

i
i BATE:

" HISTORIC DESIGN




EXISTING YARD
WALL AND GATE -

Mathey and Associates
Architects

#2 Camino Pequeno, Sarta Fa, New Mexico 87501
| §05086-9864 email: matheyarchitecture@gmail.com

LIVING

DEMO EXISTING

ER ;
EPLACE GARAGE COOR WIT
WINDOW RELOCATED FROM
.BACK OF HOUSE. INFILL " .
REMAINING OPENING WITH
RAME/STUCCO. 7"

AND ADDITION
524 CALLE CORVO

City of Santa Fe, NM

RESIDENTIAL REMODEL

i KITCHEN
! BEDRGCM

THESE EXTERIOR WALLS TO
i : - BE DEMOLISHED. RELOCATE
: WINDOWS TO BED 1 AND !
| ] | TEW GARAGE ————————— 3 b _ REPLAGE
! - ™ WINDOWS X
| g 2 - < 1
! EXCEPTION #1 Il
; RAISE PARAPET/ROOF AT F— —

i EXISTING LAUNDRY RM. ; =
TQ PROVIDE 8 CEILING

(6-9" CEILING)

{ i o DS GARAGE o

RAISE PARAPET
AND ROCOF ——

BEDROOM
REPLACE WINDOWS! : . !

EXISTING FLOOR PLAN

GARAGE. EDI? O%Q?MT‘F VR HISTORIC DESIGN
AT LT REVIEW
tamendad Oet. 30, 2020

T T
- ~

//Sheet Nc;\.
EXISTING FLOOR PLAN A-2.1

174" = 10°

_____ o s _ o L .




ORIMARY o PRIMARY
FACADES
FACADES i
‘0
8
L 3 P P T T gy
*? 1 ’9 L 3 7 »

- JON# -
.- PROPOSED DRIVEWAY -
OPENING, LOWERING .
" OFWALLSTO %' -

<HIGH WALL AND.

S PROPOSEDS,
L DRIVEWAY:
Q o

EFLACE GARAGE DODR WITH o3
INDOW RELOCATED FROM BACK

F HOUSE. INFILL REMAINING =37
PENING WITH FRAME/STUCGO,

SREPAVE EXISTING

RIVEWAY:
0

.-, TOLIVING SPACE
}, ™ RAISE PARAPET

- AND ROOF T "'

- TO DOORS

SRS

N - BEDY |
CONVERT GARAGE

o
N
L

CHANGE WINDOW | ©.

“NEW WINDOW . b

- | ExisTinG LAUNDRY RM. }
| ToprovicE B cEILING |

- R N R A
PRGPOSED B4 SF ADDITION:
| AT EXISTING PORTAL =——

TOKITCHEN £ .

DINING : -

" WOOD-GRAIN WALLS ARE NEW 7.

“ PN
-LIVING -

CNEW LOW- s
- PROFILE

< sKYLIGHTS, T
U TR, e

.41

1.3 ur

————

/\_ \L
PROPOSED & RELOCATE DOCR TO NEW - j- ) REPLACE WINDOWS
HIGH COYOTE GARAGE. REPLACE WITH ; o !
FEMCE AND GATE WINDOW. |«

PROPOSED FLOOR PLAN

V4= 10

\\_,,/
E
i g &
g i
om = 3
BN ED
wno 2i
<8 st
oE §£§
::'5 §%
cu:: s E
o 2
T
= s
]
a o=
O=>Z
EO%@?
e L
mEo,‘,
=y
<0 4s
|:<_Iw
z0O <o
mzoa}
0% % >
I75) !
L o
o
Z
<, |
-
o
(1
O
O
—
i
(]
]
w
@]
o
@]
(1
o
EC
~ HISTORIC DESIGN
REVIEW
FAmended Oct. 30, 2020




T N7 w7z B.7 U2 — — T
7 e TYPICAL EXTERIOR FINISHES
3'—11.'4'1:’-711;'-711‘4!: o 1';41.'2" 3I-THe v 3-8 M 8- ¥ " 3-814" 2"?|ﬂ"y2'-3' 4.1 m'cco—
'{ 1 ’I ’I a 7 7 '! _" CEMENT, EL REY "PALOMING" #1198
| e — N ROUNDED, BULLNOSE CORNERS, TYPICAL
& e
VIGAS MISSING VIGA I < —%
DAMAGED g r e 5\ TELEPHONE CANALES:
Ervany e » =] [] BOXES AND . GARAGE (NOT A PRE-CAST CONCRETE, LIMESTONE COLOR, SMOOTH FINISH p
RUSTED .74 3.8 5.10 /4 E 3-8 T . P
RUSTED " - " ¥ CONDU%5 PRIMARY FACADE) WOOD: -
} T M “COLONIAL PINE* STAIN FINISH BY MINWAX OR SIMILAR
5 o3
< [] = RlG WINDOW AND DOOR COLORS: EXISTING WINDOWS AND TRIM AT
1 4 ! PRIMARY FACADES TO BE REFURBISKED AND PAINTED
3 *TURQUOISE” OR SIMILAR. NEW DOOR AND WINDOW TRIM TO BE
I 1| 20 || gt - TURQUIDISE OR SIMILAR.
el 71 .
‘.’ g SIDEWALKS, PATIOS, PORTAL FLOORS: BUFF CONCRETE OR
e — N — FLAGSTONE
1 LR O L L 17 il e .
TEACADE 9 ‘ o EACADE 101 i FACADE 121 DRIVEWAYS: "SANTA FE BLEND" CONCRETE PAVERS AS Raate B
AVAILABLE FROM SOUTHWEST BLOCK OR SIMILAR
PRIMARY PRIMARY PRIMARY N
e EXPOSED VIGAS: CAST CONCRETE, WOOD LOOK, AS AVAILABLE A b §
/7 EXISTING - EAST R 8 &
[P o [ 9 E
\a3.4/ =g ol 3¢
g8
10 -4 92" 15 -3 g-2ur 21-r 8 m x E
e . e e e . B A e I e e A e e e o e o o o B e e N hwo £2
NEW EXPOSED VIGA ENDS - PROPOSED LOW PROFILE SKYLIGHT NO LD %
SEE TYPIGAL EXTERION HIGHER THAN PARAPET, TYP. = g
FiNISH NOTES NORTH PORTAL o c & >
c 3%
- R TE
= : < 53
3 @ g5
REPAIR METAL = L o
FLASHING. % - o
4 = Ed [} Ex
N F REF URBISH AND PAINT 4 B = Ead
1 EXISTING WINDOWS AND h =+ o2
DOORS AT PRIMARY - o %
FACADES, TYP, i ® o
Taven [~
! > = bt LTl INEW STEPPED YARD =
PRIMARY PROPOSED YARD WALL AND WINDOW RELOGATED oK RELOCATED WALL 16-35" HIGH T}
i WINDOW RELOCATED FROM BACK PAINTED WOOD GATE, FROM WEST SIDE OF HOUSE (] 0=
P RO POS ED - EAST OF HOUSE, FRAME/STUGCD, SIMILAR TO EXISTING Oz >Z
. O o
! 14" = 10" W= O
S EE O g
%7 P oz 178 - 8 11 ] "E
g 2 DEMOMETAL < < :ll o)
v.3 s-0ue CHIMNEY CAP - < [/3)
- DEMOROOF AT 4 ‘ N Zz 0 o =
LAUNDRY AND o : w = °
N PORTION OF S o < S
A [ S— — S— ] | r Q< X2
— , - : e | [72] u (&
‘ w
k o 5 14" | o |
R 18" OVERHANG oda i
3 TO BE REMOVED - 3 7
& == THIS WALL AND PCRTAL TO a .9
BE DEMOLISHED |
ELEC. METER AND ‘ o
PANEL TO REMAIN ‘
) 1
FACADE 3--
e E T N WE T NO PRIMARY FACADES VISIBLE THIS WINDCW TO 8E -~ THIS WINCOW TO BE RELOCATED TO
- SIDE OF PROPOSED GARAGE
/ 3 X I S I G S THIS ELEVATION RELOCATED TO BEDROOM 1 EAST SIDE OF PR Al )
: A3/ q4m =10 —
i e RAISE PARAPET +/- 12" AT PORTICN OF RAISE PARAPET/ROOF AT wn
; GARAGE. NEW ROOF Wi &' CEILING. EXISTING LAUNDRY ROOM TO oz
i PROVIDE 8' CEILING ; Ie)
et e et . e e o i e e e o e R e ot . e e 2 o e e o e e e 2 e e o e e £ e e e 2 e Y o e e o £ e o ROV D B B I G e et om0 £
8- —
21 -7 104 m———— e e s e — - S
& PROPOSED ‘lr NEW PORTAL ROOF ’ o }E
3
- NORTH PORTAL — e },U_) a
g . <
] L LW
o< e
5 . S 3 _ HISTORIC DESIGN
o1 ROPOSED 84 SF ADDITION q REVIEW
A YAT E?(I§TING FfORTAI,.f'\‘\., : “Amended Oct. 30, 2020
i !..a FES S L S SUET R ot Lo
— PROPOSED §' HIGH CMU/STUCCO FACADE7
/’ 4 \ P R YARD WALL AND WOQD GATES ~—— OPTIONAL DIVIDED LITES AT NEW PORTAL DOORS AND WINDOW
\A31) =g
—

e - e e e e e B PR P, S e e s e R




-1z 6'-8" E & -5

|
PRlMAle FACADE
5 e e e e i i o 2 ot o o ot e e e e
J REMOVE METAL CHIMNEY CAP ————
@ 5 o -
; N . N
r ¥ T AP, TSGRV P DT ri s >

’ u '_r | ,,,,\ - /’//
L‘f \ /" g -{ ]
- NON-PRIMARY FACADE """ | 2

- 3 -

s 2 i : * REPLACE EXISTIN :

o a . WINDOWS WITH :
-1 - - ]

SOUTH ELEVATION B .10 1 L a2 L -3 L 3T L -5
7 Ll A
i 7

PRIMARY PRIMARY

PROPOSED - SOUTH

1’4" =1" _ou

( N EXISTING - SOUTH
A-32

14" = 10"

Architects

#2 Camino Pequenc, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
505/986-9854 email: matheyarchitecture@gmail.com

e M e e e e e £ o e b it ik s pras s pana fomas o e e ] e e e e e e et Akt e s s e s

FRIMARY FACADE

J

é A
Mathey and Associates

]
14' - 3" MAN. ALLOWED

\ 1 ' NON-PRIMARY FACADE

am K

« - INTERIOR 3 ':_—l,
/ YARD WALL A 2 1
- T XN S FERRE R A ISR S L ol 5 'y ERRFEAKCERIIN gt Iy 2 w E
;Ex-géfrlﬁéffA;:gb WALL 8 - g >
14 - E 3 % &
NORTH ELEVATION : xE ok
5 HIGH YARD WAL 89 y -
1233
-
. EXISTING - NORTH - /o PROPOSED - NORTH 7 e
\A32 / 114" = 1"-0" \A-3 2/ 1/4" = 10" o< g2
o n QG
2
,iz. o 15 2 :2 . T |
gt —! EXISTING o . ; |:|_:
5 YARD WALL S = "
L < O
: . BZ
3 ; . 3 2
xj T T (=
i F<
! o L?.I
o4
GARAGE DOOR ;—-d_ pd ELJ.I
AS AVAILABLE FROM OVERHEAD e —
DOORS OF SANTAFE FENCE AND GAT Hlﬁoﬁfé”bﬁsmn ]
ot : . REVIE
SIGNATURE CARRIAGE 580 ‘“‘““d“"_‘x‘ 30, 2020
SERIES, WHITE PAINT FINISH PROPOSED - NORTH PROPOSED - SOUTH P
'GARAGE /", GARAGE /nect
\A -3. 2} 1/4" = 1'-Q" \A 3 /} 104" = 10" A""3 2 y;
A , o Y,




EXISTING CMU/STUCCC
//_— WALL

AN 4
-

]

TELE.
PEDESTAL —m I

EXISTING
DRIVEWAY
OPENING

B4

EXISTING WALL
( T> ELEVATION - Street View

316" = 10"

Architects

Mathey and Associates

#2 Camino Pequeno, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
5050869854 email: maiheyarchitecture@gmail.com

EXISTING GATE —‘\

— EXISTING
CMUISTUCCO WALL

EXISTING
DRIVEWAY
OPENING

EXCEPTION #£1

NEW 12 WIDE DRIVEWAY OPENING,
LOWER EXIST!NG WALL TO 36" HIGH
PER DRIVEWAY VISIBILITY
REQUIREMENTS.
RE-STUCCO WALLS.

e

1z-0

!

3
H

NEW DRIVEWAY

-
f
i
|
; OPENING

EXISTING

WALL
/ PROFILE

|
|

PROPOSED WAILL
/2 ELEVATION - Street View

\{\-4-1 /e =10v

AND ADDITION

524 CALLE CORVO

RESIDENTIAL REMODEL
City of Santa Fe, NM

L6

 WALL ELEVATIONS

- DETAILS

oME
HISTORIC DESIGN

[ REVIEW

rAmended Oct. 30, 2020

e -~

Sheet No.

\ A-4.1 J






