PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSION
AGENDA

PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSION CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
REGULAR MEETING/PUBLIC HEARING 201 S. CORTEZ STREET
FRIDAY, MAY 8, 2009 PRESCOTT, ARIZONA

8:00 AM (928) 777-1100

1
The following Agenda will be considered by the Prescott Preservation Commission at
its Regular Meeting / Public Hearing to be held on Friday, May 8, 2009 in Council

Chambers, 201 S. Cortez Street, Prescott, Arizona at 8:00 AM. Notice of this meeting
is given pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes, Section 38-431.02.

L. CALL TO ORDER

. ATTENDANCE

MEMBERS
Doug Stroh, Chairman

Frank DeGrazia, Vice-Chairman Mike Todd
Russ Buchanan Marv Wright
Elisabeth Ruffner

il. REGULAR AGENDA
1. Consider approval of the minutes of the April 10, 2009 meeting.

2 HP09-012, 1102 Iron Springs Road, APN: 115-09-057A, Zoning BG. Courtesy Review
for Lloyd's Liquors, for support for a Variance to exceed the allowable square footage
and to move and roof-mount a non-conforming sign from the 1970s for Lloyd's Liquors.
Owner is Don Moon. Applicant is Otwell Associates Architects. Historic Preservation
Specialist, Nancy Burgess.

3. HP09-013, 150 E. Sheldon Street, Historic Preservation District # 8, Santa Fe Depot.
APN: 113-18-006. Request for a sign permit to install a new sign for Brown Bag Burger.
Owners are Deport Market Place, LLC. Applicant is A & B Sign Company. Community
Planner, Mike Bacon.

The City of Prescott endeavors to make all public meetings accessible to persons with disabilities. With 48 hours advance
notice, special assistance can also be provided for sight and/or hearing impaired persons at public meetings. Please call 928-
777-1100 (voice) or (TDD) to request an accommodation to participate in the meeting.
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4. Recommendations by Commission regarding Historic Preservation and
stewardship awards for Preservation Month, May, 2009. Community Planner, Mike
Bacon.

5. A presentation by Doug Stroh regarding the restoration of the Hubbell Trading
Post.

IV. SUMMARY OF CURRENT OR RECENT EVENTS

V. ADJOURNMENT

CERTIFICATION OF POSTING OF NOTICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing notice was duly posted at Prescott City Hall
and on the City’s website on April 30, 2009 at 3:00 PM in accordance with the statement filed with the

City Clerk's Oﬁ|Cfg;(W

Kelly Qamméh Boards and Commissions Administrative Specialist
Community Development Department




PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSION
April 10, 2009
Prescott, Arizona

MINUTES OF THE PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSON held on April 10, 2009 in the CITY
COUNCIL CHAMBERS located at 201 S. CORTEZ ST., Prescott, Arizona.

CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Doug Stroh called the meeting to order at 8:00 AM.

ATTENDANCE

MEMBERS PRESENT

Doug Stroh, Chairman

Frank DeGrazia, Vice Chairman
Russ Buchanan

OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE

George Worley, Asst. Community Development Director
Nancy Burgess, Historic Preservation Specialist

Mic Fenech, Director Administrative Services

Mike Todd Mike Bacon, Community Planner
Elisabeth Ruffner Kelly Sammeli, Recording Secretary
Marv Wright
COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT
Lora Lopas, Council Liaison
[l REGULAR AGENDA
1. Consider approval of the minutes of the March 13, 2009 meeting.

Ms. Ruffner,,MOTION: to approve the minutes of the March 13, 2009 meeting.

Chairman Stroh, 2". VOTE: 6-0.

HP09-008, 117 E. Gurley Street, Ste 113. Historic Preservation District # 2, Elks Building and
Theater. APN: 109-01-011C. Request for a sign permit to replace a face panel in an existing
sign box. Owner is Prescott Elks Building LLC. Applicant is Ben Filer for Sharp Homes Realty,
Inc. Historic Preservation Specialist, Nancy Burgess.

Ms. Burgess reported that the application was for a face replacement on the standard sign
box located on the Elks Opera House for the four different store fronts located there. Ms.
Burgess noted that the face change is for Sharp Homes Realty, Inc., which will occupy the first
storefront to the west, the background color is blue, the lettering is white and the size of the

sign is 1.5 feet by 13 feet totaling 18.2 square feet. Staff is recommending approval of the
application.

Chairman Stroh called for comments or questions from the Commissioners. Hearing none,
called for a motion.

Mr. Wright, MOTION: to approve HP09-008 signage for 117 East Gurley Street, Suite 113.

Ms. Ruffner, 2", VOTE: 6-0.

HP09-010. 325 E. Gurley Street. Historic Preservation District #13, Southeast Prescott. APN:
109-01-056A. Request is to remove old stucco, eliminate flashing, and add popouts around
the windows. Install stucco over reverse board and batten, wrap stucco over top of parapet
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and popouts, Repaint, same colors. Owner/ Applicant is Loren Q. Rowling. Community
Planner, Mike Bacon.

Mr. Bacon reported that the application is for the business, The Cleaning Machine, who would
like to do some exterior upgrades to the property which includes repair and/or replace existing
stucco, stucco over existing reverse board and batten, eliminate flashing, wrap stucco over
the top of the parapet, construct pop-outs around the existing windows and repaint the
building the same color. Mr. Bacon noted that the owner and his designer were present to
provide a brief overview of the project.

Mr. Mark Peugh, designer for the project noted that the owner wishes to get rid of the high
maintenance areas on his building and by re-stuccoing and adding the pop-outs on the
building, it will enhance the building. Mr. Peugh added that the color scheme will remain the
same and it this will clean up the building and make it more presentable.

Ms. Ruffner inquired if there was a licensed contractor.

Mr. Bacon indicated that a licensed contractor will be addressed during the application for the
building permit.

Chairman Stroh called for comments or questions from the Commissioners.
Mr. Wright, MOTION: to approve HP09-010, 325 East Gurley Street, the work exhibited.

Chairman Stroh, 2"%. VOTE: 6-0.

4. HP09-011, 319 S. Mt. Vernon Street. Historic Preservation District # 13, Southeast
Prescott. APN: 110-03-034. Consider request for support for variance to reduce corner side
setback along Oak Street from 15 feet to 7 feet, and request for approval of proposed
building permit to install garage to be moved from another location as shown in photos, with
minor code adjustments. Owner is Warren C. Kuhles. Applicant is Robert Burford. Mike
Bacon, Community Planner.

Mr. Bacon noted that the applicant was before the Preservation Commission last month to
seek support for an increase of lot coverage to allow for placement of a garage that would be
re-located to the applicant’s address. Mr. Bacon reported that the Commission did approve
the request for support to the Board of Adjustments for the corner setback reduction and upon
further discussion of the project it was suggested that a possible side setback reduction could
be helpful in the placement of the garage. Mr. Bacon further reported that because the request
for the corner setback reduction was not on the agenda at that time, (March 13, 2009) the
applicant has returned before the Commission to seek support for a reduction in the corner
setback requirement of 15' down to 7'. Mr. Bacon noted that the applicant did obtain a
variance a few years ago to cover an open deck on the same side as requested for the garage
placement. Mr. Bacon further noted that if the Commission approves the request the
applicant will place the garage on the exterior corner, it will line up with the porch and the
entrance to the garage will be off of the alley. Mr. Bacon placed photographs of the garage on
the overhead projector for everyone to view. Mr. Bacon reported that when he went to the
property to post for the Board of Adjustment hearing, it was noted that the corner yard was
covered in decomposed granite and being utilized for parking. Mr. Bacon reported further that
within a historic district the grass areas should not be replaced with decomposed granite, and
staff is recommending that as part of the motion, there should be conditions added. Mr. Bacon
noted that the project should be built within substantial conformance of the site plan; a
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landscaping plan for the right-of-way to be submitted and approved by Staff prior to the
issuance of the Building Permit for the garage; the landscaping with plantings to be installed
prior to the final Inspection of the garage; and if the variance request is granted by the Board
of Adjustment, the applicant will not have to return before the Preservation Commission prior
to obtaining the building permit if the garage architecture is not changed.

Ms. Ruffner inquired if the right-of way is owned by the City, is the property owner
responsible for maintaining it?

Mr. Bacon indicated “yes” and although the City is promoting water-wise plantings, it would be
out of character for the historic district. Mr. Bacon added that the majority of the historic areas
along Mount Vernon have grass and not desert-type landscaping.

Mr. Wright inquired if the neighbors would be notified that the garage has a deck.

Mr. Bacon indicated the neighborhood area will be notified again when this project goes
before the Board of Adjustment in May.

Mr. Wright inquired if the deck would be mentioned (in the notice).

Mr. Bacon indicated “no” and informed the Commission that an accessory building by code
can be as tall as 20 feet; and the notice would only include what the request is for and the
intended use.

Mr. Wright commented that he is having trouble with the neighbors not knowing that there is a
deck on top of the garage.

Mr. Bacon indicated that the description on the notice could be noted as a garage with a roof
deck.

Mr. Wright noted that would be better because it could affect a neighbors’ property value.
Chairman Stroh invited the applicant to speak.

Mr. Warren Kuhles, 319 S. Mount Vernon noted that he has spoken with his closest neighbor
and did intend to speak to a couple other neighbors in the area regarding the project. Mr.
Kuhles indicated that he had concerns with the landscaping plan because, when he
purchased the home, the area was already being used for parking and they have since
created planter boxes to add appeal to the area. Mr. Kuhles noted that he did not want to plant
grass in the area.

Chairman Stroh inquired if the Commission should be discussing the landscaping.

Mr. Bacon noted that it was added as a condition to include plantings in the area as
decomposed granite is not considered landscaping. Mr. Bacon noted that the condition was
added to the staff report because, if the area was left as it is’ it could serve as a precedent to
the right of way areas for other projects in the future.

Ms. Ruffner indicted that she has noted that there are pavers as well as plantings in the right-
of-way area on South Mount Vernon.

Mr. Bacon asked Ms. Burgess to comment on the topic.
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Ms. Burgess, Historic Preservation Specialist reported that the landscaping in an important
part of the historic districts and in the National Register nominations that landscaping is noted
as part of the district, especially the parkways and the street scapes. Ms. Burgess indicated
that since the area is a side street, it could have landscaping strips with low growing type
plants conducive with the area.

Mr. Kuhles indicated that there currently are planter boxes separating the parking spots and
around the trees, and they are in the process of dong the spring plantings. Mr. Kuhles
stressed again that he did not want the added expense of providing a landscaping plan as
they already have it in.

Ms. Ruffner noted that there was a photograph in the packet.showing the front elevation of the
property and reflects plantings close to the house and the right-of-way area close to the street
with something green. Ms. Ruffner indicated that it appeared to be in compliance with the
National Register and the historic district landscape appearance and did not reflect a problem.
Mr. Kuhles indicated that was the area along Mount Vernon.

Mr. Todd asked Mr. Bacon to put the site plan on the property back up on the overhead.

Mr. Bacon noted the area on the site plan, and indicated that the area surrounding the trees is
covered with decomposed granite and along S. Mount Vernon there is greenery. Mr. Bacon
inquired if the Commission wanted to set a precedent allowing the area to be free of plantings.

Mr. Kuhles noted the site plan and located all the grass areas, the raised planter boxes/ flower
beds and indicated that it is not all decomposed granite.

Mr. DeGrazia inquired if staff was suggesting a change to something that currently exists.
Mr. Bacon noted that the area had been changed sometime from grass to decomposed
granite and was noted during the posting. Mr. Bacon inquired if it should be allowed as
landscaping within the historical districts.

Mr. DeGrazia indicated that he understood the continuity that staff was trying to keep, he
did not think that the Commission could make it a condition of the project since the
decomposed granite was already is in place.

Chairman Stroh noted that the location was not on Mount Vernon but, on the side street, Oak
Street.

Mr. Bacon noted that all the area is still located within the historic district.

Chairman Stroh indicted that he did not see where the board would be giving support or denial
in regards to the decomposed granite with the conditions that staff has suggested.

Mr. Bacon indicated that the Commission would be giving denial with the support of plantings.

Mr. DeGrazia inquired if there is a compromise between the owner not wanting to do anything
and the City requiring the change.

Mr. Bacon noted that it would be up to the Commission to determine what they foresee as the
historic context of the neighborhood.
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Chairman Stroh indicated that he could not make a decision without a plan.

Ms. Ruffner noted that it would be up to staff to make the decision after the Commission
makes the recommendation. Ms. Ruffner added that the condition could state the landscaping
be installed with green planting prior to the final inspection of the garage.

Mr. Bacon stated that the Commission could review the landscaping plan, however, staff is
trying to save a step for the applicant and is not being specific on the plants, only that they
need to be green.

Mr. Wright commented that he and his wife spent some time trying to get approval for plants in
the right-of-way and did not get approval until they went before the City Council.

Mr. Kuhles stressed that he is not comfortable with the condition at all. Mr. Kuhles added that
the condition was too open ended and that his water bill reflects that he is keeping the area
green and the location is within the nature of the historic district.

Mr. DeGrazia noted that the owner has stated that he strongly opposes the condition and
asked staff what option the owner has if the condition is attached to the motion.

Mr. Bacon reported that the applicant could make his case before the Board of Adjustment.
Mr. Bacon indicated that the Board will be looking for the Commissions’ recommendation on
this specifically, because, anywhere else in the City, decomposed granite would be
acceptable, and if the Commission supports the request for the maximum lot coverage and
the reduced corner lot setback, the Board will be looking for guidance on the landscaping
issue as well.

Mr. Todd indicated that when he went to look at the property he did not look at the long side
yard that is being discussed and he only looked at the area where the garage would be
located and how it affects the area. Mr. Todd added that there might need to be a compromise
based on what the applicant has already provided.

Chairman Stroh noted that there might be a need for a separate landscaping code for the
historic properties.

Ms. Ruffner noted that the term “natural” is missing and that she would hate to see green
painted DG.

Chairman Stroh called for other comments or questions from the Commissioners.

Mr. DeGrazia noted that it is the owners’ right to control his property and that it is the
Commissions role to make the recommendations. Mr. DeGrazia added that the item might
need to be placed on hold and brought back at the next meeting.

Mr. Todd indicated that he was not comfortable going one way or the other because the
applicant is stating the landscaping in there and it is not reflected on the plan provided.

Ms. Ruffner inquired if it is typical for the Commission to offer staff some words about
complying with the historic preservation designation under City Ordinance for the details of
landscaping?

Ms. Burgess reported that it was not uncommon however, it is not something that the
Commission deals with often. Ms. Burgess indicated that during the variance process of the
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application and the permit for the garage, Mr. Bacon noted the lack of landscaping and
presented the landscaping as part of the request to save the applicant time. Ms Burgess noted
that the applicant did not address the landscaping in the application or on the site plan as it
was not one of the requests. Ms. Burgess commented that the Commission could suggest
working out the landscaping between the applicant and staff or decline to address the
landscaping or have the applicant return with the landscaping plan. Ms. Burgess indicated that
the Commission should keep in mind that if the Board of Adjustment does not approve the
Variance there may be another approach to the project.

Ms. Ruffner noted for the Commission that the location is within a local Historic Preservation
District as well as a National Register and the landscaping is called out in the Ordinance.

Ms. Burgess reported that the landscaping is not addressed in the historic preservation
overlay district ordinance, it in only addressed in the National Register nomination.

Ms. Ruffner indicated that the Secretaries’ Standards refer the Preservation Commission to
make decisions to provide for a closer appearance to the original design than to take it farther
away. Ms. Ruffner added that she was unsure of who would make the decision on the
landscaping.

Mr. DeGrazia inquired if the planting would be in conformity with the rest of Mount Vernon or
of the low-water species.

Mr. Bacon noted that except for grass, there is not much conformity on Mount Vernon and that
staff is only proposing something green that is low-maintenance and low-water.

Mr. DeGrazia indicated that could be contrary to the rest of Mount Vernon.

Mr. Kuhles indicated that they were talking about Oak Street and not Mount Vernon, further
adding that Mount Vernon is grass, which he has. Mr. Kuhles noted that he has installed a drip
line for the raised beds and has improved the area by at least 200 percent.

Ms. Ruffner noted that the applicant has drip irrigation that is located within City right-of —
way.

Chairman Stroh inquired if the City can direct the applicant to landscape the right-of-way.

Mr. Bacon reported that the owner has to maintain the right-of-way and that the city finds it
maintenance free.

Mr. Todd indicated that since the applicant made a submittal based on a variance, and the
Commission is not familiar with the landscaping issue, that the Commission should vote only
on the variance and the landscaping issue can be resolved at a later date. Mr. Todd noted that
he did not feel comfortable voting on the landscaping because he does not know what is
there. He needs to look at the area and was not aware that the landscaping was going to be
addressed on this particular portion of the property.

Mr. Bacon noted that the landscaping would not be brought up at the Board of Adjustment
meeting; that the request for the maximum lot coverage and the reduced corner setback will
only be addressed and staff cannot add on any conditions for the corner setback area. It can
only be a recommendation from the Commission.
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Mr. Todd indicated that if staff and the applicant were in agreement it would be easier,
however, because staff and the applicant are on opposite ends, the Commission is being
asked to make a decision on something that does not have the supporting information for the
Board to base it's decision on.

Chairman Stroh indicated that the landscaping was very confusing and that the City needs to
come up with new regulation on landscaping for Historic Districts. Chairman Stroh added that
a motion needs to be created to eliminate the landscaping element.

Mr. Wright concurred and noted that it is existing landscaping that is located on Oak Street
and not Mount Vernon. Mr. Wright added that the City sends out mixed messages because
an owner can get reimbursed to install low-water use plants.

Ms. Ruffner, MOTION: to recommend approval of HP09-011 to decrease the corner yard

to 7' in order to move an existing garage from another property to this site, with the

following conditions: 1) Substantial conformance with the site plan dated March 18, 2009;

2) A Building Permit may be granted if a Variance is granted by the Board of Adjustment
without any review of the garage by the Preservation Commission if the garage. architecture
is hot changed.

Mr. Wright inquired if the MOTION could include that the observation deck could be
included with the garage on the notices that are sent out for the Board of Adjustment
hearing.

Ms Ruffner accepted the amendment to be included with the MOTION.
Mr. Wright, 2", VOTE: 5-1. (Mr. DeGrazia)

5. HP09-009, 117 East Gurley Street. Historic Preservation District # 2, Elks Opera
House/Theater. APN: 109-01-011B, 109-01-011C. Consider request to restore the
interior of the Elks Theater to original design. Request includes new seats; new sprinkler
system; restore marquee to the original 1920’s design; remove schist stone veneer at the front
foyer. Owner is City of Prescott. Applicant is Otwell Associates Architects. Nancy Burgess,
Historic Preservation Specialist. This item will include a tour of the Elks Opera House.

Commissioner DeGrazia recused himself from this item due to a potential conflict of
interest and left the dais.

Ms. Burgess reported that the Elks Opera House Foundation had received a one million dollar
endowment from the James Family Trust for the renovation and restoration of the Elks Opera
House and there has been discussion between the City of Prescott, the Elks Opera House
Foundation and Otwell and Associates with regard to a contract for a comprehensive
restoration of the Elks Opera House. Ms. Burgess added that the request would entail
restoring the interior of the Elks Theater to original design, installing new seats downstairs, a
new sprinkler system, restore the marquee to the original 1920’s configuration with new
signage and lighting, removing the schist stone veneer at the front foyer to expose the grey
brick pilasters and granite bases, remove the dropped ceiling in the foyer on the outer part
before entering the lobby, restore the pressed metal ceiling in the foyer and other
miscellaneous work. Ms. Burgess indicated that most of the funding would come from the Elks
Opera House Foundation with a small portion of the funding provided by the City of Prescott.
Ms. Burgess noted that Bill Otwell and Wayne Sanford were present with design boards to
show the overview of the work. Ms. Burgess placed a photograph of the Elks Building on the
overhead and noted that there would be changes in all four elevations, the location of the
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schist rock removal, and the location of the marquee. Ms. Burgess noted that there would be a
new stairway installed at the east elevation, and the remaining elevations would have safety
concerns addressed. Ms. Burgess reported that Otwell and Associates hired an expert to do a
complete investigation on what is underneath the many layers of the last one hundred years
and indicated that the Commission would take a break to go to the Elks and see what the
proposals are. Ms. Burgess noted that the firm hired by Otwell has prepared a detailed report
of their findings and it will become part of the Historic Preservation Plan that is being prepared
by Otwell and Associates. Ms. Burgess noted that the Mr. Otwell will provide a brief overview
on the project, then the Commission will go to the Elks location, return back to the Council
Chambers for further discussion and vote on the item. Ms. Burgess added that after the vote
on the Elks project the Commission will have the opportunity to-say good bye to Mr. Don
Rantz and also meet Ms. Cat Moody who will be taking over.the Preservation Specialist
position.

Mr. Bill Otwell, 121 East Goodwin inquired if the Commission would like to hear the
presentation prior to the trip to the Elks or after.

Mr. Wright indicated that he preferred to hear it now so he could ask questions on the tour.
Chairman Stroh indicated that would be good.

Ms. Ruffner noted to the Commission that they have been presented an updated chronology
of significant actions in the theater and noted that the Elks Opera House Foundation intends
to produce a history of work on the theater that is up to date based on the work that the
architects have provided.

Mr. Otwell reported that the approach for the theater would be restorative in nature and the
guide that will be used is the Prescott Historic Preservation Master Plan. Mr. Otwell indicated
that they have been working for the Elks Opera House Foundation and the first thing that was
asked of him was to create a Historic Building Preservation Plan for the entire building as it is
the goal of the Elks Opera House Foundation to acquire the entire building. Mr. Otwell noted
that the area of the marquee and the columns are located in an area that is not owned by the
City, but by a group of investors who own the Elks building itself, and they have been very
accommodating to the needs of his staff. Mr. Otwell indicated that they are seeking the
approval of the Preservation Commission to remove the schist stone that wraps the columns
and to restore the1920’s canopy (marquee). Mr. Otwell noted that something had been done
to the Elks building every decade since it was built and most of what has occurred to the
building was added, and with the restoration there will be subtraction. Mr. Otwell placed a
photograph of the original interior on the overhead and indicated that the request is to restore
the interior of the opera house back to the original design. Mr. Otwell noted that the project will
also include replacing the seats, installing a code-required fire sprinkler system, installing new
stage lighting, a covering over the stage floor, install a new chair lift to the stage area,
reconstruct the box seats and reinstall the pressed metal ceiling. In closing Mr. Otwell
indicated that when the Commissioners go to the Elks building they will see that the schist
stone has been removed and they will be able to see the original column underneath.

Ms. Ruffner commented that the Elks Opera House Foundation is asking people to spend
$500.00 for a seat which will provide funds to help restore the 1927 seats in the balcony. Ms.
Ruffner further indicated that they would not be putting the name of the purchaser on the
seats but have come up with a draft policy that seats can be sold in celebrity names. Ms.
Ruffner added that she believes the policy will be adopted and as such the Foundation will
accept a donation for two seats, to be named (for instance) in honor of Tom Mix and Tony the
Wonder Horse. Ms. Ruffner indicated that after the meeting with the seating company, the
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Foundation was assured that it is common practice to place a small plaque in the right arm
rest, and the seats will be purchased with the blank plates in the arm rest which can be
popped out and engraved as the seats are sold. Ms Ruffner further noted that she would like
to introduce Mr. Dan Wilson, who is a member of the firm that owns the Elks Building, LLC,
who was present at the meeting.

Ms. Burgess indicated that the Commissioners would now go to the Elks building and
the Preservation Commission left the Council Chambers at 9:15 AM to go to the Elks Opera
House to review the proposal and see the areas noted in the project.

On the field trip the members of the Preservation Commission were shown the area where the
original box seats were located, along with the original molding. Mr. Otwell explained how the
area has since been used for the HVAC system and that the new box seats will be
reconstructed but only the front portion of the box seat area will be usable. Mr. Otwell noted
that in the past the theater was cooled with a large box fan that is located in the roof of the
building that would be opened to allow the air to circulate. Upon the Commissioners
gathering in the balcony area, Mr. Otwell explained that a portion of the original cast plaster
rope molding was discovered after a portion of the wall was removed and that a rubber mold
was taken of it. This was done so the molding could be manufactured for the replacement of
the entire area along the stage. Mr. Otwell also pointed out the original stencil design along
the wall area that was discovered after many layers of paint were removed. Mr. Otwell
indicated that this was believed to.be the original 1906’s design and the original color is dark
green. After a short viewing of the wall detail everyone Mr. Otwell explained that the seats

in the balcony area were the original seats (actually for 1933) and it was the hope to
refurbish the seats but that was still undetermined. Many comments were noted regarding the
unique design in the bases of the end seats. Mr. Otwell also explained that a lighting expert
will be brought in to design the stage lighting and provided a brief review of the balcony
design. The Commission members moved to the lobby area were Mr. Otwell explained the
plan to incorporate the original design into the second lobby area, so that a person would be
able to visually see the differences between the two lobbies and walk back in time. Mr. Otwell
then took the Commissioners outside to the entrance of the building where everyone viewed
the area where the schist stone had been removed and they could view the original granite
blocks underneath.

The Commissioners returned to the City Council Chambers and the meeting resumed at 9:55
AM.

Chairman Stroh indicated that he was pleased with everything he saw however, he did have
concerns about the old seats in the balcony that are very ornate and why the decision had
been made to remove them instead of restore them.

Mr. Otwell reported that the original plan was to restore the seats, however the Foundation
believes that the seats in the balcony area are the best seats in the house and they wanted
them to be comfortable. Mr. Otwell added that they did check into taking pieces out of the old
seats and installing them into the new ones but the cost factor was prohibitive. Mr. Otwell
indicated that this is just the preliminary plan and nothing has been finalized as of yet.

Chairman Stroh indicated it would be nice to work the cast iron sides into the new seats.
Mr. Otwell indicated that it is possibility.

Ms. Ruffner noted that the Foundation intends to recycle every portion of the metal that is
removed from the seats if it is found that it is not useable in the new seating.
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Mr. Otwell indicated that they are open to suggestions and that it is their intention to make the
theater useable for the 21st century as well as preserving as much of the historical
elements as possible.

Mr. Todd noted that he was happy that the seats will be replaced as it was one of the things
that kept him form attending the theater.

Ms. Ruffner noted that all the concerns will be taken into account and that the seats will be the
most efficient and comfortable they can be.

Mr. Wright, MOTION: to approve HP09-009, 117 East Gurley Street restoration of the EIlks
Building and Theater (interior and exterior) to original design as presented.

Chairman Stroh, 2"%. VOTE: 5-0.

6. Farwell to Don Rantz and Welcome to Cat-Moody.

Chairman Stroh noted that Mr. Rantz was not present and invited Ms. Moody to the
podium to speak.

Ms. Cat Moody introduced herself to the Preservation Commission and indicated that she
has worked for the City of Prescott since 2004. Ms. Moody informed the Preservation
Commission that she has a Masters in Landscape Architecture, which she obtained at the
University of New Mexico under Chris Wilson, the head of the Historic Preservation
Graduate certificate program at the University. Ms. Moody indicated that Chris Wilson was
her primary mentor in her degree process; she is registered within the state of Arizona as
a Landscape Architect and is excited to reconnect with Landscape Architecture and history
as she transitions into the Historic Preservation Specialist that Nancy Burgess will vacate
this year.

V. SUMMARY OF CURRENT OR RECENT EVENTS

None.

V. ADJOURNMENT

Chairman Stroh adjourned the meeting at 10:05 AM.

Doug Stroh, Chairman



AGENDA #2

PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSION
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
HP09-012 — 1102 Iron Springs Road
COURTESY REVIEW
Staff Report
April 27, 2009

AGENDA ITEM: Request for support for a Variance to exceed the allowable square
footage and to move and roof-mount a non-conforming sign from the 1970s, Lloyd’s
Liquors, 1102 Iron Springs Road.

Assistant Director: George Worley é' y

Historic Preservation Specialist: Nancy Burgess

Meeting Date: May 8, 2009

APN: 115-09-057A Zoning: BG
Historic Preservation District: None

Owner: Don Moon, P. O. Box 1513, Prescott, AZ 86302
/Applicant: Otwell Associates Architects

STAFF ANALYSIS - Courtesy Review

Existing Conditions
National Register Status. This property is not listed in the National Register of Historic
Piaces. ’

Historic Preservation Master Plan: The Historic Preservation Master Plan does not
address this location.

This is a courtesy review requesting support from the Preservation Commission for a
Variance to allow a non-conforming unique, iconic sign from the early 1970s to be
moved from a pole to the roof of the existing building on the same property and to
exceed the allowable 50 square feet of signage on the building. The existing building
mounted signage on the front of the building will be retained. The existing building
signage is not lighted.

In order to improve the safety of the driveway into Lloyd’s Liquors, certain changes are
being proposed to the property and the building. Due to the recent widening of Iron
Springs Road, the front of the building, the porte cochere and drive-up window are
closer to the street than prior to the widening. This has created a very unsafe condition
due to the location of the pole-mounted sign, the narrowness of the driveway, the
closeness of the porte cochere and its supporting CMU posts to the street and the lack
of stacking room (see drawings A1.2, 3 & 4, Proposed Site).

The sign is located on a pole in front (west) of the outer post supporting the porte
cochere (see drawing A1.1, Existing Site). The proposal is to move the porte cochere
further to the east so that there is more maneuvering and stacking room for the drive-up
window and to also move the window further to the east. The owner desires to keep and
recycle the existing signage, including the neon-lighted “barrel” and to relocate that sign

1



mP09-012 Courtesy Review, 1102 Iron Springs Road

to the top of the building (see drawing A1.3, Proposed Site). The City of Prescott Land
Development Code, Sec. 6.12.8.A (see enclosed copy) does not allow roof-mounted
signs. Further, the square footage of the current signage is over the allowable square
footage under the current Land Development Code (50 square feet) but is
grandfathered in at this time.

National Park Service Preservation Bulletin #25 addresses the preservation of historic
signs. Although this sign is not 50 years old, and therefore is not technically a “historic
sign”, it is a unique sign in Prescott and represents a time period in Prescott when
creative neon signs were a signature of the community. Today, very few of those signs
remain. Bulletin #25 states, in part, “historic signs give continuity to public spaces,
becoming part of the community memory. Furthermore, in an age of uniform franchise
signs and generic plastic ‘box’ signs, historic signs often attract by their individuality. . .”.
Bulletin #25 further states: “signs often become so important to a community that they
are valued long after their role a s commercial markers has ceased. They become
landmarks . . . “. In these cases, signs transcend their conventional role as vehicles of
information, as identifiers of something else. When signs reach this stage, they
accumulate rich layers of meaning. They are valued in and of themselves.”

The City of Prescott has a list in the Land Development Code of signs which have
reached the “icon” stage. Although the Lloyd’s Liquors sign is not on this list, it could be
argued that it has reached the “icon” stage as it is the only sign of its type in Prescott
and is the only long-standing sign in that area of lron Springs Road.

Site Visit: Recommended.

Staff Recommendation: Recommend support for a Variance to exceed the
allowable square footage and to move and roof-mount a non-conforming sign
from the 1970s, Lloyd’s Liquors, 1102 Iron Springs Road.




X CITY OF PRESCOTT{
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
PLANNING DIVISION
201 8. Cortez, Prescott, AZ 86301 (928) 777-1356

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSIOIRE@E(IIV E D

¢

HP#M& COURTESY REVIEW APR 2 02009

1182
Property Address: =4 Iron Springs Road CITY OF PRE_S;Q_QE
COMM
Assessor’s Parcel Number (s)(APN): 115-09-057A UNITY DEVELOPMENT
Township Section Range Ya, Ya Section Zoning: %
Subdivision Name:
) * For Staff Use Onl |
L or Staff Use Only
Owner Name & Address: “‘KQ‘L‘"M
Don_Moon il
PO Box-1513 Date Received:
—Prescott, AZ-86302
Phone: 928 778-7934 Taken In By:
Fax: -
Email:. donbmoon@yahoo.com
Assigned To:
Applicant/Agent Name & Address
(If different than property owner, Agent letter must accompany Date Application
submittal): Complete:
Otwell Associates Architects
121 _E. Goodwin Street :
Prescott, AZ 86303 PAC Date:
Phone: 928 445-4951
Fax: 928 778-6120_ HPC Date:
Email: billeot 13 it I

Project Description: Relocation and reuse of the existing signage dating from th

early 70's at Lloyd's Liguors on Iron Springs Road.

National Historic Register: Contributor: Yes No__ X

Historic Preservation District Name: none

Name ) Signature Date
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PLEASE PROVIDE AS MUCH IN]‘MATION AS POSSIBLE IN A WRITT'\IARRATIVE DESCRIBING Tl

PROJECT: (/
Preservation of the sign as a cultural artifact is appropriate.

This approach recycles a unique example of the sign makerS‘craft.

-

_Similar non-conforming signs have been nreserved at fhp anpl

Vendome and the Hassayampa Hotel.
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(Attach additional sheets if necessary)




Article 6 / General Development Standard

a. For each additional linear foot of airside building frontage in excess of 40 feet: add one
square foot of allowable signage to determine total allowable signage.
[EXAMPLE: 40 sf + (1 sf x no. additional ft. >75 linear ft.) = Sign Area]

b. For each additional square foot in excess of 8,000 square feet of building area: multiply
.0050 by the gross floor area (GFA) to determine total allowable signage.

[EXAMPLE: .0050 x (GFA, 8,000 or >) = Sign Area]
D. Freestanding Signage Prohibition

Freestanding signage is generally prohibited. However, the Airport Director may provide a written
determination indicating that freestanding signage is appropriate. The applicant, upon receipt of this
finding, may apply for a Conditional Use Permit (Refer to Sec. 9.3). Freestanding signs shall be
subject to the following standards:

1. Area and Projection
a. Maximum Area: 24 sf
-~ - — - ——hr—Maximum Projection From Structure: 48 inches
Freestanding signage area shall be included in the signage total for the individual project.

No signage is to project beyond any lease lines.
All signage shall be subject to Federal Aviation Administration codes and restrictions.

oo

All signage shall be subject to the rules and regulations of the Airport.

6.12.8 / Prohibited Signs
Signs not specifically authorized are

S4GH EXTERGS
AECVE RUOFLINE

prohibited, including, but not limited to the BOOF L ~ 7
following: o A e} U gts |« .
A. Roof mounted signs or signs that e Grill wﬁﬁ;}“\xz’c’m—Lm"
project above the highest point of Gaii e e e RC,

the roofline, parapet, or fascia —
see illustration of roofiine and .
fascia features at right; — | £

B. Signs that project above the 1o
canopy or awning upon which the :
sign is attached;

C. Sandwich signs or portable signs,
except as specifically within
rights-of-way permitted by the City Code within rights- $IGH PROJECTS

of-way; AEOVE PAREPET
D. Signs mounted, attached or painted on trailers, boats, FARAFET VLt '

or motor vehicles for advertising purposes when used g

in place of or as additional advertising at or near the

business or activity; I

. T L T L T !vI I DO
E. Changeable copy signs larger than 12 square feet; e e e S e e e e R
N 0 N A ARG S A N SN S SR AU UG VD WO A
I i L X T. T T

F. Any sign emitting sound,;

G. Any sign with intermittent or flashing illumination; r el
animated, moving signs or the illusion of movement; Z

[
TR,

but not to include time and temperature signs; 3 _Ej*

H. Signs attached to and from the roof or wall of a e e e e e S
building perpendicular to a wall surface more than 36 st s
inches, but not including signs mounted perpendicular e e el fy ey
to a wall entirely under an awning or roof overhang; L e e

I.  Signs constructed of open light bulbs; but not

City of Prescott Land Development Code (Amended January 11, 2005) 6-49



Article 6 / General Development Standard

including exposed neon; and v %
Rackground " ' >

J. Billboards and other off-premises
signage.

K. Banners or other temporary signs
when mounted for periods exceeding
45 days.

.y
T~

—
6.12.9/ Sign Measurement :
9 =

A. Sign Area

1. Single Sign Face

a. The area of a wall sign or
sign with a single face, shall
be computed by measuring = =
the sum of:

1) Areas contained within the outside dimensions of the background panel; and

2) Any surface material or color that forms an integral part of the sign, or is used to
differentiate the sign from the backdrop or structure against which it is placed. Sign
face does not include any supporting framework, base, bracing or decorative fence or
wall that is clearly incidental to the sign.

b. Signs mounted directly on a wall, without a background, shall be measured by totaling the
area(s) of the smallest rectangles that will encompass the extreme limits of each word,
graphics, or other display.

T
T T L T T T T i
‘ <
Fax, Projecton = 12° NGign Area = XY
) rels

el MountedSige

2. Two or More Sign Faces

If the interior angle between. the 2 sign faces is 45 degrees or less, sign area will be measured
as a single face. If the 2 faces of a double-faced sign are of unequal area, the area of the sign
shall be the area of the larger face. In all other cases, the areas of all faces of a muiti-faced
sign shall be added together to compute the area of the sign.

3. Spherical or Free-Form Signs

Sign area shall be the sum of the area of sides of the smallest 4-sided polyhedron
that will encompass the sign structure.

4. llluminated Signs

a. Sign area shall include the entire illuminated surface, or illuminated
architectural element, that contains sign copy or graphics.

b. Backlighted architectural awnings shall count toward the sign allowance when
the sign copy is visible at night.

¢. Neon banding on a building shall count toward the aggregate maximum signage area.

5. Flags

Flags identifying businesses and non-governmental entities not approved as temporary or
special event signs shall count toward aggregated sign total.

B. Height
1. Free-Standing Signs

Sign height shall be measured as the distance from the top of the sign structure to the finished
grade at the base of the sign. The height of any monument base or other structure erected to
support a sign shall be measured as part of the sign height.

2. Wall or Fascia Mounted Signs

Sign height shall be measured as the distance from the top of the sign structure to the finished
grade at the base of the subject wall.

6-50 City of Prescott Land Development Code (Amended January 11, 2005)



AGENDA #3

PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSION
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
150 E. Sheldon #110-HP09-113
Staff Report
5/8/09

AGENDA ITEM: HP09-113 Brown Bag Burger

Historic Preservation District: Santa Fe Depot Historic District #8

National Register Historic District: Santa Fe Depot

APN: 113-18-006 Location: 150 E. Sheldon Zoning: BR
Agent/Applicant: A&B Sign Co. 691, N 6" St., Prescott, AZ 86305

Owner: Depot Marketplace, LLC., 5373 N. Union Blvd. #200, Cglorado Springs, CO 80918

Assistant Director: George Worley ~— ~

Community Planner: Mike Bacon
Historic Preservation Specialist. Nancy Burgess

Report Date: 4/28/09

REQUEST. New signage consisting of LED illuminated pan channel letters with free
form cabinet totaling 31.72 square feet in size.

STAFF ANALYSIS
National Register Status. This 1990s constructed property is not listed in the National
Register of Historic Places.

Conformance with the Prescott Historic Preservation Master Plan

The Historic Preservation Master Plan indicates that CCRs for the Albertson’s Shopping
Center were made in 1990. These CCR’s (which the City does not enforce) indicate that
the signage and colors of the building in Parcel A be compatible and harmonious with
other buildings within the center. A Comprehensive Sign Criteria for the Albertson’s
Center was also approved by Council in 1991 and revised in 2009. Logo signs are
allowed. A maximum of 40 square feet of signage is allowed by the Land Development
Code (LDC) and the Business Regional (BR) regulations.

The signage is consistent with the plan and the Comprehensive Sign Criteria.

SUGGESTED MOTION: Move to Approve HP09-113 signage for Brown Bag Burgers in
accordance with Exhibit A dated 4-24-2009 and not to exceed 40 sq. ft total sign area
for the business.




CITY OF PRESCOTT communiTy DEVELOPME\:T DEP ARTMENT
201 SOUTH CORTEZ -
P.0. BOX 2059 R

PRESCOTT, AZ 86302 DD (5*0) 778-5680

APR 9 72009

" HISTORIC-PRESERVATION DISTRIC®F PRESCOTT
HISTORIC PRESERVATION IGOWMIMIAIR DEVELOPMENT
APPLICATION # _ Application Date: _

© Applicants should discuss their proposed changes with the Preservation Specialist or the Prescott

Preservation Commission before submitting plans. No permits will be issued without approval of the
Prescott Preservation Commission.

Property Address / 5O & J%/é/c;/\) Present Zoning
County Assessor’s Parcel # //F - /Y - Qgc{ ; - e
APPLICANT: (if other than legal owner) LEGAL OWNER:

Print Name & & ﬁiﬂg o Print Nm%@é‘wc
A4

Address &y A & Address 3 23 4) Qg o £/é52 Qvé,goau
Ci ZIP Ci "o ZIP
ity /Dyog-jco /5/ ,@_ K30/ lrﬁé&,‘é_;myr Co Sosx’

Phone () 445 - £995 Phone ( ) 2

Slgnamrew_ Signamm&&??ém

® Submit the following:
1. Architectural drawings which include:
Q plan to scale 0 exterior elevation(s)

Q specifications for proposed work Q landscape plan with botanical and common names
Q color and texture chips of actual building materials to be used

2. Site plan to scale which includes:
Q building footprint(s) O existing and proposed trees
Q streets, driveways, structures, yard setbacks, off-street parking, ingress-egress locations, internal
pedestrian and vehicle circulation, fences, walls, exterior lighting, grading and slopes, trash and
dumpster locations (for commercial projects)
3. Photographs:
QO All facades of structures to be altered [ Site photographs (current, including adjacent properties)

© See reverse side.

Tobccompleted by the Planning Dcpam:ncm Fllmg Deadlme i " Meeting Date - EEE

Prescott Preservauon Comrmssmn Actlon :

Ff—_‘———_—_ﬂ—\




Yavapai County, AZ - Interactive Mapping Application

YAVAPAI COUNTY
GOVERNMENT rrizona

Parcel ID
113-18-006 7

Owner Information
Owner(Primary)

DEPOT MARKETPLACE OWHERS LLC
Ownars Mailing Address
5373 W UNION BLVD #200

Check Digit Pt This farmaben B vie

inparasies

SO i 1A parest ﬂ.‘g...&, s pareal

Ovmer{Sacondary)
C/O DIAMANTE PROPERTY SERVICES LLC

Ownaer City Owner State Owner Zip
COLORADO SPRGS co 80918

Recorded Data Last Transfer Doc Docket Last Transfer Doc Paga
9/9/2005 4309 304

Parcel Information

Physical Proparty Address Incarporated Area

150 € SHELDOW 57 . CITY OF PRESCOTT

DOR Acras E- latad Acres o, b 4ivisi (B S REYE Subdivision Type
3.06 3.107 PRESCOTT ORIGINAL TOWNSITE MAP & PLAT
School District Fire District

PRESCOTT SD #1 NfA

Improvements(5)

Type Total Fl.Area Effactive\Construction Yr [
BUSINESS OFFICE 7875 1986

BUSINESS OFFICE 760 1968

STRIP STORE 7766 1998

STRIP STORE BOOS 1998

COMM'L MISC YARD IMPROVEMENTS 1 1938

Assessment Value

2010 Full Cash Value 2009 Full Cash Valus

$3,905,073 $3,934,915

2010 Limited Velua 2009 Limited Value

$3,905,073 $3,605,077

2010 Assessment Ratio 2009 Asssssment Ratio

2 22

2010 Legal Class 2009 Lagal Class

Shepping Center Shopping Cantar

2010 Net Assessad Full Cash Vailue 2009 Net Assessed Full Cash Value
$859,116 $905,030

‘2010 Net Assessad Limited Valua

2009 Net Assessed Limited Valua

http://mapserver.co.yavapai.az.us/Interactive/map.asp

Page 1 of 2

pPro_' 'mberly Features
p=-Roads/Streets
»=-Land Features
wDistricts/Precincts
»-Zoning

»=Map Themes

¥ Satellite/Aerial
2007 Lanilgd Assial
Bhdas

2007 NAIP

]

L. Aarial Photos
—. 2005 Aerial

' Photos

i 04 Aenal Fhotos
., 2000 Satellite
i1 Imagery

Moy Data Last Upedatec:

Moaday, Apeil 17, 1009 §:34:25
AM
Feedbuck Welcome. Send
Comments o GIS Stall

4/27/2009




Manufacture & install LED

illuminated pan channel letters
with free form cabinet.

B ’-—.mn’-— a7

BROWN BAG =-

BURGER -

395 In

consumes 31.72 sq/ft
THIS ARTWORK HAS BEEN CREATED BY A&B SIGN COMPANY TO ASSIST YOU IN VISUALIZING OUR PROPOSAL.

THESE DESIGNS ARE EXCLUSIVE PROPERTY OF ASB SIGN COMPANY AND ARE NOT TO BE REPRODUCED, COPIED. EMAILED OR USED INANY MANNER WITHOUT THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF ARB SIGN COMPANY
Office 928 445-6995 |company: Brown Bag Burger EMAIL:

Fax s 7764429 }isien Richard Hopkins FILE: Brown Bag Burger
absign@qwest.net Oriain Revise

PHONE: 928 5860-0879 FAX: Dng_- 4-24-09 DATE:
691 North 6th street
AZ. Licensed Contractor # 070010 Prescott, AZ 86301 | APPROVAL: DATE: Design by SP




AGENDA ITEM#4

PRESCOTT PRESERVATION COMMISSION
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
Staff Report
Preservation and Stewardship Awards
5/8/09

AGENDA ITEM: 2009 City of Prescott Preservation and Stewa;dship Awards

Assistant Director: George Worley éZ/

Community Planner: Mike Bacon
Historic Preservation Specialist: Nancy Burgess

Report Date: 4/29/09

In the past, the City of Prescott Preservation Commission has awarded plaques
recognizing restoration and stewardship of Prescott’s historic buildings and sites. This
is normally a part of our Historic Preservation Month celebration in May. These awards
consist of plaques which include a photograph of the property which has been
preserved and/or restored or carefully maintained and are presented at a City Council
meeting. The plaques are funded by the City of Prescott.

Commission members Russ Buchanan and Elizabeth Ruffner, and City Historic
Preservation Specialist Nancy Burgess recently toured the historic districts. Here are
their recommendations for awards for 2009:

Preservation/Restoration Awards
216 East Goodwin — Karen Wall
309 East Goodwin — Eric and Kristin Ainley
311 East Goodwin — William and MindySheble
125 West Carlton — David and Charlene Lahaie
204 Apache Drive — Reva McGillivrae
105 South Alarcon (Murphy/Gage House) — Alarcon Investments:
Don Biele and Donovan Myers
105 South Cortez (Knights of Pythias Building) —TIS Holding Company, LLC
128 North Mt. Vernon Street (Governor Sloan House) — Marv and Bev Wright

Stewardship Awards

227 South Washington — Deborah Walker

309 South Washington — Thomas Atkins

944 & 944-1/2 Apache Drive — Edward and Betty Newell
227 North Pleasant — Lawrence and Nancy Shader

Commission Review

The Commission is requested to review the above recommendations and offer their
changes, deletions, and /or additions to the awards list. The awards are anticipated to
be presented at a Council meeting in either late May or early June.

Recommended Action: 1
MOVE TO APPROVE recommendations for City of Prescott Preservation/Restoration
and Stewardship Awards.
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