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I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL- 6:00 p.m. 

II. APPROVE MEETING MINUTES 

6:00p.m. 

2600 FRESNO STREET 



Historic Preservation Commission, January 25, 2016 

A. Approve Minutes for December 21st, 2015. 

Ill. APPROVE AGENDA 

IV. CONSENT CALENDAR 

V. CONTINUED MATTERS 
None 

VI. COMMISSION ITEMS 

A. Consideration of Approval of Request by the Property Owner to Designate the 
California Merci Train Boxcar Located at 3509 N. First Street as a Heritage 
Property Pursuant to FMC 12-1612 (ACTION ITEM). 

Staff Recommendation: Approve designation. 

B. Discuss Making a Formal Request to the Director of the Development and 
Resource Management Department for a 2017 Budget Line Item for a Low
Interest Loan Program for Historic Property Owners (ACTION ITEM). 

Staff Recommendation: Hold discussion and make recommendation as 
appropriate 

VII. CHAIRPERSON'S REPORT 

VIII. UNSCHEDULEDITEMS 
A. Members of the Commission 

B. Staff 
1 . Items for Council Hearing on January 28, 2016: Five Nominations for the 

Local Register of Historic Resources (from December 21, 2015 meeting) 
and Consideration of Delisting of the Craycroft Home, 10 AM. 

C. General Public 

IX. NEXT MEETING: February 22nd, 2016 6 PM Conference Room A, City Hall. 

X. ADJOURNMENT 



DEVELOPMENT AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT 

Executive Minutes: Public Hearing 

A JOINT MEETING OF THE CITY OF FRESNO 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

AND THE FULTON-LOWELL DESIGN REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Monday, December 21, 2015 
5:00pm 

Conference Room "A" 2"d floor 
Fresno City Hall, 2600 Fresno Street 

Agenda 

A. Call to Order, Roll Call and Introduction of Commission and 
Committee Members, Patrick Boyd, Chair HPC 

The meeting was called to order at 5:02pm by Patrick Boyd, Chair of the HPC. 

Commissioners Present: Patrick Boyd, Jason Hatwig, Kristina Roper, Don Simmons Ph.D. 

Fulton-Lowell Committee Members Present: Chair Becky Foore-Hayden, Steve Skibbie, 
Rosalyn Clark and James Quinn. 

Staff Present: Karana Hattersley-Drayton, Daniel Zack, Casey Lauderdale, Will Tackett and 
Director Jennifer Clark. 

Absent Commission and Committee Members: Robin Goldbeck and Paul Halajian (HPC), 
Stacy Ruble (Fulton-Lowell). 

Karana Hattersley-Drayton (Historic Preservation Project Manager) noted that this is the first 
time since 2006 that the two review groups have met in a joint session. She mentioned the fact 
that there are different rules governing each body. The By-laws for the Historic Preservation 
Commission require that staff prepare a report and provide a recommendation whereas staff for 
the Fulton Lowell Design Review Committee is advisory only and does not prepare a report prior 
to the meeting. 
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B. Approval of Agenda 

C. Review and Provide Comments on a Proposed 16-Unit Housing In-fill 
Project Located at 1743 and 1745 L Street, S-15-108, Adjacent to the 
Helm Home (1901 ), HP#112 and the Long (Black) Home (1907) HP#113 
Pursuant to FMC 12-1606(a)(2), 1606(b)(6) and to the Administrative 
Provisions of Section 1 0.0 of the Fulton Lowell Specific Plan (Fulton 
Lowell Design Guidelines). 

Karana Hattersley-Drayton gave a Power Point presentation of the proposed project. She 
reviewed the HPC duties and powers as well as those of the Fulton-Lowell Design guidelines. 
She noted comments made by the HPC at the May 18th charrette as well as comments on the 
revised design presented to the HPC (and also to the Fulton-Lowell) on November ufh. The PP 
included history and stylistic information about adjacent and nearby designated historic properties 
on L Street and she outlined the character-defining features particularly of Mission Revival and 
Spanish Revival architecture. She noted that it is the staff opinion that the elevation drawings 
submitted tonight are not appropriate for this historic block. 

Becky Foore-Hayden: The committee just received their packets today. The design is different 
than what they commented on previously. She agrees with City staff that this design is going 
backwards, not forward. 

Darius Assemi and Claudia Cazares (Granville Homes): Claudia reviewed the timeline of the 
project and revisions which they made based on feedback. The site plan has not changed; it is 
still two 8-plexes on 2 parcels. The proposed buildings have a 20-foot setback. They have 
added windows that can be viewed from the alley as well as trim around all windows. They 
understood from the last HPC review that the design should have a style and matching fa9ade. 
They spoke with the consultants from the Lede Project [inti// on the Met Museum block] and 
created a similar design which leans more towards Spanish Revival. She notes that Paul 
Halajian designed the Lede in a Spanish Revival style. Granville added the tile roof and parapets 
to match. 

Darius Assemi: Feedback from the first charrette was to have larger massing, so they combined 
the buildings [from the first design, thus 4, 4-plexes to 2 8-plexes]. Comments from the last 
meeting were that the buildings needed to have a style so we consulted with our Lede architect to 
create a design for this project. He shows a drawing and notes that it does not include proposed 
landscaping. Thus the features do not "pop" in this picture but it is in the style of the Lede 
Project. 

Karana Hattersley-Drayton: For the record, in May there was no discussion about the massing 
not being right. The only concern was the setbacks so that combined massing [at the November 
meeting] was a surprise. I understand from the comments in the November minutes that 
Granville wanted larger interior spaces and thus why buildings were combined. 

Assemi: The comment was made at the DRC meeting. We believe the massing looks better; 
2 I Page 
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having it bigger and wider makes it more attractive. We looked at the possibility of having arched 
openings on the ground floor but the architect thought this looked cleaner. You see something of 
this caliber on Calaveras and Fulton. 

Jason Hatwig: I don't know if this embraces what we were thinking when we were comparing 
the design to the style next door [Helm Home which is Mission Revival with stucco exterior]. The 
only similarities I see are the stucco and roof, but everything else is modern and doesn't fit. 
Karana showed great examples [in the PowerPoint] from around town that are great to draw from. 
These drawings as presented are very symmetrical, rather than asymmetrical as with Spanish 
Revival. These drawings are missing all the components that are found in Spanish (or Mission) 
architecture. If you can draw from some of these examples that are less modern, you will be 
headed in the right direction. 

Foore-Hayden: We asked for a couple of things before. She is concerned that the rear 
elevations, which will be seen from Van Ness, have more architectural detail. When /look at this 
design I do not see Spanish Revival except for the tile roof. From the street view it sticks out like 
a sore thumb. It looks like a 1960s apartment building. Sometimes with regards to cost you have 
to give more for the area: this area [historic neighborhood} is completely different. A higher cost 
may be the cost of doing business on this street, or at least on this side of the street. 

Assemi: This project costs about 15-20% more than what is across the street [at Crichton 
Place], due to the balcony and parapets. Having a balcony face an alley is not desirable. 

Foore-Hayden: Recommends making the back more attractive. We don't know what will be 
constructed on Van Ness for years and folks until then will look at a flat wall. 

Assemi: Counters that it won't be a flat wall, there will be windows but we can work on the 
articulation. If we change the massing on the front it could have a comp roof. 

Foore-Hayden: Are you asking to NOT have a tile roof? 

Assem/: It could be comp [composition shingles] or tile. 

Steve Skibble: I see the use of materials that are in nearby buildings but I don't see any of the 
accents. It's definitely not Spanish style. If you have Moorish crosses then you are leaning in the 
right direction. I appreciate the trim around the windows in the back but these buildings do NOT 
have a style, as presented. 

Assemi: The challenge is that these are individual units and there will be many doors. 

James Quinn: You don't have to have the doors facing the street; you can design to have them 
inside. 

Skibbie: Single door entry to the front or into a courtyard. 

Assemi: [He looks for examples on line]. 
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having it bigger and wider makes it more attractive. We looked at the possibility of having arched 
openings on the ground floor but the architect thought this looked cleaner. You see something of 
this caliber on Calaveras and Fulton. 

Jason Hatwig: I don't know if this embraces what we were thinking when we were comparing 
the design to the style next door [Helm Home which is Mission Revival with stucco exterior]. The 
only similarities I see are the stucco and roof, but everything else is modern and doesn't fit. 
Karana showed great examples [in the PowerPoint] from around town that are great to draw from. 
These drawings as presented are vel}l symmetrical, rather than asymmetrical as with Spanish 
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Foore-Hayden: We asked for a couple of things before. She is concerned that the rear 
elevations, which will be seen from Van Ness, have more architectural detail. When /look at this 
design I do not see Spanish Revival except for the tile roof. From the street view it sticks out like 
a sore thumb. It looks like a 1960s apartment building. Sometimes with regards to cost you have 
to give more for the area: this area [historic neighborhood] is completely different. A higher cost 
may be the cost of doing business on this street, or at least on this side of the street. 

Assemi: This project costs about 15-20% more than what is across the street [at Crichton 
Place], due to the balcony and parapets. Having a balcony face an alley is not desirable. 

Foore-Hayden: Recommends making the back more attractive. We don't know what will be 
constructed on Van Ness for years and folks until then will look at a flat wall. 

Assemi: Counters that it won't be a flat wall, there will be windows but we can work on the 
articulation. If we change the massing on the front it could have a comp roof. 

Foore-Hayden: Are you asking to NOT have a tile roof? 

Assemi: It could be comp [composition shingles] or tile. 

Steve Skibbie: I see the use of materials that are in nearby buildings but I don't see any of the 
accents. It's definitely not Spanish style. If you have Moorish crosses then you are leaning in the 
right direction. I appreciate the trim around the windows in the back but these buildings do NOT 
have a style, as presented. 

Assemi: The challenge is that these are individual units and there will be many doors. 

James Quinn: You don't have to have the doors facing the street; you can design to have them 
inside. 

Skibbie: Single door entl}l to the front or into a courtyard. 
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Don Simmons: Notes that the railings on the proposed drawings are not decorative, they are 
protective. 

Assemi: Feels it would be difficult to have a central door. 

Daniel Zack: Mentions that 801 E. Home is an example of how to access units. 

Skibbie: Is it just a concern for density for not having the door on the inside? 

Assemi: It also affects the design. 

Foore-Hayden: Look at the detail on it, the sum of the pieces. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Observes that there is no way in today's market that we can reproduce the 
quality of materials in these older buildings. But the point is that this is an important street and 
the context must be upheld. 

Assemi: He goggles another home in the Tower on N. Wishon and comments that the front of 
their design is similar in that it has a porch and a balcony all the way across the fat;ade. 

Hattersley-Drayton: This home [pictured below] is an example of Monterey Revival and is quite 
different in plan and style from what you have presented: 

1361-3 N. Wishon 

Patrick Boyd: What makes this house interesting is the combination of the elements. In what 
you have given us there are maybe three of these features, but there are still eight missing. 

Foore-Hayden: Comments that she wishes they had the elevations for the plans that were 
previously presented to the Committee. We could then see if we could come up with a change in 
the roofline and dormers on that. This new design looks like the -Red Roof Inn. She would rather 
deal with the former design. 
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Quinn: The issues are coming up because of the plan [which as submitted is linear]. It's flat, 
regimented. Maybe there is something that can be done with the way the units are arranged to 
add more interest to them. 

Foore-Hayden: How do the heights compare between the two designs? 

Assemi: The former is two or three feet taller. It's three feet higher. 

Foore-Hayden: The height of the former [November design] is much better than this ... it has 
more detail. 

Skibbie: I agree with James Quinn: the regimentation is what gives it a motel feel. 

Assemi: The challenge is to provide a balcony in front for all units. 

Boyd: Wonders if all units have to have a balcony? We have a street dominant fagade and the 
challenge of getting four sides of interest will be tough to do with the lot layout you currently have. 

Assemi: Asks how quickly they can return with a revised set of drawings. 

Hanersley-Drayton: The Commission's next meeting is January 2Sh. 

Foore-Hayden: Are you more opposed to working with the new or the former design? 

Hanersley-Drayton: Or the first design [which incidentally was more or less in the Craftsman 
tradition]. 

Foore-Hayden: Which we did not see. Which would we like Granville staff to work on? 

Hatwig: Comments that he is flexible. 

Boyd: What is the apprehension of having an interior hallway? 

Assemi: They have these in the Iron Bird lofts but the tenants do not like them as they can pose 
a security problem. 

Simmons: Comments on Cutting Flats [4-plexes located at the 2-16 N. San Pablo]. These 
buildings have front and rear entryways which are also ADA accessible. 

Cazares: Those buildings are on the property line but we must include setbacks. 

Assemi: Does the setback have to line up with the other [adjacent] buildings? 

Various commissioners/committee members: Yes! 

Assemi: Then we cannot achieve that look. 

5 I Page 
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Rosalyn Clark: We had a couple of other items that we [Fulton-Lowell] asked for; six off-street 
parking spaces are inadequate. 

Foore-Hayden: If you are going to have siding, it needs to wrap all four sides. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Asks whether the two groups would like to meet again. She suggests the 
possibility of having a fieldtrip, perhaps with Granville staff, to view multi-family complexes in the 
Tower District whre numerous courtyard [and other] units were built immediately following World 
War II. Keep in mind, however that it is not your role to design this project. 

Foore-Hayden: She finds that it is useful to hear the comments from the HPC on historic issues 
such as this. 

Hatwig: Agrees, the two groups should meet more often. 

Commission Chair Patrick Boyd opened the issue up to public comment. There were no 
members of the public wishing to speak and the agenda item was closed. 

D. Adjournment of Joint Meeting 

Chair Boyd adjourned the joint meeting at 6:05PM. 

Design #3 as submitted for 1743 L Street (Granville Homes) 
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City of 

FRES.\10 
Planning and Development Department 

2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor 

Historic Preservation 
Commission Minutes 

December 21, 2015 MONDAY 6:00p.m. 

CONFERENCE ROOM A 
2"d Floor, City Hall 

2600 FRESNO STREET 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL· 6:00 p.m. 

The meeting was called to order by Chair Patrick Boyd at 6:11 PM. 

Commissioners Present: Boyd, Halajian, Hatwig, Roper and Simmons. 

Commissioners Absent: Goldbeck 

Staff Present: Karana Hattersley-Drayton, Jennifer Clark (Director), Dan Zack (Assistant 
Director), Casey Lauderdale and Lupe Perez. 

II. APPROVE MEETING MINUTES 

A. Approve Minutes for November 161
h, 2015. 

The minutes for November 1 ffh were approved 5·0 with a motion by Kristina Roper and 
a second by Jason Hatwig. 

Ill. APPROVE AGENDA 

Karana Hattersley-Drayton asked that VIB be heard prior to VIA as the applicant needs to 
leave. Agenda approved 5·0 with amendment as noted on a motion by Don Simmons 
Ph.D. and a second by Paul Halajian. 

IV. CONSENT CALENDAR 

A. Adopt 2016 Historic Preservation Commission Meeting Schedule (Action Item). 

Staff Recommendation: Adopt schedule. 

The Consent Calendar was adopted 5-0 with a motion by Don Simmons and a second by 
Kristina Roper. 
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V. CONTINUED MATTERS 
None 

VI. COMMISSION ITEMS 

A. Consideration of Approval of Request by the Property Owner(s) to Recommend 
to the City Council the Designation of the Following Properties to the Local 
Register of Historic Resources, with Adoption of Findings Necessary to Support 
Recommendation Pursuant to FMC 12-1609 (Action Item): 

1. The Eugene and Eleanor Risley Home located at 243 N. Van Ness Avenue. 
2. The Thomas and Sadie Elliott Home located at 934 E. Mildreda Avenue. 
3. The J.H. Waller Home located at 306 N. Park Avenue. 
4. The Edwin C. Smith/Or. K.J. Staniford Home and Lewis Insurance Agency 

Office located at 431 and 437 E. Olive Avenue. 

Staff Recommendation: Approve and forward to City Council. 

Karana Hanersley-Drayton gives a PowerPoint that includes all the properties, their histories 
and architectural styles and the staff recommendations. 

Hatwig: Have all properties been brought forth by the property owners? 

Hanersley-Drayton: Yes. 

Simmons: Steve Walters' [Elliott and Waller] homes are great examples of homes that were in 
disrepair and what can be done when someone cares about and invests in the neighborhood. 
These properties add to what makes Fresno a great place to live. All of the owners understand 
that while their names may be on the deeds, these properties really belong to the city. I would 
like to commend the owners. They are all great examples of our Fresno story. You may take that 
as a motion. 

Halajian: Does the paint on the Risley Home detract from the character? 

Hanersley-Drayton: I did advise the owners against painting it. 

Foore-Hayden and Kim and Robert Herold [property owners, 243 N. Van Ness]: Mention 
evidence that house was painted before, from paint chips. House was condemned in the 1970s 
andre-shingled with natural shingles. Foore-Hayden said it has been lap sided but Hattersley
Drayton questions this. 

Heralds: They found lap siding on the back wall. It was definitely shingled in the 1950s 
however. 

Foore-Hayden: Remembers it being a light yellow color and lap sided. Bobby Kim re-shingled 
the whole house. 

Page 12 ... 
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Heralds: When La Tienda Guild used the home it was shingled and buttercup yellow. 

Roper: Asks if the roof is painted? 

Heralds: It is a green metal roof. 

Paul Halajian second the motion made earlier by Commissioner Simmons. 

Hatters ley-Drayton: Clarifies that the nominations are under the suggested criteria, per the staff 
reports. 

Patrick Boyd: Yes. 

On a vote of 5-0, the four properties are found eligible for listing on the Local Register and 
are forwarded to the City Council for review and action. 

Hattersley-Drayton notes that the properties will be placed on the City Council agenda sometime 
in January. It is very helpful to have property owners attend these hearings. 

B. Consideration of Approval of Request by Staff to Recommend to the City 
Council the Designation of the Parkside/Golden State Company (Central Valley 
Cheese) Buildings Located at 450 E. Belmont to the Local Register of Historic 
Resources, with Adoption of Findings Necessary to Support Recommendation 
Pursuant to FMC 12-1609 and General Plan Policy HCR-2-g (Demolition 
Review) (Action Item). 

Staff Recommendation: Approve and forward to City Council. 

(This item was heard prior to VI A). Karana Hattersley-Drayton reviewed the eligibility 
requirements for designation on the Local Register as well as the benefits for property owners. 
The property owners (Producers Dairy) have requested that the City review the properties located 
on this parcel under the General Plan policy for demolition review. Ms. Drayton reminds the HPC 
that they are not reviewing, much less approving or denying a demolition permit per se, as they 
have no authority to do so unless the property is a designated resource. They do have the 
authority pursuant to the General Plan to consider the eligibility of a property that has been 
submitted for demolition. Producer's Dairy wishes to remove the masonry brick buildings located 
at 450 E Belmont in order to provide truck parking which they will lose when the High Speed Rail 
Authority takes 100 plus feet from parcels that they currently lease along the proposed HSR 
corridor. In 2002 the Planning Department adopted a policy for demolition review as buildings 
were being removed without review of any kind. Demolition review was included in the 2025 
General Plan and the policy was made even stronger in the newly updated General Plan, 
adopted in December 2014. She notes that she reviews 50-100 demolition permits per year. It is 
rare to have a building potentially eligible and thus forwarded to the HPC for review. 

Paul Halajian: Asks if staff reviews all demolition requests? 

Hattersley-Drayton: Yes, every single one. 

Page 13 
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Halajian: Asks if the purpose of this agenda item is therefore to evaluate whether these 
buildings are eligible for the Local Register. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Yes. She continues the Power Point with a history of the property. She 
notes that staff finds that the 1929-1932 era buildings (versus any later additions) appear to be 
eligible for listing under Criterion iii as unusual examples of the Mission Revival style expressed in 
brick. 

Halajian: Does the demolition request include all the buildings? 

Hattersley-Drayton: Yes, she notes that the permit request form has not been submitted. 
However the intent of the property owners has been conveyed in meetings and by e-mail. 

Jason Hatwig: Are the buildings being used? 

Hattersley-Drayton: To my knowledge, they are vacant. 

Jeff Cazaly (Jeff Cazaly Consulting, representing Producer's Dairy): The buildings are not 
being used other than for some storage. The family has owned the plant for 24 years and the 
parcels have been used for parking. The owners did try to put a new ice cream plant there and 
ran into a problem with the HPC. He hands the Commission photos that show structural damage 
to the buildings. 

Halajian: Has a structural analysis been prepared? 

Cazaly: Yes, the buildings are in terrible disrepair. 

Halajian: Can you make that analysis available? 

Cazaly: Yes, I have done rehabs before and this is not the architecture that you think it is. 

Halajian: Is this parcel contiguous to their [main] property? 

Cazaly: No. 

Halajian: And the plan is to turn it into a parking lot? 

Cazaly: Yes. The parcel is zoned C-5 which allows for that. He notes that the company is 
increasing its production and at the same time has been blind sighted by High Speed Rail taking 
123 feet of their current truck parking. We have looked at lots across H Street but none are for 
sale. 

Halajian: It seems as though the point is integrity versus condition? Is that right? 

Hattersley-Drayton: Reiterates the differences between the two [as discussed in the previous 
Power Point] and notes that structural integrity and "integrity" for historic purposes is not one and 
the same. 

Page 14 
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Halajian: If there is a safety hazard regarding structural integrity that would tell us a Jot. 

Cazaly: Notes that he worked on the rehabilitation of the Water Tower and the cost that it took. 
But that was an important historic structure. He questions that these structures are important. 

Hatwig: What was the plan before? Have the property owners done anything to enhance the 
property over 24 years? 

Cazaly: No, but you have to understand that this is the real world and these are business 
people. 

Halajian: So then how do they view the code or the General Plan? They can't just buy an old 
building and dismiss it. They can't just Jive in the business world. 

Cazaly: But [those policies weren't] in place when they bought it. 

Halajian: But it is where we are now. 

Simmons: Asked if this property has been included in a survey. 

Hattersley-Drayton: No, the buildings were evaluated for their individual eligibility for the Local 
Register. For properties considered for demolition it is not enough to say that they "could be" 
contributors to a ''proposed" historic district. We did hear about this site a few years back from 
advocates in the Tower District. 

Simmons: I agree with Paul's comments. This company has owned the buildings for 24 years 
and if they are in poor condition, then the company is responsible. 

Cazaly: Which is why we want to tear them down. 

Simmons: Which doesn't make sense given their potential value. 

Cazaly: Which is your opinion. We're all entitled to our opinions. 

Simmons: Yes. 

Cazaly: I want you to know that I have been on both sides and there is value in what this 
company brings to the city. 

Hatwig: Asks about the site plans for the buildings. 

Hattersley-Drayton: We do not have enough Sanborn map information to accurately show the 
additions over time, that is why I have asked Mr. Cazaly whether the original brick portions of the 
buildings can be separated from the additions and saved. [Request was conveyed in an e-mail 
which was not answered}. 

Page IS 
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Hatwig: The back end looks to be a major addition. Could there be an adaptive reuse if there is 
a partial demo? 

Cazaly: We've discussed this possibility, but after looking into it and what is going on with High 
Speed Rail and the expansion, the company has no interest in pursuing this option. 

Halajian: What happens if the request is denied? 

Cazaly: I find it difficult to believe that once this goes up to the next two [sic] levels that they will 
be denied. [Ed note: The evaluation from the HPC goes only to the City Council.] 

Halajian: But if they are denied, what happens to their operation? 

Cazaly: It's multi-pronged. We are going after High Speed Rail for more funding because they 
broadsided us. We don't know how much we'll get from them. 

Halajian: But does the retention of these buildings limit their expansion? 

Cazaly: We would need to find a less appropriate space. 

Halajian: All your trucks fit there? 

Cazaly: Yes. And we'd rather use the property we own than lease somewhere else. We went 
after closer property, but they aren't for sale. 

[The Commission members ask to see an aerial in relationship to the current Producer's Dairy 
plant and the parcels in question. Dan Zack pulls it up.] 

Halajian: So the frontage on Belmont would be all trucks? There would be no buildings on 
Belmont? 

Cazaly: Yes, but if you look across the street now, trucks would probably be an improvement. 

Halajian: I would like to see the structural analysis. 

Chair Boyd opens the agenda item to public testimony. 

Becky Foore-Hayden (248 N. Van Ness, Chair Fulton Lowell Design Review): Notes that 
there was a study prepared on these buildings a long time ago when the owners wanted to tear 
them down. She has a problem with someone who has owned a building for 24 years and then 
complains about the condition. She references Cutting Flats (2-8 N. San Pablo) and it was a 
similar situation. So it looks like these buildings are falling apart on their watch. She feels that 
the City is losing too many buildings because of this [demolition by neglect]. She mentions her 
concern about 60 trucks running by residential properties that are across the street. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Mentions that she received a call from one local business owner concerned 
about the impact to air quality from more truck traffic. 
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Caza/y: With regards to the trucks, the same number are already passing by this location. [Mr. 
Cazaly leaves meeting for his daughter's birthday party.] 

Hatwig: I'd rather see partial demo because there is probably a portion that would not be 
deemed historic. I would push for adaptive reuse. 

Hanersley-Drayton: She reminds the Commission that they are asked to make a finding on the 
eligibility of the properties to the Local Register; not approve or deny a demolition permit. 

Patrick Boyd: Wonders what will happen if the Commission finds that the buildings are 
historically eligible but that the analysis comes back that they are crumbling. 

Hanersley-Drayton: I don't think we have this here. She references the Warehouse Row issue 
years back where one building truly was deemed to be dangerous for life safety and was 
therefore ordered demolished. [In this case, one could say that the building retained its historic 
integrity, thus it looked more or Jess as it did when constructed over the several years, but it was 
structurally unsound.] 

Boyd: That [the structural analysis] is the one piece of information that we don't have here. 

Simmons: One issue to consider is cumulative impacts on Fresno's buildings. We made 
recommendations on Tuolumne [YMCA Local Register nomination] related to bus/car repair 
where the applicant wanted to demolish historic buildings for parking. When we demolish 
potentially historic buildings for more parking we do more damage than just lose buildings. I will 
support the nomination of these buildings. We cannot be a city that allows parking Jots to go up 
all over town where our older building stock used to stand. It harms the environment; there are 
residences in this area. I am passionately opposed to another parking Jot near downtown. I 
appreciate Producer's Dairy but there is another way. To quote a former Commissioner, we're 
not the Historic Demolition Commission; we're the Historic Preservation Commission. We have a 
responsibility to preserve all historic buildings, not just those on the Register. 

Halajian: In my opinion this is about City form. Especially when you look at what's happening at 
Roeding Park, having a street wall of trucks flies in the face of that. It's also about the future of 
this District. 

Roper: Going back to our task, I do believe that there is a case for this to be designated. 

Halajian: We need to know if it's dangerous. 

Hanersley-Drayton: Historic Preservation is easy when one designates a beautiful home with 
the consent of the property owner. You don't have a real program if preservation loses every 
time in the face of development. 

Hatwig: References the fact that the mortar in brick buildings can be repainted. 

Boyd: Reminds commissioners: "I mean, we listed a Quonset Hut!" 
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Roper: [Asks staff to reiterate the next steps.] She would like to wait for more information [for 
the structural analysis]. 

Hatwig: The only problem I have with a structural analysis is, if it is not done by a third party 
there may be bias. 

Halajian: Asks staff if one of the City's structural engineers can do a site visit. 

Hattersley-Drayton: [Defers as well to Assistant Director Zack]. Notes that the department is 
currently short of professional staff qualified in structural engineering. Perhaps the two architects 
on the Commission who have been on site might have additional information? She also notes 
that one should not compare these working class commercial buildings to the architect-designed 
Old Fresno Water Tower. 

Hatwig: It meets several of the criteria already and that's what's important. The direction I'm 
going in is to designate this because the report could be useful later if the demo permit is filed [as 
of the HPC meeting, no formal permit has been submitted, as discussed earlier.] 

Simmons: I think that is the way to go. This is the tool we have. And Council will have to deal 
with the political pressure and can ignore us again, but this is our caretaker role. We can't keep 
building more parking lots. 

Halajian: So we are satisfied with the historical merits? 

Simmons: Yes. The [former] use of the building itself is worthy of the nomination. 

On a motion by Commissioner Simmons and a second by Commissioner Roper, the staff 
recommendation is adopted, 5-0. 

C. Review and Approve Conceptual Plans for the Relocation by the High Speed 
Rail Authority of the Van Ness Gate Entrance Pursuant to FMC 12-1617 (Action 
Item). 

Staff Recommendation: Approve Mariposa Street location. 

Karana Hanersley-Drayton asks if the Commission would appreciate an expedited staff report, 
thus only showing the most pertinent slides of the Power Point. She notes that the Van Ness 
Gateway is proposed for relocation due to impacts from High Speed Rail. Preferred site is now 
Mariposa Street, where the sign will function to welcome visitors to downtown as they disembark 
from the High Speed Rail. 

Hatwig: Asks if Chris Sorenson had any comments about the relocation of the arch? They have 
been involved with the sign. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Van Ness at that location will become a cul-de-sac. 

Roper: States that placing the arch at Mariposa will be a great improvement to that street. 
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Boyd: Will the sign be restored? 

Hatters/ey-Drayton: Yes, that is part of the plan. High Speed Rail is responsible tor any 
damages in moving it. 

Boyd: But if there is rust as an example, will that be taken care of? 

Hattersley-Drayton: The arch was restored in the 1980s by the Caglias. We will have to take a 
look at it and encourage HSR to take care of any problems. 

Boyd: Something of that age will need monitoring. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Once you make a decision about the location, a Treatment Plan will be 
prepared and presented to the HPC for review. 

Halajian: He notes that he is conflicted about moving the sign; it is an icon. It is like the Mall, 
that we would manipulate it to accommodate it to the times we live in. Does the sign lose its 
value when we move it? Or do we honor and respect it by moving it? 

Roper: High Speed Rail by making Van Ness into a cul-de-sac has negated the value, so this is 
more like mitigation. 

Hattersley-Drayton: It has value as wayfinding. 

Zack: So the move helps it meet its historic intention. 

Simmons: Wonders if the "Van Ness Avenue" section on the sign can be used on Van Ness 
somewhere. 

Halajian: Agrees. The Van Ness signage should be recycled. 

Hatwig: Suggests the possibility that it could be applied to the railroad bridge near to the 
Gazebo Gardens as one enters Christmas Tree Lane. 

The Commission adopts the Mariposa location on a vote of 5-0 with a motion by Kristina 
Roper and a second by Dr. Simmons. 

VII. CHAIRPERSON'S REPORT 

There was no report from the Chair. 

VIII. UNSCHEDULED ITEMS 
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Kristina Roper reported that she and Commissioner Simmons are looking at developing 
service learning for their two programs at FSU, in order to encourage more students to be 
involved with preservation issues. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Mentioned that the Swat Team recommended bringing forth a resolution tor 
the HPC at the January meeting, requesting a line item in the 2017 budget for the Low Interest 
Loan Program. She reviews the attendance at the last meeting and remarks that it was a very 
positive meeting. The group is hoping to pick 2-3 major issues/ideas to focus on. There was a 
good discussion of social media and how to get more people involved, using various games and 
strategies. 

Simmons: Another issue that came up was that the Fire Department did NOT have a list of the 
designated historic properties in Fresno. [Hattersley-Drayton notes that she immediately 
forwarded that to fire staff.] Steps are being taken to also engage/better include the police. 

Dr. Simmons mentions that developers have proposed language for the new development code 
that in some ways bypasses HPC and the design review committees. 

Zack: There has been some confusion about this. The Council requested that the design review 
standards for multi-family and mixed use districts be removed from the Code, revised and 
returned to the Council for separate consideration. These guidelines were returned last week but 
some folks were still opposed so the item was continued to January fh. However, the provisions 
do not bypass any committees. It is just about design standards, but doesn't change anything 
procedurally. 

B. Staff 
1. Review and Provide Comments on Historic Preservation Commission 

Submittal Deadlines for 2016. 

Hattersley-Drayton: We have created a timeline for submittal of agenda items and 
supplementary materials for this year's HPC agenda. The Commission Bylaws were updated a 
year or so back to avoid "document dumps" at the last minute. 

Boyd: Ascertains that when the agenda is published, it is made public, correct? 

Hattersley-Drayton: [The agenda and staff reports are sent out to a list of people who have 
asked to be on the HP list; the agenda packet is posted on the City's Historic Preservation 
website; the agenda alone is posted in a public venue and also posted now on the City Clerk's 
website.] 

2. Informational Review: General Plan Policy HCR-2-m for 450 C Street 
and 315 N. Van Ness Avenue. 

Hattersley-Drayton reviews the policy in the updated General Plan which asks that residential 
property owners who receive federal funds for rehabilitation be encouraged to list their property, if 
eligible, on the Local Register. Ms. Drayton shows images of two properties that received City 
federal funds that appear to be potentially eligible for listing. She contacted the owners of the 
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Germantown neoclassical cottage to see if they were interested in listing the home. 

The draft language in the General Plan "required" this action, as a way to protect the City's 
investment in the community. The policy language was changed to "recommend" prior to 
adoption. 

Simmons: How did the change from "require" to "recommend" happen and why didn't this 
policy come back to us? 

Hattersley-Drayton: Notes that there were some long meetings to read and review all of the 
policies for the General Plan, and changes were made at that time. [She was not present at 
these meetings.] 

Simmons: Why have a Citizen's commission? 

Hattersley-Drayton: Notes frustration that the original policy had been vetted with and even 
co-written with the City attorney's staff. 

Boyd: Do you know what that argument was for making the change? 

Hattersley-Drayton: She believes it was seen as unfriendly to development and there was 
an attempt for balance. 

Simmons: Continues to voice his concern about respecting the voice of people who serve 
on these city commissions and providing information when there are policy changes. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Notes that there is nothing to keep staff and the Commission from 
nominating properties that receive public funding; as one can designate a property to the Register 
over the objections of the property owner. It is just not normally supported by the City Council. 

Boyd: Is there an opportunity to change the language back? 

Hattersley-Drayton: She defers the question to Dan Zack, Assistant Director. 

Zack: Yes, the policy can be amended. 

Hattersley-Drayton: But I am also saying that in some ways it is not necessary because you 
already have the authority to nominate resources. 

Zack: One thing that might be more pertinent is that when people apply for funds, this 
conversation comes up at that point. So that it happens in an earlier point in the process. 

Hattersley-Drayton: Is not asking for a decision tonight, just want to bring the issue to the 
Commission's attention. 
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C. General Public 

There were no additional agenda items or comments from the Public. 

IX. NEXT MEETING: January 25, 2016 6 PM Conference Room A, City Hall. 

X. ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Boyd adjourned the meeting at 8:03 PM. 

Respectfully submitted: 

Karana Hattersley-Drayton, M.A. 
Secretary, HPC 

Casey Lauderdale 
Recording Secretary 
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SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF REQUEST BY THE PROPERTY OWNER 
TO DESIGNATE THE CALIFORNIA MERCI TRAIN BOXCAR LOCATED AT 3509 
N. FIRST STREET AS A HERITAGE PROPERTY PURSUANT TO FMC 12-1612. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that the Commission designate the California Merci Train Boxcar as a 
Heritage Property pursuant to FMC 12-1612. The boxcar also appears to be eligible to the Local 
Register of Historic Resources and potentially the California Register of Historical Resources due 
to its importance in the state's military history. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The property owner, the Fresno Federal Post 509 Inc. (American Legion), has requested that the 
"Merci Train Boxcar'' located on the southeast corner of the Legion's parcel be considered for 
designation to Fresno's Local Register of Historic Resources. For the purposes of this 
nomination the boxcar is referred to as the "California Mercy Train Boxcar'' as it is the actual 
structure sent to the State of California in 1949 as one of 49 World War I boxcars donated to the 
American people by the French. The American Legion, in consultation with the local Building 
Trades and the "Returning Heroes to Work Program (RHWP)" is proposing to construct a shed 
covering for the boxcar to protect it from the elements. If designated as a Heritage Property the 
property owner will be able to immediately use the California Historical Building Code pursuant to 
FMC 12-1619(e). 

BACKGROUND 

The "California Merci Train Boxcar'' located on the southeast corner of the American Legion, Post 
509, was relocated to this site from Roeding Park circa 2004. It is one of 49 boxcars that was 
filled with gifts donated by the people of France as gratitude for the $40 million in food and 
supplies sent to France and Italy in 1948 by the American people; thus the term "Merci" (thank 
you) train. The boxcars were constructed in France beginning in the 1870s as regular freight 
cars and were put into military service by the French army in both World Wars, by the Germans 
during their occupation in World War II and finally by Allied Liberators. The boxcars were called 
"Forty-and-eight" or Quaranta et huit as they could hold either 40 hommes (men) or 8 chevaux 
(horses). The boxcars were used to transport American soldiers during WWI, without comfort 
one should add, as they had no seats, windows, toilets or sleeping or dining accommodations. 
Each of the 49 boxcars in the "Merci Train" was filled with five tons of gifts donated by the French 
people. The train arrived in the United States aboard the Magellan on February 3, 1949 in New 



REPORT TO THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
Staff Report for Merci Boxcar 
January 25, 2016 
Page2 

York City and was greeted by a crowd of 25,000. Each of the 48 states that existed in 1949 
received a boxcar with one shared by the District of Columbia and the Territory of Hawaii; of this 
number 43 still exist. The California car apparently went first to Long Beach but was transferred 
to Fresno in 1952 and put on display at Roeding Park. The boxcar appears eligible for listing on 
Fresno's Local Register of Historic Resources and potentially is eligible for the California Register 
of Historical Resources or as a California Landmark. 

Fresno's Historic Preservation Ordinance identifies several possible strategies and categories for 
landmarking a property: individually as a historic resource on the Local Register, designation of 
multiple properties as a local historic district, and individual listing as a "heritage property." 
"Heritage Property'' is defined in the Historic Preservation Ordinance as a "resource which is 
worthy of preservation because of its historical, architectural or aesthetic merit but which is not 
proposed for and is not designated as a Historic Resource ... " (FMC 12-1603(n)). 

The Heritage Property category was established for resources that have historic merit but which 
may have problems with integrity (such as the Josiah Royce Hall) or which may be a contributor 
to a proposed historic district but which lack significance as an individual resource. Most recently, 
Heritage Property status has been granted to resources which clearly are eligible for the Local 
Register but which may need expedient use of the California Building Code. Unlike the historic 
resource protocol, heritage properties may only be nominated by the owner or an authorized 
agent of the owner. A listing of a heritage property may also be rescinded more easily by the 
owner (FMC 12-1612(d). There is no requirement to publish a public notice in a local newspaper 
and the nomination is not automatically forwarded to the City Council for consideration. 
Additionally, there is no age, significance or integrity requirements for this designation. 

CONCLUSION 

Staff recommends that the Commission make a finding tonight designating the California Merci 
Train Boxcar as a Heritage Property which will allow immediate access to the California Historical 
Building Code. The boxcar is clearly also eligible for listing on Fresno's Local Register of Historic 
Resources and may return to the Commission when the next round of Local Register 
nominations is considered. Additionally, the information as attached will be forwarded to the 
State Office of Historic Preservation for consideration for future designation as either a California 
Historical Landmark or for inclusion on the California Register of Historical Resources. 

Attachments: Exhibit A - State of California Primary and BSO Forms for the California Merci 
Train Boxcar Prepared by Karana Hattersley-Drayton 29 December 
2015. 



State of California- The Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 

PRIMARY RECORD 

Primary# _______________ _ 
HRI# _________________ ___ 

Trinomial _______________ _ 
NRHPStatusCode ____ _________ _ 

Other Listings _______________________ _ 

Review Code Reviewer Date 

P1. Resource Name: California Merci Train Boxcar 
*P2. Location: *a. County: Fresno 

*b. USGS 7.5' Quad: Fresno North, Photorevised 1981 
c. Address: 3509 N. First Street, Fresno 
d. Assessor's Parcel Number: APN: 437-213-21 

*P3a. Description: The California Merci Train Boxcar is located at 3509 N. First Street on the southeast 
corner of the parcel and is owned and maintained by the Fresno Federal Post 509 Inc. (American Legion). 
The boxcar is a standard design constructed in the late 191

h century by the French military. It consists of an 
iron chassis on four iron spoke wheels with a car of angle-iron frame with inserted wood panels of 
horizontal boards. The overall length is 20 feet. Doors on sliders are located midsection on both sides of 
the car. Twenty wood painted shields representing the provinces of France are affixed to each long side of 
the boxcar. A black and white sign on both sides reads "Hommes 40, Chevaux 8", thus the car could 
accommodate either 40 men or 8 horses. A banner painted on a diagonal across both sides in red/white 
and blue states, "Gratitude Train." A dedication plaque dated November 19, 1949 is located on the ground 
at the west corner of the structure. 

*P3b. Resource Attributes: HP18 (rolling stock, train) 
*P4. Resources Present: •Structure 

P5b Photo date: 29 December 
2015 

*P6. Date Constructed/Age 
and Sources: 
Pre-World War I (1885-1901), 
France "Merci Train" 
www.mercitrain.org. 

*P7. Owner and Address: 
Fresno Federal Post 509 Inc. 
(American Legion) 
3509 N. First Street 
Fresno, CA 93726-6808 

*P8. Recorded by: 
Karana Hattersley-Drayton M.A. 
Historic Preservation Project 
Manager, City of Fresno 

*P9. Date Recorded: 29 
December 2015 

*P1 0. Survey Type: Intensive 

*P11. Report Citation: "Evaluation of the California Merci Boxcar for Fresno's Local Register of Historic Resources." 

*Attachments: • Building, Structure and Object Report; •Continuation Sheet 

DPR 523A (1/95) •Required information 



State of callfomla -The Reeourcee Agency Primary*--------------
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI# _______________ _ 

BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD 
*NRHP Status Code: 5S2, 3CS 

*Resource Name: California Merci Train Boxcar 

83. Original Use: French boxcar from WW I 84. Present Use: Heritage display 
*85. Architectural Style: Covered goods wagon used as military transport 
*86. Construction History: The boxcars were constructed by the French in the 1870s through 1901. 

*87. Moved? • Yes, one of 49 boxcars originally constructed in France and sent to the United States in 1949 and 
transported to California. 
*88. Related Features: The California Merci Train Boxcar is located on the parcel of the American Legion, Post 509. 

89a. Architect: N/A B9b. Builder: French military 
*810. Significance: Theme: World War I Memorial Area: French-United States Relations 

Period of Significance: 1949 Property Type: French WW1 boxcar Applicable Criteria: i, iii. 

The "Merci Train" boxcar located on the southeast corner of the American Legion, Post 509, was relocated 
to this site from Roeding Park circa 2004. It is one of 49 boxcars that was filled with gifts donated by the 
people of France as gratitude for the $40 million in food and supplies sent to France and Italy in 1948 by 
the American people; thus the term "Merci" (thank you) train. The boxcars were constructed in France 
beginning in the 1870s as regular freight cars and were put into military service by the French army in both 
World Wars, by the Germans during their occupation in World War II and finally by Allied Liberators. The 
boxcars were called "Forty-and-eight" or Quarante et huit as they could hold either 40 hommes (men) or 8 
chevaux (horses). The boxcars were used to transport American soldiers during WWI, without comfort 
one should add, as they had no seats, windows, toilets or sleeping or dining accommodations. Each of the 
49 boxcars in the "Merci Train" was filled with five tons of gifts donated by the French people. The train 
arrived in the United States aboard the Magellan on February 3, 1949 in New York City and was greeted 
by a crowd of 25,000. Each of the 48 states that existed in 1949 received a boxcar with one shared by the 
District of Columbia and the Territory of Hawaii; of this number 43 still exist. The California car apparently 
went first to Long Beach but was transferred to Fresno in .---------------------, 
1952 and put on display at Roeding Park. The boxcar 
appears eligible for listing on Fresno's Local Register of 
Historic Resources and potentially is eligible for the 
California Register of Historical Resources or as a 
California Landmark. 

*812. References: "Merci Train" https://en.wikipedia.org 
(accessed 13 January 2016); "Merci Train" www.mercitrain.org 
(accessed 13 January 2016); Plaque at site; personal 
communication with Wayne Schwartz 14 January 2016; misc. 
correspondence on file with the American Legion. 

*814. Evaluator: Karana Hattersley-Drayton, M.A. 
Historic Preservation Project Manager 
Fresno, CA 

*Date of Evaluation: 14 January 2016 

(This space resetved for official comments.) 

DPR 5238 (1/95) *Required Information 



State of California- The Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
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*Recorded by: Karana Hattersley-Drayton, M.A. 

DPR 523L (1/95) 

Primary#---------------HRI# ______________ _ 

Trinomial 

Resource: California Merci Train Boxcar 

*Date: 29 December 2015 • Continuation 

*Required information 
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