HISTORIC AND DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION

April 20, 2022
HDRC CASE NO: 2022-216
ADDRESS: 813 HAYS ST
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: NCB 1653 BLK ALOTES0FT OF 7 & E 63.17 FT OF 8
ZONING: R-5,H
CITY COUNCIL DIST.: 2
DISTRICT: Dignowity Hill Historic District
APPLICANT: Eudelia Jaime
OWNER: Eudelia Jaime
TYPE OF WORK: Fence installation
APPLICATION RECEIVED: March 29, 2022

60-DAY REVIEW: . . .
Not applicable due to City Council Emergency Orders

CASE MANAGER: Claudia Espinosa
REQUEST:

The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness for approval to replace a chain link fence and
driveway gate with a metal-frame cattle panel fence and driveway gate.

APPLICABLE CITATIONS:

Historic Design Guidelines, Chapter 5, Guidelines for Site Elements

2. Fences and Walls

A. HISTORIC FENCES AND WALLS

1. Preserve—Retain historic fences and walls.

i1. Repair and replacement—Replace only deteriorated sections that are beyond repair. Match replacement
materials (including mortar) to the color, texture, size, profile, and finish of the original.

i11. Application of paint and cementitious coatings—Do not paint historic masonry walls or cover them with
stone facing or stucco or other cementitious coatings.

B. NEW FENCES AND WALLS

1. Design—New fences and walls should appear similar to those used historically within the district in terms
of their scale, transparency, and character. Design of fence should respond to the design and materials of the
house or main structure.

i1. Location—Avoid installing a fence or wall in a location where one did not historically exist, particularly
within the front yard. The appropriateness of a front yard fence or wall is dependent on conditions within a
specific historic district. New front yard fences or wall should not be introduced within historic districts that
have not historically had them.

i11. Height—Limit the height of new fences and walls within the front yard to a maximum of four feet. The
appropriateness of a front yard fence is dependent on conditions within a specific historic district. New front
yard fences should not be introduced within historic districts that have not historically had them. If a taller
fence or wall existed historically, additional height may be considered. The height of a new retaining wall
should not exceed the height of the slope it retains.

iv. Prohibited materials—Do not use exposed concrete masonry units (CMU), Keystone or similar
interlocking retaining wall systems, concrete block, vinyl fencing, or chain link fencing.

v. Appropriate materials—Construct new fences or walls of materials similar to fence materials historically
used in the district. Select materials that are similar in scale, texture, color, and form as those historically used
in the district, and that are compatible with the main structure. Screening incompatible uses—Review
alternative fence heights and materials for appropriateness where residential properties are adjacent to
commercial or other potentially incompatible uses.



C. PRIVACY FENCES AND WALLS

1. Relationship to front facade—Set privacy fences back from the front facade of the building, rather than
aligning them with the front fagade of the structure to reduce their visual prominence.

i1. Location — Do not use privacy fences in front yards.

FINDINGS:

a. The primary structure located at 813 Hays is a 1-story, single-family structure constructed circa 1920,
located in the Dignowity Hill Historic District.

b. VIOLATION — A front yard fence with a driveway gate was installed prior to the issuance of a
Certificate of Appropriateness. The fence was installed at five (5) feet in height.

c. FENCING — The Guidelines for Site Elements note that the height of front yard fencing should not
exceed four (4) feet in height. The applicant has proposed for the front yard fence to feature an overall
height of five (5) feet in height. This is not consistent with the Guidelines.

d. VEHICLE GATES — The applicant has proposed to install a vehicle gate at the driveway. Staff finds
that vehicle gates should be set behind the front facade plane of the house and not span across the front
of the driveway.

e. MATERIALS—The Guidelines for Site Elements note that new fences should be constructed of materials
similar to fence materials historically used in the district. The applicant has proposed to install a fence that
feature metal posts and with wire similar to hog wire. Typically, fences found within the district of similar
designs feature wood posts. Staff finds a wood, hog wire fence to be most appropriate.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff does not recommend approval for the fence based on findings ¢ through e. Staff recommends the
following:

1.
ii.
iii.

That the applicant install a fence that features no more than four (4) feet in height.

That the applicant relocate the driveway gate to behind the front fagade, as noted in finding d.

That the proposed fence feature materials that are consistent with those found historically within the district.
Wood posts with hog wire fencing would be appropriate.



b B e el A T




























ok
TR T T T
[ T ...._-..__ k, 1 .F—l._“r..nl”..rll_.....ﬂ..unl.lr
&) o i) !..u.ﬂ..lﬂ.ﬂ.....l.l-..l..._l_..li..L|..|.|.’r




B

—1441...036

.S'alﬂwoﬂ/o VoL 2.

161

& WFrPe

162

Bosstson i

ST I 5. 7 22

or
® N 700 506 208 M’m 6. 420 82 oumeson 828 2575, ” :
55 3 N !
N -1 i
3 |
3
R &6 }
BurLE&oN
g /0|70
/ ¥4 4 2 & 7 5 5 , 6 ; F 9 [ 7
. Py
- i fr
7 > .
HeD
] T
x
B RN §
,, 4 R )
. e = o
-__-_--_‘___.."3‘67___.-. ______ 4 8 —
[} ” 3 ll_] 7, © E
Burew 1928 g o 7 ¢
I~ ! :_4' . e ¥ ’ /1| :
12¢ W 2% 4 s iy R
Py ! \q“\i y | r_
2 3%
N ]
RosT £ L N9 30 PgbLic ScHooL A4 §
b To H
et o 3 El =N~
"
! o
!
. 7 7
el E D 7 x o
' 4 Fioe haest, gl 7 ” 1 “ '8 n “
Lo = s R R sk FGOF R e W, L VA 2z
I?i- r— ~m::~ .
& '3 ) D .
3 ; 2 o 2 715 Q
N < ] / £| y i /:§ g
X 3 S A 7l s b N
N o8 x § '
’ %Q ’:) 2 O, N :
55 i A = e a5 % L
7 ' oy 73‘7 w ¥ 73 Lt d// 6‘/7 Lampp 8/9 rers 6’?7 B3/ camax B35 tarer
3 P HMPIPE E K : ) R
] L SR LAMAR 2 N X wor raves - f.’f;.’”fé.--.-.-----w--..l.“62
1
§; 728 % 7 &y 3//' @
-_— % ?V, /il y/ 24 W6 canrr 20 /14 724 1pnraz " TB2_vower z{ 8/0 Bl '
NI e N ; 2 ] >
;’% 1 e / ] —_— < N ]
L L p il =" o b W
Z N . 7 ry 7 . _l 3 A U
Zz X 2 s - T Z
o - 2’ 2
. Y .oxllal ; . =
z z ¢ or 724
.
4 /4
e - Lo
= 2,
~ 4 ° re DN
N Q A NN
% 7 J 9 7 / . N
) | g p 718 / -
| iz T v B 4 ? || l/’ | ;
i ) . Lo A alli-¢2 0 ' t
- ;= 7 , $ i H o
SNOW-FLAKE LAUNDRY = < : % J 39
N Fire Proof Constn B 3 M
B 4 R luerRt_!zs N N :
L\;’: e e watis | ¥
) . . z
X o 1653 : XN
N2
3 - D d “\3\-\ N %;k
X . conc FL. §S§ N 3
5 DRY A 3 §
USED) 3
LYGHTS Be PONE” %
i . E o Rurp
7 g 7
N /4. C A
N
M 6
N
o)
S
]
13
1 < 3
\‘ 3
~ 3
R by} :
o ¥
X, - Uoe oo i
! S
P N s 1 g
S 6!/ ¥ i 1 < 55 I : z:7
X K% 813 7 s 821 923 579 Y7} % 207 weve 905, 507 %09 #rs D /4 A7 573 7 Ay 5
e . ¢ ”
Yoty . I
X0 N SRR, - “\ &P
R HAY S==5752 -
I g
e 'L’-‘..‘. VSN
i 3 §
i N
= by

Scale of feet.
50 100 150

504030 20 10 o

g

Lo T T Il Lot o TEWE




	1 IMG_6099_20220329081727
	IMG_6098_20220329081658
	IMG_6100_20220329081751
	IMG_6101_20220329081823

