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1. Call to Order/Roll Call 

 
 The meeting was called to order at 6:30 pm. A quorum was initially established with nine 

board members present: Ms. S. Bachman-Williams, Mr. T. Beal, Mr. J. Burr, Mr. M. 
Crum, Mr. G. Furnier, Mr. S. Grede, Ms. M. McClements, Mr. P. O’Brien and  Mr. M. 
Roberts. Arrived by 6:35 pm: Ms. P. Factor, Ms. G. Schau.   

 
2. Approval of Minutes – November 19, 2019 

 
Motion to approve the minutes as presented made by Mr. Burr, seconded by Mr. Beal. 
Eight votes in favor: Ms. S. Bachman-Williams, Mr. T. Beal, Mr. J. Burr, Mr. M. Crum, Mr. 
G. Furnier, Mr. S. Grede, Ms. M. McClements, Mr. P. O’Brien. 

 
One Abstention: Mr. M. Roberts (absent); not present for vote:  Ms. P. Factor, Ms. G. 
Schau. 

 
3. Call to the Audience 

 
 None. 
 

4. Reviews 
  

Reviews were heard out of order. 
 

a. HPZ 19-100, 811-821 S. 4th Avenue (continued) 
Flexible lot development for the construction of 4 new residences. 
Full Review 
 
Mr. Bill Mackey, the architect, presented the changes that had been made to 
buildings 2 and 3 of the FLD development that required further board review. He also 
showed a context page of all the front facades on the block showing roof/ porch 
configurations. 

 
Building 2, Lot 2: Mr. Mackey lowered the roof line of the kitchen mass to provide a 
consistent front roofline across the western facade. A new wood porch with columns 
(with standing seam metal roof, to match the gabled portion of the building) was also 
added to the front facade. No other changes were made. 
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The Board noted that the floor plan had not been modified to show the porch, and 
that the south windows in the kitchen facade weren’t shown. Mr. Mackey said he 
would make those changes. 
 
The Board asked for clarification on the details. The porch columns are to be 4”x 4” 
wood. The Board again noted that the glass block was not an appropriate material in 
the district and asked that they be removed from the front gable. Mr. Mackey clarified 
they would be removed. All of the French doors and rear door are single light wood, 
with fixed glass panes between. The rear hallway to the master bedroom is fixed 
plate glass in 2X construction to look somewhat like an enclosed porch. The Board 
noted that it is not generally visible from the street. The metal doors on the 
mechanical room were not an issue due to their non-visible location.  

 
Several board members were still concerned about the front massing with low 
parapeted mass joined to a tall gabled portion being unusual and inconsistent with 
the development zone, in that it didn’t have a central massing feature joining the 
elements. However, others noted that there was a variety of roof forms and massing 
on the block. Mr. Mackey responded that the owner/developer was not interested in 
changing the roof line or form any further. 

 
Building 3, Lot 3: Mr. Mackey reduced the height of the adobe massing of the 
structure to 15’-8” a.f.f. from 20’-11” a.f.f. No other changes were made to the plans. 

 
The Board asked if Mr. Mackey addressed the Board’s previous comments regarding 
the metal canales and corner windows. Mr. Mackey indicated that both of those 
elements were to stay. There was no board consensus for or against either element. 
Several members thought the windows were less visible at the rear of the structure. 
It was noted that metal canales had been approved in the past on another new 
building in the development zone, although they were less visible. 

 
The Board asked if corrugated roofing would still be used on the front “porch” 
covering, as it is not generally appropriate on principal buildings. Mr. Mackey said the 
corrugated roofing could be replaced with standing seam roofing.  

 
The Board also asked for clarification on the surface texture for the adobe potion of 
the building. It will indeed have a plaster finish, but may show the patterns of the 
adobe blocks used in its construction. 

 
The Board asked why Mr. Mackey did not expand the porch as requested by the 
board. He stated that it was the owner’s desire for the porch to remain as drawn.  

 
Action Taken:  
Mr. Furnier made a motion to recommend approval of the revised plans as 
presented, with two conditions; the removal of the glass block (gable end) in building 
2/ lot 2, and requiring standing seam rather than corrugated metal on the roof of the 
front porch on building 3/ lot 3. Motion seconded by Mr. Beal, but with the 
amendment that the approvals were contingent on final approval for the FLD plans. 
Mr. Furnier agreed the amendment. It was also noted that both reviews (11-19 and 
12-17) should be forwarded to PDSD. 
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Nine votes in favor, one opposed (Mr. Grede), one abstention (Mr. Roberts—
property owner in the development zone). 
 
These plans did not get the APHZAB Stamp at this time, Mr. Mackey will contact Ms. 
McClements in the near future. 
 

b. HPZ 19-108, 521 S. Russell 
Construction of an attached second dwelling unit at the rear of the lot. 
Full Review/Contributing Resource 

   
Item moved to a future agenda, as applicants were unable to attend the meeting. 

   
c. HPZ 19-112, 741 S. 6th Avenue 

Install temporary decorative signage, 3 on 6th Avenue and one on 18th Street. 
Full Review 

 
Mr. Larry Kappler presented the proposed signage and general location plan along 
the construction fence at the Baffert project. He stated that all the signs will be 
canvas, portable and somewhat like those there currently. Three “copy” signs will be 
on S. 6th Ave., and one on 18th St. In addition, artwork panels will also be used 
along the frontage. 

 
The Board asked for clarification from Ms. Brown (HPO) what the Board’s purview is 
on this project. Ms. Brown stated that the board should not comment on the “art 
signs” or murals, as the code does not cover them. The only required comments to to 
be made are on the informational or advertising signs, including size, number, 
placement, style, copy, etc.  

 
The Board asked how long the signs will be up. Mr. Kappler stated the signs would 
be up the entirety of construction, which is tentatively scheduled to be done in 
February 2021. The building should be open for tenants etc. in September 2021.  

 
The Board noted that the 6th Avenue frontage has both C-3 and HC-3 zoning and 
therefore different sign code requirements. A total of 4 signs is allowed, with a 
maximum total area of 128 SQ FT., however 3 need to be less than 32 ft. sq. (Only 
one is allowed in the H zoned area.) 

 
Some board members were concerned about intersection visibility of S. 6th Ave. from 
18th St. being restricted by this signage at the corner locations (but noted it could be 
a moot point if the fencing is fully screened for construction). Others noted that there 
shouldn’t be a visibility issue due to the orientation of traffic. Clarification was again 
asked of Ms. Brown (HPO) about the southwest corner at the intersection and 
placement of the signs. Ms. Brown stated that is a question for TDOT, and that the 
approval can be made conditional on TDOT approval. Mr. Kappler stated that the 
signage from that perspective has been reviewed and he believed it had been 
approved.  

 
Action Taken:  

 
Mr. Burr made a motion to recommend the approval of the four signs as presented 
with three conditions: that no more than 1 will be in the “H” zoned portion of the 
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proposed new parcel; that the artwork panels should be separated from the 
advertising signs (so as to be size compliant); and that TDOT approves the signage 
locations to not obstruct sight visibility requirements. Motion seconded by Mr. Grede. 
Discussion took place regarding the placement/use of the art signs.  

 
Motion passed unanimously; eleven votes in favor.  
 

5. Design Guidelines Project 
 

a. Update on the design guidelines 
 
Nothing expected before early 2020. 

 
6. Minor Review Update 
 

a. Updates on recent Minor Review provided 
 
546 S 4th Avenue – Wall approved as presented  
530 S 4th Avenue – Solar panels approved as presented.  
 

7. Call to the Board 
 

The Board thanked Mr. Crum and Ms. Factor for their long service, and Mr Grede for 
serving on the board.  
 
Mr. Burr noted that as of January 1st, all of 2018’s LARs will likely be removed from the 
COT website, and encouraged members to download the information beforehand. He 
also noted that January 1st the record requests will be exclusively electronic and can 
now take up to 30 days for response.  
 
Mr. Roberts asked if a new wall had received a review (it was). Mr. Roberts also had 
concerns about trends in property values he had noted in the area. 
 
Mr. Grede agreed to continue on the board until Ms. Erickson became a member (only if 
necessary) but was looking forward to returning to the Historic Commission, as planned. 
(Ms. Brown noted she expected the appointment to go through before the next meeting.) 

 
8. Call to the Audience 
 

Paula Wilk at 332 E 13th Street (13th and Railroad) noted she would like to add one 
additional solar panel to an existing array of 13 panels and asked for information on how 
to proceed. (A minor review). 

 
9. Future Agenda Items 
 
 None. 
 
10. Adjournment  
 
 The Meeting adjourned at 7:20 pm.  

 


