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BUILDL'l'G: Ex""TERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Wood: Clapboard, weatherboard, shingles, and other wooden siding

Recommended Not Recommended

Architectural Metals: Cast" iron, steel, pressed tin, aluminum, zinc"

Recommended

Ketaining existing material, when­
ever possible.

Ke~airing or replacing, where nec­
essary, deteriorated material with
new material that duplicates in
size, snape, and texture the old
as closely as possible.

Cl.e.andng ; when necessary, "with- the-·---­
appropriate metnod. Cast iron and
steel are usually not affected by
mechanical cleaning methods while
pressed tin, zinc, and aluminum
should be cleaned by the gentlest
metnod possible.

Not Recommended

Removing architectural features
such as siding, cornices, brackets,
window architraves, and doorway
pediments. These are, in most
cases, an essential part of a
building's character and appearance
that illustrates the continuity of
growth and change.

Resurfacing frame buildings with
new material, which is inappro­
priate or was unavailable when
the building was constructed,
such as artificial stone, brick
veneer, asbestos or asphalt shingles,
and plastic or aluminum siding.
Such material can also contribute
to the deterioration of the struc­
ture from moisture and insects.

Removing architectural features
that are an essential part df a
building's character and appear­
ance that illustrate the continuity
of growth and change.

""-~ E'XP-05iiig-1uetd.TS-~that·were inten-­
ded to be protected from the
environment. Do not use cleaning
methods that alter the color or
texture of the metal.
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Roofs and Roofing

Recomrnended

Preserving the existing roof shape.

Retaining the existing roofing
material, whenever possible.

Replacing deteriorated roof cover­
ings with new material that matches
tue old in composition, size, shape,
color, and texture.

Preserving or replacing, where
necessary, all architectural
features that give the roof its
essential character, sucn as
dormer windows, cupolas, cornices,
brackets, chimneys, cresting, and
weacner vanes ..

Not Recommended

Applying new roofing material
that is inappropriate to the style
and period of the building and
neighborhood.

Replacing deteriorated roof cover­
ings with new materials that differ
to such an extent from the old in
composition, size, shape, color,
and texture that the appearance of
the building is altered.

Stripping the roof of architectural
features important to its character.

Windows and Doors

Recomrnended

Retaining existing window and door
openings, including window sash,
glass, lintels, sills, architraves,
~hutt~rs, dOdrs~ pedimencs,-boods, :
steps, and all hardware.

Not Recommended

Installing storm or insulating win­
dows when old glass, art glass,- or
fragile sasri require protection
from the weather. Protective
windows snould be as unootrusive
as possible and should be remov­
able without damaging original
fabric.

Altering the size of window panes
or sash. Such changes destroy
the scale and proportion of the
building.
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Windows and Doors

Recommended

Using existing doors and door
hardware when they can be repaired
and used in place.

Not Recommended

Installing inappropriate new
window or door features such as
aluminum storm and screen window
combinations that require the
removal of or cause damage to
original windows and doors.

Discarding original doors and door
hardware when they can be repaired
and reused in place.

Entrances, .Porches, Porte-cocheres, and Steps

Recommended

Retaining porches and steps that
are appropriate to the building
and its development. Porcnes or
additions reflecting later archi­
tectural styles are often impor­
tant to the building's historical
integrity, and, wherever possible,
should be retained.

Repairing or replacing, where nec­
essary, deteriorated architectural
features of wood, iron, cast iron,
terra cotta, tile, and brick.

BUILDING:

Recommended

Preserving existing paint color
and finishes, or repainting to
match existing conditions.

Not Reconmended

Removing or altering porches and
steps that are appropriate to the
building's development and style.

Stripping porches and steps of
original material such as hand­
rails, balusters, columns, brackets,
and roof decoration of wood, iron,
cast iron, terra cotta, tile, and
brick.

En~16sing porches and steps in a
manner t~at destroys their inten­
ded appearance.

EXTERIOR FINISHES

Not Recommended

Removing existing paint color and
finishes.
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Retaining existing material, archi­
tectural features, and hardware,
whenever possible, such as stairs,
elevators, handrails, balusters,
ornamental columns, cornices, base­
boards, doors, doorways, windows,
mantel pieces, paneling, lighting
fixtures, and parquet or mosaic
flooring.

BUILDING:

Recorrunended

Repairing or replacing, where nec­
essary, deteriorated material with
new material that duplicates the
old as closely as possible.

Ketaining existing plaster, when­
ever possible.

BUILDING:

Reco17Ul1ended

INTERIOR FEATURES

Not Recommended

Removing existing material,.archi­
tectural features, and hardware,
except where essential for safety
or efficiency.

Destroying original plaster except
where necessary for safety and
efficiency.

INTERIOR FINISHES

No t: Recommended

Preserving and retaining existing
paint colors, finishes, wallpapers,
and other decorative motifs, or, where
necessary, replacing them with
colors, wallpapers, or decorative
motifs tnat duplic~~e the existing
'decorat~ve scheme:"

NEW COHSTRUCTION

Recorrunended

New Construction is not an appro­
priate unaertaking in. a preserva­
tion. pro;ject.

Not Recommended
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MECHANICAL SYSTEMS: HEATING, AIR CONDITIONING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING
FIRE PROTECTION

Recommended Not Recommended

Installing new mechanical systems
or additional mechanical services
in areas and spaces that will
require the least possible altera­
tion to the plan, materials, and
appearance to the building.

Selecting suitable mechanical sys­
tems and the most sensitive method
of installation in order to preserve
important interior and exterior
architectural features.

Rewiring early electrical lighting
fixtures.

Installing exterior electrical and
celepnone cables underground, unless
tney are not a part of the historical
scene and detract from the historical
setting.

Causing unnecessary damage to
the plan, materials, and appearance
of the building when installing
new mechanical systems or addi­
tional mechanical services that
are required to preserve important
historic fabric.

Attaching exterior electrical and
telephone cables to the principal
elevations of the building.

SAFETY &~D CODE REQUIRfu~NTS

Reco11Ullended

Complying with code requirements
in such a manner that the essential
character of a building is presex::v-e-d.~------­

intact.

Investigating variances for historic
properties afforded under some local
codes.

Installing adequate fire prevention
equipment in a manner that does
minimal damage to the appearance
or fabric of a property.

Providing access for the handi­
capped without damaging the essential
character of a property.

Not Recommended
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Guidelines for Applying

The Secretary of the Interior's

Standards for RESTORATION

THE ENVIRONMENT

Recommended

Retaining distinctive features
such as the size, scale, mass,
color, and materials of buildings,
including roofs, po rches., and
stairways that give a neighbor­
hood its distinguishing character.

Retaining early lanterns, light
standards, telephone poles,
utility poles, painted signs, and
other street furniture that may
be important to the historic
setting.

Retaining landscape features such
as parks, gardens, street lights,
signs, benches, walkways, streets,
alleys, and building set-backs
that have traditionally linked
buildings to their environment.

Not RecOl'!U7lended

Removing lighting devices, tele­
phone poles, painted signs, or
other street furniture that may
be important to the historic
setting.

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES AND FEATURES·

Recommended

Retaining archeological resources
intact, whenever possible.

Not Reconmended

Causing ground disturbances with­
out evaluating the archeological
potential of an area.

Failing to properly monitor all
ground disturbances on a property
for possible archeological data
that could provide information
relating to the history of the
property.
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES AND FEATURES -- continued

Recorrunended

Minimizing disturbances of terrain
around the structure, thus reducing
the possibility of destroying
unknown archeological resources.

Arranging for an archeological
survey of all terrain that must
be disturbed by the project. If
the survey reveals sites or
features that might be adversely
affected, the area should be
avoided or an archeological
investigation conducted in
accordance with the Recovery of
Scientific, Prehistoric, and
Archeological Data: Methods,
Standards, and Reporting Require­
ments (36 eFR 66 Proposed Guidelines
published in the Federal Register,
Vol. 42, No. 19, Friday, January 28,
1977).

Not Recommended

Introducing heavy machinery or
equipment into areas where
their presence may disturb
archeological resources.

Installing underground utili­
ties, pavements, and other
modern features ~hat disturb
archeological resources.

Undertaking an archeological
investigation without professional
guidance, or without utilizing
professional curatorial techniques.

BUILDING SITE

Recommended

Identifying plants, trees, fencings,
walkways, outbuildings, and other
elements that might be an impor­
tant part of the property's history
and development.

Not Recommended
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BUILDING SITE -- continued

Recommended

Retaining plants, trees, fencings,
walkways, street lights, signs, and
benches that reflect the property's
history and development.

Basing decisions for new site
work on actual knowledge of the
past appearance of the property
found in photographs, drawings,
newspapers, and tax records. If
changes are made, they should be
carefully evaluated in light
of the past appearance of the
site.

Providing proper site and roof
drainage to assure that water does
not splash against building or
f.ounda tion walls, no r dr ain
toward the building.

BUILDING:

Recommended

Recognizing the special problems
inherent in the structural systems
of historic buildings, especially
where there are visible signs of
cracking, deflection, or failure.

Undertaking stabilization and.
repair of weakened structural
members and systems.

Replacing historically important
structural members only when
necessary. Supplementing existing
structural systems when damaged
or inadequate.

Not Recommended.

Making changes to the appearance
of the site removing old plants,
trees, fencings, walkways, out­
buildings, and other elements
before evaluating their importance
in the property's history and
development.

Giving the site an appearance it
never had.

STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS

Not Recommended

--'~--~--'--'D~is:tuj:',b .i.ng exist ing f ounda.t i.ons
with new excavations that under­
mine the structural stability
of the building.

Leaving known structural problems
untreated that will cause continuing
deterioration and will shorten ~he

life of the structure.
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FEATURES

Masonry: Adobe, brick, stone, terra cotta, concrete, stucco and mor:ar

Recorrunended

Retaining original masonry and
mortar, whenever possible, without
tne application of any surface
treatment.

Repainting only those mortar joints
where there is evidence of moisture
problems or when sufficient mortar
is missing to allow water to stand
in the mortar joint.

Duplicating old mortar in composi­
tion, color, and texture.

Duplicating old mortar in joint
size, method of application, and
joint profile.

Repairing stucco with a stucco
mixture that duplicates the ori­
ginal as·closely as possible in
appearance, color, and texture.

Cleaning masonry only when nec­
essary to halt deterioration and
always with the gentlest method
possible, such as low pressure
water and soft natural bristle
brushes.

Not Recommended

Applying waterproof or water
repellent coatings or other
treatm~nts unless required to
solve a specific technical pro­
blem that has been studied and
identified. Coatings are
frequently unnecessary, expensive,
and can accelerate deterioration
of the masonry.

Repainting mortar joints that do
not need repainting. Using
electric saws and hammers to
remove mortar can seriously damage
the adjacent brick.

Repainting with mortar of high
Portland cement content can
often create a bond that is
stronger than the building
material. This can cause deterio­
ration as a result of the differing
coefficient of expansion and the
differing porosity of the material
and the mortar.

Repainting with mortar joints of
a differing size of joint profile,
texture, or color.

Sandblasting, including dry and
wet grit and other abrasives,
brick, or stone ~urfaces; this
method of cleaning erodes the
surface of the material and
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Masonry: Adobe, brick, stone, terra cotta, concrete, stucco and mortar

Wood: Clapboard, weatherboard, shingles, and other wooden siding

Recol7U7lended

Repairing or replacing, where nec­
essary, deteriorated material with
new material that duplicates the
old as closely as possible in bond,
pattern, chape, and coursing.

Replacing missing architectural
features, such as cornices, brack-_
ets, and railings.

Retaining the original or early
color and texture of masonry sur­
faces, wherever possible. Brick
or stone surfaces may have been
painted or whitewashed for
practical and aesthetic reasons.

Recol7U7lended

Retaining original material, when­
ever possible.

Not Recommended

accelerates deterior-ation. Do no t
use chemical cleaning products that
would have an adverse chemical
reaction with the masonry materials,
i.e., acid on limestone or marble.

Applying new material which is
inappropriate or was unavailable
when the building was construc­
ted, such as artificial brick
siding, artificial stone, or brick
veneer to simulate a historic
appearance.

Removing architectural features
such as cornices, brackets, rail­
ings, window architraves, and
doorway pediments.

Removing paint from masonry
surfaces indiscriminately. This
may subject the building to dam­
age and may change its appearance.

Not Reccmmended

Removing-architectural features
such as siding, cornices, brackets,
window architraves, and doorway
pediments. These are, in most
cases, an essential part of a
building's charac.t er and appearance
that illustrates the continuity
of growth and change.
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FEATu~S -- continued

Wood: Clapboard, weatherboard, shingles, and other wooden siding

Recommended

Repairing or replacing, where
necessary, deteriorated material
with new material that duplicates
in size, shape, and texture the
old as closely as possible.

Not Recommended

Resurfacing frame buildings with
new material, which is inappropriate
or ~as unavailable when the
building was constructed, such as
artificial stone, brick veneer,
asbestos or asphalt shingles,
and plastic or aluminum siding.
Such material can also contribute
to the deterioration of the
structure from moisture and insects.

Architectural Metals: Cast iron, steel, pressed tin, aluminum, zinc

Recommended Not Recommended

Retaining original material, when
ever possible.

Cleaning, when necessary, with the
appropriate method. Cast iron ·and
steel are normally not affected by
mechanical cleaning methods while
·pressed tin, zinc, and aluminum
should be cleaned by the gentlest
method possible.

Removing architectural features
that are an essential part of a
building's character and appearance
that illustrates the continuity
of growth and change.

Exposing metals which were intended
to be protected from the environ­
ment. Do not use cleaning methods
which alter the color or texture
of the metal.

Roofs and Roofing

Recommended

Preserving the original roof shape.

Retaining the original roofing
material, whenever possible.

Not Recommended

Replacing deteriorated roof
coverings with new material
that matches the old in composi­
tion, size, shape, color, and
texture.

Replacing deteriorated roof cover­
ings with new materials which
differ to such an extent from
the old in composition, size,
shape, color, and texture that
the appearance of the building
is altered.
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Roofs and Roofing

Recorrunended

Preserving or replacing, where
necessary, all architectural
features which give the roof its
essential character " such as
dormer windows, cupolas, cornices,
brackets, chimneys, cresting,
weather vanes, gutters, down­
spouts, and lightning rods.

Not Recommended

Stripping the roof of architectural
features important to its character.

Windows and Doors

Recommended

Retaining existing window and
door openings, including window
sash, glass, lintels, sills,
architraves, shut~ers, doors,
pediments, hoods, steps, and all
hardware.

Installing storm or insulating win­
dows when old glass, art glass, or
fragile sash require protection from
the weather. Protective windows
should be removable without damaging
original fabric.

Not Reaommended

Duplicating the material, design;
and the hardware of the older window

'sash and doors, ,if new sash and doors
are used.

Using original doors and door hard­
ware when they can be repaired and
reused in place.

Installing inappropriate new
window or door features. such as,
aluminum·· storm ,arid'··sc.reen window
combinations that require the
removal of original windows and
doors.

Discarding original doors and
door hardware when they can be
repaired and reused in place.
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BUILDING: ;xTERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Entrances, Porcnes, Porte-cocheres, and Seeps

Recommended

Retaining steps and porches that
are appropriate to the building
and its development. Porches or
additions reflecting later
arcnitectural styles are often
important to the building's his­
torical integrity, and, wherever
possible, should be retained.

liepairing or replacing, where nec­
essary, deteriorated architectural
features of wood, iron, cast iron,
terra cotta, tile, and brick.

BUILDING:

Not Recommended

Removing or altering porches and
steps that are inappropriate
to the building's development and
style.

Stripping porches and steps of
original material and architectural
features such as handrails, balusters,
columns, brackets, and roof decora­
tion of wood, iron, cast iron,
terra cotta, tile, and brick.

EXTERIOR FINISHES

Recommended

Discovering original paine colors
and finishes; repainting with
colors based on the original,
when appropriate, to· illustrate the
distinctive cnaracter of the property.

Not Recommended

Stripping down to the bare surface
without some evidenca of original
exterior surface.

Repainting with colors that cannot
be documented through research
and ~nv~stigacion. to ~e appro~

priate-to the building and the
neighborhood.

BUILDING: INTERIOR FEATURES

Recommended No t Recommended

Ketaining original material,
architectural features, and
hardware, whenever possible, such
as stairs, elevators, handrails,
balusters, ornamental columns,
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BUILDING: INTERIOR FEATURES -- continued

Recommended Not Recommended.

cornices, baseboards, doors, door­
ways, windows, mantel pieces,
paneling, lighting fixtures, and
parquet or mosaic flooring.

~epairing or replacing, where nec­
essary, deteriorated material
witn new material that duplicates
the old as closely as possible.

Retaining original plaster, when­
ever possible.

Installing new decorative material
that is inappropriate or was
unavailable when the building was
constructed, such as vinyl, plastic,
or imitation wood wall and floor
coverings.

Destroying original plaster except
where necessary for'safety.

Retaining the basic plan of a
building, the relationship and size
of ~ooms, corridors, and other
spaces.

BUILPING: INTERIOR FINISHES

Recommended Not Recommended

Discovering and retaining original
paint colors, finishes, wallpapers,
and other decorative motifs or, where
necessary, replacing them with colors,
wallpapers or decorative motifs
based on tne original.

NEW CONSTRUCTION

Recommended

New Construction is not an appro­
priate undertaking in a restoration
project.

Not Recommended
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MECliANlCAL SYSTEMS: HE..ATING, AIR CONDITIONING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING,
FIRE PROTECTION

SAFETY AND CODE REQUIREHENTS

Recorrunendea

Installing necessary buildingser­
vices in areas and spaces that will
require the least possible altera­
tion to the plan, materials, and
appearance of the building.

Selecting mechanical systems
tnat best suit the restored
building and are as inconspicuous
as poss~ble.

Rewiring early lighting fixtures
to comply with safety codes.

Installing exterior electrical and
telepnone cables underground to
preserve the historic setting,
unless they were part of the
historic scene.

Recorrunended

Complying witu code requirements
in such a manner that the essential
cnaracter of a building is preserved
intact.

Investigating variances. for historic
properties allowed under some local
codes.

Installing adequate fire prevention
equipment in a manner that does
minimal damage to the appearance
or fabric of a property.

Proviciing access for the handicapped
without damaging the essential charac­
ter of a property.

Not Recommended

Causing unnecessary damage to the
plan, materials, and appearance
of the building when installing
mechanical ~ystems that are required
to preserve important historic
fabric.

Installing heat pumps, compressors,
etc., so that they intrude upon
the historic appearance of the
resource.

Attaching exterior electrical
and telephone cables to the
principal elevations of the
building, unless they were
part of the historic scene.

Not Recommended
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Guidelines for Applying

The Secretary of the Interior 1s

Standards for RECONSTRUCTION

THE ENVIRONMENT

Recommended

Retaining landscape features
such as parks, gardens, street
lights, signs, benches, walkways,
streets, alleys, and building
set-backs which have traditionally
linked buildings to their environ­
ment.

Not· Recorrunended

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES AND FEATURES

Reco11U7lended

Retaining archeological resources
intact, whenever possible.

M1nimizing disturbance of terrain
around the structure, thus reduc­
ing the possibility of destroying
unknown archeological resources.

Undertaking archeological investi­
gations in accordance with the Re-
covery of Scientific, Prehistoric,

Not Recommended

Causing ground disturbances with­
out evaluating the archeological
potential of an area.

Failing to properly monitor all
ground disturbances on a pro­
perty for possible archeological
data that could provide informa­
tion~elating to the history of
the· prop-e'rtY. . - ' .

Introducing heavy machinery or
equipment into areas where their
presence may disturb archeological
resources.

Installing underground utilities,
pavements, and other modern
features that disturb archeological
resources.

Undertaking an archeological
investigation without professional
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES AND FEATURES

Recorrunended

continued

Not Reconmended

and Archeological Data: Methods,
Standards, and Reporting Require­
ments (36 CFR 66 Proposed Guidelines
published in the Federal Register,
Vol. 42, No. 19, Friday,
January 28, 1977).

guidance, or without utilizing
professional curatorial techniques.

BUILDING SITE

. Recommended

Identifying plants, trees, fencings,
walkways, outbuildings, and other
elements that might be an important
part of the property's history
and developmen t .

Not Recommended

Ketaining plants, 'trees, fencings,
walkways, street lignts, utility
poles, signs, and benches that
reflect tne property's history and
developmen t .

Basing decisions for reconstructing
the site on actual knowledge of the
past appearance of the property
found in pnotographs, drawings,
newspapers, and tax records.

Providing proper site and roof_
dr.a.Lnage i.to.i as suz-e -_ that.wa.t.er
does not splash against building
or foundation walls, nor drain
toward the building.

Recommended

Reproducing the basic plan of a
a building, the relationship and
size of rooms, corridors, and
other spaces.

PLAN

Making changes to the appear­
ance of the site by removing
old plants, trees, fencings,
walkways, outbuildings, and other
elements before evaluating their
importance in the property's
history and development.

Giving the site an appearance it
never had.

Not Recommended

Altering the basic plan of a build­
ing by failing to reconstruct
principal walls, partitions, and
stairways.
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BUILDING: ~\TERIOR FEATURES

ciasonry: Adobe, brick, stone, terra cotta, concrete, stucco and mortar

Recommended

Duplicating the original mortar in
composition~ color, and texture.

Duplicating old mortar in joint
size, method of application, and
joint profile.

Reconstructing stucco with a
stucco mixture that duplicates
the original as closely as
possible in appearance, texture,
and color.

Replacing, where necessary, missing
material with new material that
duplicates the old as closely as
possible in size, color, and texture.

Replacing missing architectural
features, such as cornic'es~ brackets i

. 'and railings.

Duplicating the original or early
color and texture of masonry sur­
faces, wherever possible. Brick
or stone surfaces may have been
painted or whitewashed for prac­
tical and aesthetic reasons.

Not Recommended

Reconstructing with mortar of
high ~ortland cement content can
often create a bond that is
stronger than the new building
material. This can cause
deterioration as a result of the
differing coefficient of expansion
and the differing porosity of the
material a~d the mortar.

Repointing with mortar joints of
a differing size of joint profile,
texture or color.

Utilizing new materials for
reconstruction, which are inappro­
priate or were unavailable when
the building was constructed, such
as artificial brick siding, artificial
stone, or brick veneer.

Applying waterproofing or water
repellent coatings. They are fre~

·quently unnecessary,. expensive,
and can accelerate deterioration
of ne~ masonry_

Wood: Clapboard, weatherboard, shingles, and other wooden siding

Recormnendeci.

Duplicating original material,
whenever possible.

Not Recommended
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BUILDING: 'EXTERIOR FL~TURES -- continued

Recommended Not Recommended

Architectural Metals: Cast iron; steel, pressed tin, aluminum, zinc

Wood: Clapboard, weatherboard, shingles, and other wooden siding

Not RecommendedRecol7U71ended

Reconstructing missing material
with new material that duplicates
in size, pattern, shape, and tex­
ture tne old as closely as possible.

Reproducing the original form,
ciesign, and texture of the miss2ng
element wherever possible.

Roofs and Roofing

Recommended Not Recommended

Reconstructing the original roof
snape ,

Replacing missing roof coverings
with new material, that matches .che
old in composLtIcn, size, pattern ,
shape, color, and texture.

Changing the original roof shape
or adding features inappropriate
to the essential character of
the roof such as oversized dormer
windows or picture windows.

ApRlying new roofing material
that is inappropriate to the style
and period of the building and
neighborhood.

Replacing missing roof coverings
with new..materials which differ
to such an extent from the old 'in'
composition, size, shape, color,
and texture that the appearance
of the building is altered.

Reproducing, where necessary, all
architectural features that give
the roof its essential character
such as dormer windows, cupolas,
cornices, brackets, chimneys,
cresting, weatner vanes, gutters,
downspouts, and lightning rods.

Omitting architectural features
important to the character
of a reconstructed building.
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BUILDING: LXTERlOR FEATURES -- continued

Windows and Doors

Recorrunended

Reproducing original window and
door openings, including window
sash, glass, lintels, sills,
architraves, shutters, and doors,
pediments, hoods, steps, and all
hardware.

Duplicating the material, design,
and the hardware of the older
window sash and doors in the
new sash and doors.

Not Hecommended

Reproducing new window and door
openings in the principal elevations
which are inaccurate.in size or
shape or enlarging or reducing
window or door openings to fit
new stock.window sash or new
stock door sizes.

Altering the size of the original
window panes or sash. Such
changes destroy the scale and
proportion of the building.

Using inappropriate designs for
new window or door features such
as aluminum storm and screen
window combinations.

Entrances, Porches, Porte-Cocheres, and Steps

Recorrunended

Reproducing porches and steps that
are appropriate to the building
and its development.

Replacing, missing architectural
features of wood, iron~ cast iron,
.terr a co t t a , tile, -and brick.

Not Recommended,

Omitting or altering the design
of porches and steps that are
appropriate to the building's
style. .

Omitting porches and steps and
other architectural features

--·---.··---.suchas'-han'drailsc,- balusters"
columns, brackets, and roof decora­
tion of wood, iron, cast iron,
terra ~otta, tile, and brick from
the reconstruction.
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BUILDING: EXTERIOR FINISHES

Recommended Not Recommended

Discovering original paint colors
and finishes: Reproducing the
colors based on the original
eVidence, when appropriate, to
illustrate the distinctive character
of the property.

Painting with colors that cannot
be documented through research
and investigation to be appro­
priate to the building and
neighborhood or using nondocumented
finishes other than paint.

BUILDING: INTERIOR FEATURES

Recommended Not Recommended

Reproducing original material,
architectural features, and
hardware, whenever possible, such
as stairs, elevators, handrails,
balusters, ornamental columns,
cornices, baseboards, doors,
doorways, windows, mantel pieces,
panelings, lighting fixtures, and
parquet or mosaic flooring.

Replacing missing material with
new material, that duplicates the
old as closely 'as possible.

Duplicate original plaster, when­
ever possible.

Installing new decorative material
that is inappropriate or was
unavailable when the building
was constructed, such as vinyl,
plastic, or imitation wood wall
floor coverings.
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BUILDING: INTERIOR FINISHES

Recommended Not Recommended

Discovering and reproducing ori­
ginal paint colors, finishes,
graining, wallpapers, and other
decorative motifs where necessary.

~ffiCHANICAi SYST&~: HEATING, AIR CONDITIONING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING,
FIRE PROTECTION

Recommended

Installing necessary building
systems in areas and spaces that
will require the least possible
alteration to the plan, materials,
and appearance of the building.

Installing the vertical runs of
ducts, pipes, and cables in closets,
service rooms, and wall cavities.

Selecting mechanical systems that
best suit the building and are
as inconspicuous as possible.

Installing exterior electrical and
telephone cables underground,
unless they were part of the
historic scene.

No t Recommended

Causing unnecessary damage to
the plan and appearance of the
building when installing mechani­
cal services.

Installing vertical runs of ducts,
pipes, and cables in places where
they will be a visual intrusion.

Attaching exterior electrical
and telephone cables to the
principal elevations of the
building.

SAFETY AND CODE REQUIREMENTS

Recorrmended

Complying with code requirements
in sucn a manner that the essential
character of a building is pre­
served intact.

Investigating variances for historic
properties allowed under some local
codes.

Not Recommended
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SAFETY AND CODE REQUIR&~S

Recommended

Installing adequate fire preven­
tion equipment in a manner that
does minimal damage to the
appearance or fabric of a property.

Providing access for the handicapped
without damaging the essential
character of a property.

continued

Not Recommended

U.S. GOVERMENT PRINTING OFFICE 1985 0 - 480-564
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SUBJECT: COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM FOR MEETING
TO BE HELD ON TUESDAY; MAY 19} 1992

1. Title of Item: ANNUAL REPORT OF THE TOWER DISTRICT
SPECIFIC PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE

MICHAEL A. BIE~~N

City Manager

May 13} 1992

CITY OF FRESNO
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL

ALVIN P. SOLIS} Director
Development Department

DP..TE:

FROM:

TO:

2. Agenda Placement:

3. Contact Person for Questions: Nick Yovino or Ann Vomastic
Planning Division - 498~1361

4. Special Conqitions:

[] Critical that item be placed on agenda for this date.

[] Controversial item - may have persons appearing to
discuss with Council.

[] Item requires special interdepartmental coordination.

[] Requires more than quorum majority for passage.

5. Remarks:





City 01
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rn~~-..:~u~ REPORT TO THE CITY COUNC1L--r--------------_
AGENDA ITEM NO.

COUNCIL MEETING

May 12, 1992

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE TOWER DISTRICT SPECIFIC
PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE

CITY MANAGER

DEPART,'rfENT DIRECTOR

r------------:;::::;---I---/----I-/

ALVIN P. SOLIS, Director
Development Department

NICK YOVINO, Deve~.. o m~en~t.~~Manager
Planning DiViSion~~

BY:

SUBJECT:

- FROM:

BACKGROUND

The Tower District Specific Plan was adopted by the Council on
March 26, 1991. The purpose of the Plan is to provide the City
and the residents of the Tower District with a comprehensive
planning tool for managing historic resources and conserving
neighborhoods in the face of future change and development. To
accomplish this, the Plan addresses urban conservation and new
development, including public area improvements, and provides
goals and policies for neighborhood quality and stability and for
economic development and reinvestment.

Adoption of the Plan formally established the Tower District
Specific Plan Implementation Committee. The Plan further requires
the Committee to present an annual progress report to the
Council. The Committee has addressed several components of. the
Plan during the past year. These components have included design
review, pro-active code enforcement, public area improvements and

- ----land use as presented in the attached yea~-e~d. repQr~. Items -not­
yet addressed are a historic resources survey, review of the
Zoning Ordinance related to the urban conservation district, and
the development of a comprehensive list of capital improvement
projects for the Tower District.

The attached Committee report is in outline form and summarizes
-the current status of the Committee's efforts related to design
review, code enforcement, public area improvements, and land use.
The outline also contains a list of needs, as perceived by the
Committee, for these areas of concern. The report will be
supplemented with a more detailed Committee presentation at the
May 19, 1992, Council meeting.
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One issue addressed in the report relates to community care
facilities (i.e., large day care centers or special rehabilitation
facilities) and boarding homes. The Tower District Specific Plan
concluded that there is an over concentration of community care
facilities and boarding homes in the plan area. The Plan was
adopted with a policy which stated, that loeational and spacing

- criteria should be developed for new community care facilities and
boarding homes, and that the criteria should be presented to the
Council with the first annual Implementation Committee report.
Due to budget and staffing constraints for this fiscal year, the
loeational criteria have not been completed. Given current staff
resources, it is estimated that an additional six months to one
year is needed to develop the criteria.

Also, the Tower District Specific Plan was approved with language
for a moratorium prohibiting both the licensing of new community
care "and boarding horne facilities, and the enforcement of Zoning
Ordinance violations committed by existing facilities in the plan
area. The moratorium would be in effect until the Iocational
criteria are developed. Therefore, if additional time is provided
to complete the development of the locational criteria, extended
application of the moratorium should also be considered. The City
Attorney·s Office has advised that more formal action by the
Council is necessary to implement the moratorium. Specifically,
Council adoption of a resolution determining findings for the
moratorium and an EnvironrnentalAssessment of the moratorium need
to be completed. If the Council provides additional time to
complete the locational criteria, staff should be directed to
return to the Council wit~ the necessary moratorium resolution and
environmental work.

Another recommendation made by the Committee relates to pro-active
code enforcement. The Committee believes that the City should
pursue a more proactive code enforcement program. Related to this
issue, the Council recently (April 28, 1992) approved an updated
General Plan Housing Element. Included in the Housing Element is
a pcilicy.which directs staff to return with operational, cost, and ..
financing alternativ~~ that can be considered by th~ touncil "td .
establish a pro-active code enforcement program for City-wide
application.

It should be noted that because of budget constraints, during the
past year, staff time to assist the Committee has been limited.
However, several City departments have made efforts to work with
the Committee to provide information and pursue some public
improvement projects, such as the re-construction of Olive
Avenue. The Development Department has provided adequate staffing
to implement the Design Review Process stipulated by the Plan.
Without any additional staff resources devoted to the Committee,
staff inv~lvement will continue at the same level provided during
this past year. This means that a number of needs listed in the
Committee·s report, particularly those listed as llelements of the
Plan not yet implemented,lI will not be addressed during the next
year.
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RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Council consider the attached report
and presentation made by the Tower District Specific Plan
Implementation Committee. After consideration of the report and
presentation, the Council may wish to direct the Committee or
staff as deemed appropriate.

Concerning the community care and boarding home issue, staff does
recommend that more time (up to one year) be granted to develop
the locational criteria. It is also recommended that the Council
direct staff to prepare the necessary resolution and environmental
work for application of the moratorium related to new facilities
and enforcement of code violations for existing facilities.

NY:AV:flh
PLN441/+1241

Attachment: Report to the City Council from the Tower District
Implementation Committee





SUBJECT: Report of activities during first year of Plan implementation

Background

On March 26,1991, the Fresno City Council unanimously adopted the
Tower District Specific Plan (hereafter TDSP). It was effective April 27,
1991. The Plan provided that the Implementation Committee "shall prepare
and submit to the City Council a detailed report, with findings and
recommendations on implementation of the plan. The report will also
specify the capital improvement projects that should be undertaken within
the Tower District and specific funding sources to implement the plan and
construct the capital improvement projects."

May 5,1992

FROM:

REPORT TO CITY COUNCIL

Robert Bora, Chair
Tower District Specific Plan Implementation Committee



Tower District Implementation Committee Annual Report

Conclusions and recommendations

DesignReview

Current Status:

Process formalized and made part of City municipal code
$7750 raised toward publication of complete Design Guidelines (of an
estimated $10,000 total)
Guidelines outlined and partially drafted

Needs:

• means of seeing that approved projects actually follow
design guidelines

• formal process for meetings with Planning Director when
he disagrees with our recommendations

• one reference work for all procedures

Pro-active Code Enforcement

Current Status:

Neighborhood Preservation Division understaffed
Complaint-driven process-no proactive enforcement, no annual
inspections
Bottleneck in City Attorney's office

Needs:

• Larger Neighborhood Preservation Staff
• Support for community efforts

Code enforcement volunteers
• Redrafted ordinances:

Impose measurable sanctions for violations; these should
be self-executing-cutCity Attorney's office, and courts, out
of the loop

Public Area Improvements

Current Sta tus:

Fruit to Palm segment of Olive Avenue will have approximately 20
landscaped "bubbles" along the curb lines, including canopy shade
trees, irrigation, and low maintenance ground cover. The request for
bids will be issued shortly.

2
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The initial design process for Palm to Van Ness segment is in
progress. Median islands landscaped with canopy shade trees will
be considered for the dominant landscape treatment.
Conversion of WishonlFulton and Van Ness!IV1aroa Avenues to two­
way traffic, restoring traditional residential traffic patterns through
the plan area after completion of Freeway 41, is under consideration.
City staff and the subcommittee are awaiting progress on the traffic
study of the Central Area Plan.
A study of the McKinley and Echo Avenue intersection, traffic
speeds, and pedestrian safety is underway.

Needs:

• Mechanical traffic controls at the intersection of McKinley
and Echo or undulations at Echo Avenue

• Support for community efforts with graffiti eradication
• Assistance with plans for improving and completing other

streetscape treatments in plan areas neglected in the past.

Land Use

Current Status

The issue of boarding house and community care facility
overconcentration has not been resolved, despite efforts by a group of
interested citizens consisting of facility operators, tenants, neighbors,
and representatives of agencies licensing or referring clients to such
residences or facilities. .
Rezoning nonconforming uses has taken place only on an as-needed
basis

Needs:

• modified language for City ordinances and Specific Plan
regarding boarding house and health-care facilities

• changes in Municipal code to facilitate rezoning far
nonconforming uses within Specific Plan area

• study of Reeding Business Park Redevelopment Study
Area's impact on setting up a redevelopment district within
the TDSP area -

Elements called for in the Plan but not yet implemented:

-Historic Resources Survey
-City of Fresno General Plan and Zoning Ordinance

.Urban conservation district
building and storefront rehab
affirmative maintenance and enforcement

3
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design review guidelines
discrete code provisions uniquely applicable to Tower Dist ,

Comprehensive list of capital improvement projects for the To wer District
brief statement of potential benefits of each project
priorities and time frames for construction
preliminary cost figures
identify and recommend possible sources of funding

Detailed report at one-year point
specifying capital improvement proj ects to be undertaken
identifying specific funding source for each project

--A..B 1963 (parking and business area improvement)
Agree upon specific boundaries
formally establish district for promotion & protection of interests
AB 1693 monies for:

parking facilities (acquire, construct, maintain)
promoting district's commercial and business interests
minor beautification!enhancement improvements for public
areas

--Funding Mechanisms
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City Hall • 209-498-1·591 • FAX 488-1020
2600 Fresno Street
Fresno, California 93721-3604

May 14, 1992

Dear :

Development Department

Alvin P.Solis, AICP
Director

Please reDlY to:
Ann Vomastic
209 498-1361

SUBJECT: UPCOMING CITY COUNCIL ACTION RELATED TO
COMMUNITY CARE FACILITIES AND BOARDING HOMES

. On ~ay 19, 1992, (4 p.m.) the Fresno City Council will 'consider a
one'year progress report for the Tower District Specific Plan
Implementation Committee. The Council will meet in the City Hall
Council Chamber. The annual report is a requireme~t of the Tower
District Specific Plan.

As part of the Council discussion, City staff will address the issue
of Community Care Facilities and Boarding Homes. As you are aware J

the Tower District Specific Plan requires the development of
loeational criteria for these uses. The Plan had anticipated the
loeational criteria to be completed and presented to the Council as
part of the annual progress report. However, formulation of the
criteria is still pending because staff resources have not been
sufficient to complete the project within one year.

Because of this situation, the Council will consider allowing for
more time to develop the criteria. If more time is granted, the
staff will also recommend that; 1) the moratorium prohibiting new
Community Care Facilities and Boarding Homes in the Tower District
be extended until the criteria are developed; and 2) that the City
continue to not enforce Zoning Ordinance violations (~xcluding

hc a Lth and safety .v i o La tncns) against existing f ac i Li.ti e s until the
criteria are developed. It is estimated that ~n additional six
months to one year will be needed to develop the criteria.

Due ·to your interest in this matter, you may wish to attend the City
Council meeting. If you have any questions, please call
Ann Vomastic, Deputy City Manager, at 498-1361.

Sincerely,

Alvin B. Solis
Director

vs:1240/PLN





APPENDIX D:
RESOLUTIONS AND ORDINANCE

OF RECOMMENDATION,
CERTIFICATION AND ADOPTION

Central Area Development Commission Resolution

Planning Commission Resolutions (2)

City Council Resolutions (2)

City Council Ordinance (1)





CENTRAL AREA DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
MINUTES

FEBRUARY 27, 1991

The Central Area Development Commission (CADC) met in regular session
at the hour of 5:30 p.m., in the City Council Chambers on the above
date.

Present:

Linda M. Calandra
Ronnie McNair
Blanche V. Milhahn
Robert D. Ward

Staff Present:

Absent:

Gary Lanfranco
Bud Long (Resigned 2/14/91)

George Aguilar, Acting Secretary
Jo Ann Brindeiro, Recording Secretary

II. A. APPROVE MINUTES OF JANUARY 30, 1990 MEETING
(Carryover from February 13, 1991 Meeting)

Chairman Ronnie McNair asked for a motion to approve the
minutes of the January 30, 1990, meeting. Commissioner
Milhahn moved the minutes be approved, seconded by
Commissioner Calandra and unanimously carried.

Ayes: Calandra, McNair, Milhahn, Ward
Noes: None
Absent: Lanfranco

8. REVIEW UNOFFICIAL NOTES OF FEBRUARY 13, 1990 MEETING

Chairman Ronnie McNair asked for a motion to accept the
unofficial notes of the February 13, 1990, meeting as ­
presented. Commissioner Milhahn moved they be accepted as
presented, seconded by Commissioner Ward and unanimously
carried.

Ayes: Calandra, McNair, Milhahn, Ward
Noes: None
Absent: Lanfranco

III. PRESENTATION OF DRAFT TOWER SPECIFIC PLAN AND RECOMMENDATION TO
CITY COUNCIL

Nick Yovino, Development Manager of the Development Department,
briefly reviewed and elaborated on the proposed Draft Tower
Specific Plan. Mr. Yovino discussed the resolution of concerns
of the difference between the draft Plan and the Central Area
Community Plan about the land use designations for the portion
of the Van Ness-Fulton Couplet--it is now proposed that that
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area be called Residential/Mixed Use and would also allow office
uses and a range of commercial uses. Nr. Yovino briefly
described Modification Reports A and B and elaborated on the
different zonings described in the reports.

Mr. Yovino briefly discussed the design review process in the
draft Tower Specific plan--guidelines for the whole Tower
District; building permits reviewed by a designer review
committee; design review committee will advise the Development
Director; citizens will sit on committee; every permit will be
reviewed.

On motion of Commissioner Milhahn, seconded by Commissioner
Ward, duly carried, RESOLVED that the Commission support and
recommend that the City Council approve the Draft Tower District
Specific Plan with Plan Modifications Reports A and B as
recommended by the Tower District Citizens Committee and the
Development Department staff.

Ayes: Calandra, McNair, Milhahn, Ward
Noes: None
Absent: Lanfranco

IV. UNSCHEDULED ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

Commissioner Linda -Calandra announced a workshop that will be
presented by the Fresno County and City Chamber of Commerce-­
"Central Area Revitalization" at the Chamber of Conunerce offices
on March 16/ 1991. It is requested that a list of the
Commissioners be submitted so that an invitation be issued to
all Commissioners.

Chairman McNair briefly discussed impacts of water use reduction
in the Central Area and requested information on the present
water situation and implications to the Central Area.

Commissioner Calandra requested a status report on the new City
and County Tax Sharing Agreement.

V. ADJOURNMENT

Ronnie McNair, Chairman

On motion of Commissioner Ward, seconded by Commissioner
Calandra, and unanimously carried that the meeting be adjourned.
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at
6:00 p.m.

Dated this 27Tffiay of FEBRUARY, 1991.

Staffor~to;tt~secre~
jb
362+/CADC4



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CENTRAL AREA
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
FRESNO RECOMMENDING THAT THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF FRESNO APPROVE THE PROPOSED TOWER
DISTRICT SPECIFIC PLAN

The Fresno City Central Area Development Commission at its

meeting of February 27, 1991, adopted the following resolution

relative to the draft Tower District Speci ic Plan.

WHEREAS, The Fresno City ,~;~nc~~;q,i' 20, 1984, adopted
~t~i!:(1. ';'~..<,v:\ 'tN:l

the Fresno. Gen~_~~dtf:~\~ ,;}~ ~~j
WHEREAS, t~·.i~.CO:'uh~~;/on December~j"1i, 19·' , and July 18, 1989

~F. ... l:'-'~ ttf"'j:~:, .._" ~.;;~~:~~" \;iK\
adopted the Fre~'o ~ik~~~Dd, ~ the Central Area Community

Plan, respective~s~f~:ementsof the General Plan; and

WHEREAS, Specific Plans may be developed to further refine

Community Plans in a parcel-specific manner; and

WHEREAS, the Council directed that a new Specific Plan for the

Tower District be prepared; and

WHEREAS, a draft Tower District Specific Plan has been

completed for the designated area which is bounded by Shields and

Clinton Avenues on the north, Fruit Avenue on the west, the

Southern Pacific Railroad and proposed Freeway 180 on the south,

and Blackstone Avenue on the east, and also included are Van Ness

and Fulton streets south to Voorman Avenue including the area

between those streets and the full alleys west of College Avenue

and east of Yosemite Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the draft Specific Plan was prepared pursuant to the

City of Fresno Local Planning and Procedures Ordinance (LPPO) and

guidelines promulgated under it and was formulated by the

consultant firm of Wallace, Roberts and Todd, Development

Department staff, the Citizens' Advisory Committee, and with

substantial public input; and



I . Impact Report No.

Environmental

Quality Act, and concurrent findings that there is no

substantial evidence in the record that the Tower

District Specific Plan may have a significant effect on

the environment; and

2. Approval of the amendment of the portions of the General

Plan, the Fresno High/Roeding, and Central Area Community

Plans within the Tower District;

WHEREAS, the draft Specific Plan was initiated for public

review by the City Council on November 13, 1990, pursuant to the

LPPO and guidelines promulgated under it; and

WHEREAS, Final Environmental Impact Report No. 10108, which

has been prepared as an integral part of the draft Specific Plan,

identifies no significant effects resulting from the

implementation of the draft Specific Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Central Area

Development Commission of the City of Fresno has reviewed and

considered the draft Tower District Plan and recommends

opt the Specific Plan

3. Approval of the Tower District Specific Plan with Plan

modifications as recommended by the Tower District

Citizens' Committee and the Development Department Staff.



The foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Central Area

Development Commission upon a rnotionby Commissioner Milhahn,

seconded by Commissioner Ward.

Absent - Lanfranco

Ayes - Calandra, McNair, Milhahn, Ward

NoneNoes

VOTING:

Ronnie McNair, Chair
~~~tral Area Development Commission





FRESNO CITY PLANNING LU~~~~~UN

RESOLUTION NO. 10103

The Fresno City Planning Commi s s-i on at its special meeting of
March 13, 1991, adopted the following resolution relative to the
certification of Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) No. 10108
and adoption of findings regarding the environmental effects
related to the proposed Specific Plan.

WHEREAS, EIR No. 10108 relating to the draft Tower District
Specific Plan has been prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Actj and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed special
public hearing on March 13, 1991, and considered EIR No. 10108 and
the Planning staff and Citizen Committee recommendations, written
comments, and testimony received regarding EIR No. 10108.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission has
reviewed and considered the information contained in the draft
Tower Specific Plan and ErR No. 10108 and does hereby approve and
recommend that the Council take the following action to approve
EIR No. 10108:

1. Certify EIR No. 10108 as being completed in compliance
with the California Environmental Quality Act, the state
CEQA Guidelines, and the City of Fresno's Environmental
Quality Ordinancej and

2. Find that there is no substantial evidence in the record,
that the Tower may have a significant Plan on the
environment.

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the Planning Commission
upon a motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Chair Klein.

VOTING: Ayes Smith, Klein, Mendoza, Petty, Sterling
Noes - None

Not Voting ~ None
Absent Moore, QuintBro

ALVIN P. SOLIS, Secretary
Fresno City Planning Commission

Dated March 13, 1991

DEF:flh
PLN379/+483





FRESNO CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 10104

The Fresno City Planning Commission at its special meeting of
March 13, 1991, adopted the following resolution recommending
approval of the draft Tower District Specific Plan with
modifications.

WHEREAS, the Specific Plans are essential to the refinement of
Community Plans; and

WHEREAS, the Council directed that the Tower District Specific
Plan be prepared; and

WHEREAS, the Tower District Specific Plan has been prepared
pursuant to the Local Planning and Procedures Ordinance (LPPO) and
was jointly prepared by staff, the consultant firm of Wallace,
Roberts and Todd, a 21-member Citizens Advisory Committee, and
with substantial public input, and was initiated by the Fresno
City Council on November 13, 1990, all in conformance with the
state Government Code, the LPPO and qud de Ld ne.s promulg ated under
it; and .

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) No. 10108 relating to the draft
Tower District Specific Plan and has determined that the EIR is
adequate and has been prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed special
public hearing on March 13, 1991, and considered the Planning
staff and Citizen Committee recommendation, written comments, and
testimony given in favor of and in opposition to the draft Tower
District Specific Plan, modifications thereto, and EIR No. 10108.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commi.s s i on has
reviewed and considered the information contained in the dtaft
Tower Specific Plan and EIR No. 10108 and does hereby approve and
recommend that the Council approve amendments to the Fresno
High-Roeding Community Plan, the Central Area Community Plan, and
the Fresno General Plan as depicted in Attachment D of the bound
staff report, incorporated herein by reference, in order to
maintain consistency between these plans and the Specific Plan.

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the Planning Commission
upon a motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Chair Klein.

VOTING: Ayes - Smith, Klein, Mendoza, Petty, Sterling
Noes - None

Not Voting - None
Absent Moore, Quintero
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Fresno City Planning Commission
hereby reco~mends that the City Council approve the Tower District
Specific Plan, including Attachment A, Attachment E, and all
modifications as initiated on November 13, 1990 and explained and
conditioned in Attachment C and the EIR, as depicted in the bound
staff report, and as further explained by staff verbally at the
March 13, 1991, hearing and incorporated by reference into this
resolution. .

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the Planning Commission
upon a motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Chair Klein.

VOTING: Ayes - Smith, Klein, Mendoza, Petty, Sterling
Noes - None

Not Voting - None
Absent - Moore, Quintero

ALVIN P. SOLIS, Secretary
Fresno City Planning Commission

Dated March 13, 1991

DF:mv
PLN379/485



FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY
PLANNING COMMISSION CHAIRPERSON KLEIN

1. As a recommendation to' remedy current parking problems and
fulfill educational needs, Hamilton should be reverted back to
Middle School status. (Plan pg. 6-12).

2. As a recommendation consistent with the purpose of the Tower
District Specific Plan, the preferred Central Olive Avenue
Plaza alternative should be !IA. II (Plan pg. 5-5).

3. By viewing the remaining fragments of the streetscape of Van
Ness Boulevard south to Weldon and Fulton Avenue from Belmont
south to Divisadero, one can infer an overall pattern. This
pattern, characterized by median islands planted with lawn and
Deodar Cedars, is established on Van Ness Boulevard south to
Weldon. Weldon retains the median islands with lawn, as well
as the remnant of sweeping two-way curve at its intersection
with Van Ness. One last fragment of this motif remains on
Peralta and Maroa, where there is a median island on block .i n
length with two mature Deodar Cedars. The logical
recommendation would be to reestablish this pattern along the
throughfares identified in the 1984 General Plan as IISc en i c
Drives." (EIR figure 4.2-1). This can be accomplished by the
planting of Deodar Cedars on Weldon in place of the immature
existing ±rees. Furthermore, this median island treatment,
complete with lawn and Deodar Cedars, should be installed in
place of the center lane of Wishon Avenue from Princeton
Avenue south to the northern edge of the Central District
Commercial Streetscape at Hedges Avenue. Deodars should be
planted as street trees from Olive south to Belmont, thereby
extending a pattern that is identified in the ErR as, "a
unique and highly valuable landscape character." (EIR pg.
4 . 1-6) . .

4. In concert with the previous item, the use of stone gateway
elements or similar district-specifid-- street ~arkers shoUld be
recommended to further identify the Tower District as unique.
(EIR pg. 4.1-6).





RESOLUTION NO. 91-138

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA, CERTIFYING FINAL
ENVIRON!'f...ENTAL IMPJ!..CT REPORT NO. 10108 FOR
THE TOWER DISTRICT SPECIFIC PLAN AND
FINDING NO SIGNIFICANT ENVIRON~LNTAL IMPACT

WHEREAS, the Fina 1 Envi ronment a1 Impact Repo rt (ErR) No. 10108

relating to the draft Tower District Specific Plan has been

prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality

Act (CEQA); and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed special

public hearing on March 13, 1991, and considered EIR No. 10108 and

the ·City of Fresno staff and Cltizen Committee recommendations,

wri tten comments, and testimony recei ved regarding EIR No. 10108;

and

WHEREAS, the Fresno Ci ty Planning Commission at its speci a l

meeting of March 13, 1991, adopted Reso lut ion No. 10103,

recommending certification of EIR No. 10108; and

. WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Fresno, on March 26, 1991,

held a duly noticed public hearing to consider the draft Tower

District Specific Plan and ErR No. 10108, and all written and oral

evidence and testimony related thereto.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Council of the City of

Fresno certifies that EIR No. 10108 has been completed ln

compliance with CEQA and the City of Fresno's Environmental

Quality Ordinance I and tha t the Counc i 1 ha s reviewed and

considered the information contained in EIR No. 10108 prior to

approving the Tower District Specific Plan.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council finds that there is

no substantial evidence in the record that the Tower District

Specific ·Plan may have a significant effect on the environment.

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
COUNTY OF FRESNO )
CITY OF FRESNO )

I I Jacque line L. Ryle, Ci ty Clerk of the Ci ty 0 f Fresno, certi fy
that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Council of the
City of Fresno, California, at a regular meeting held on the 26th
day of March 1991.
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-139

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FRESNO p~ENDING THE 1984 FRESNO GENE~~L

PLAN, THE FRESNO HIGH-ROEDING COMMUNITY
PLAN, AND THE CENTR~L AREA CO~~UNIT£ PLAN

WHEREAS, the Fresno City Council on December 1, 1977,

November 20, 1984, and on July 13, 1989, adopted the Fresno

High-Roeding Community Plan and the General Plan, and the Central

Area Community Plan, respectively; and

WHEREAS, specific plans are essential to the refinement of the

Community Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Council directed that the Tower District Specific

Plan be prepared; and

WHEREAS, the Tower District Specific Plan has been prepared

pursuant to the Local Planning and Procedures Ordinance (LPPO) and

was formulated by staff with the help of a 21-member Citizens

Advisory Committee and with substantial public input and was

I

initiated by the Fresno City Council on November 13, 1990, all in

.conf c rmance wi th applicable pr-ovisions of State P'l anni nq Law! the

LPPO and guidelines promulgated under it; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno City Planning Commission, at its special

meeting of March 13, 1991, adopted Resolution No. 10104

recommending adoption of the Tower District Specific Plan as

recommended by the Citizens Advisory Committee and including

several modifications; and

PASSED ----........--"lP'l"l-.......-
EFFECTlVE ............ _
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WHEREAS,. the Council of the City of Fresno, on March 26" 1991,

held a duly noticed public hearing to consider the draft Tower

District Specific Plan and Final Environmental Impact Report (ErR)

No. 10108 and at the public hearings considered all information

contained in the draft Tower District Specific Plan and EIR No.

10108, and all written and oral evidence and testimony related

thereto; and

WHEREAS, prior to taking action on this project, Council

adopted a resolution certifying EIR No. 10108 as required by the

California Environmental Quality Act, and finding that there is no

substantial evidence in the record that the Tower District

Specific Plan may have a significant ~ffect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, the LPPO requires that specific plans must be adopted

by ordinance, and community plans and the General Plan must be

amended by resolution; and

WHEREAS, the Charter of the City of Fresno permits an

ordinance adopting a specific plan to be adopted by Council on the

day it is introduced; and

WHEREAS, the Council has adopted an ordinance adopting the

Tower District Specific Plan.
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NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Council of the City of

Fresno, having adopted the Tower District Specific Plan, approves

amendments to the Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan, the Central

Area Community Plan, and 1984 Fresno General Plan as depicted on

Attachment D, respectively, incorporated herein by reference, in

order to maintain consistency between the Tower District Specific

Plan, the said Community Plans and General Plan.

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
COUNTY OF FRESNO )
CITY OF FRESNO )

I, Jacqueline L. Ryle, City Clerk of the City of Fresno, certify
that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Council of the
City of Fresno, California, at a regular meeting held on the 26th
day of March 1991.

APPROVED AS TO FORM
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Attachment IlD n
- Maps of plan amendments
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ATTACHMENT 0 One of Three

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
FRESNO. HIGH-ROEDING COMMUNI-TY

BY THE TOWER DISTRICT SPECIF1C
PLAN
PLAN
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ATT ACHMEHT D Three of Three

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
1984 FRESNO GENERAL PLAN

THE TOWER DISTRICT SPECIFIC PLAN
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B ILL NO. B-26----
INTRODUCED BY COUNCILMEMBER Schcrton

ORDINANCE NO. 91-26

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF FRESNO,
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE TOWER DISTRICT
SPECIFIC PLAN

WHEREAS, the Tower District Specific Plan was prepared

pursuant to the Local Planning and Procedures Ordinance (LPPO) and

was formulated by staff with the help of a 21-rnember.Citizens

Advisory Committee and with substantial public input and was

initiated by the Fresno City Council on November 13, 1990, all in

conformance with applicable provisions of State Planning Law, the

LPPO and guidelines promulgated under it; and

WHEREAS, the LPPO requires that specific plans must be adopted

by ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Charter of the City of Fresno permits the

ordinance adopting the Tower District Specific Plan to be adopted

by the Council on the day of its introduction; and

WHEREA.S;, .the F r e sno City Planning Commis s ion F· at its spec i a 1

meeting of March 13, 1991, adopted ~esolution No. 10103

reco~~ending certification of Final Environmental Impact Report

(EIR) No. 10108 and adopted Resolution No. 10104 recommending

adoption of the Tower District Specific Plan update as recommended

by the Citizens Advisory Committee and including several

modifications; and

MICROF1LJ\1fD
Rsm 1]). Dans cd Lh}

- 1-



WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Fresno, on March 26, 1991,

held a duly noticed public hearing to consider the draft Tower

District Specific Plan and ErR No. 10108 and at the public

hearings considered all information contained in the draft Tower

District Specific Plan and EIR No. 10108, and all written and oral

evidence and testimony related thereto; and

WHEREAS, prior to taking action on this project, Council

adopted a resolution which certified that EIR No. 10108 was

prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality

Act, and found that there is no substantial evidence in the record

that the Tower District Specific Plan may have a significant

effect on the environment; and

NOW, THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FRESNO DOES ORDAIN

AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The Tower District Specific Plan, consisting of maps
and written statements of goals, policies and implementation
measures, including Attachments A, B, and C, all as contained in
Exhibit I, and including all mitigation measures as set f6rth in
the EIR incorporated herein by reference is hereby adopted.

SECTION 2~ Any provisioll in Chapter 12 of the Fresno MunicipaL
code which would render implementation of this ordin"ance
infeasible shall yield to the provisions of this ordinance.

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall become effective and in full
force and" effect at 12:01 a.m. on the thirty-first day after its
passage.
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Tower District Specific Plan

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
COUNTY OF FRES~O )
CITY OF FRESNO- )

I, Jacqueline L. Ryle, City Clerk of the City of Fresno, certify
that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Council of the
City of Fresno, California, at a regular meeting held on the 26th
day of March 1991.

JACQUELINE L. RYLE
City Clerk
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