STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTIES OF POTTER
AND RANDALL
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CITY OF AMARILLO

On the 24th day of February, 2011, the Downtown Urban Design Review Board met in a
scheduled session at 5:30 P.M. in Room 306 on the third floor of City Hall, 509 East 7th Avenue,
Amarillo, Texas, with the following members present:

VOTING NO. .

MEMBERS PRESENT | MEETINGS NOATMI'EII\EIEII’E\IE();S
HELD
Chan Davidson Yes 4 4
Melissa Henderson No 4 3
David Horsley Yes 4 4
Charles Lynch, alternate Yes 4 4
Kevin Nelson Yes 4 4
Bob Rathbun Yes 4 3
Wes Reeves No 4 1
Mason Rogers Yes 4 2
Howard Smith Yes 4 4
Dana Williams-Walton Yes 4 4
CITY STAFF:

Kelley Shaw, Planning Director
OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE:
Melissa Dailey, DAI

Chairman Smith opened the meeting, established a quorum, and conducted the consideration of
the following items beginning with ITEM 1.

ITEM 1: Approval of Minutes from the January 20, 2011 meeting

Chairman Smith asked if there were any questions or comments regarding the minutes? Mr.
Horsley motioned to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Lynch seconded the motion and the
motion passed unanimously.

ITEM 2: Consider an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness for Polk Street United
Methodist Church

Mr. Shaw announced the project then asked that a representative for the project give a brief
discussion of the project. Mr. Gary Pitner discussed the history of the Church and then discussed
the overall construction project and the buildings included. Mr. Boyd, Pastor, then described how
this project would help the ministry of the Church.



Mr. Shaw then began discussion of the staff summary and gave a brief description of the
architectural history of the Church. Mr. Shaw then discussed specific project details and how they
compared with what the Downtown Amarillo Urban Design Standards (DAUDS) required. Mr.
Shaw discussed historic preservation, walkway improvements (landscaping, pedestrian lights),
architectural components of the proposed construction, and access points. Mr. Shaw ended his
summary by stating that he believed the project was an excellent example of a construction
project that took into account the historical significance of the existing building and conformed to
the intent and standards of the DAUDS.

Mr. Smith asked the Board for any comments or questions. Mr. Rogers asked if trench drain
covers were addressed by the DAUDS in any way? Mr. Lynch stated that he believed the covers
were addressed by City accessibility standards but that they would not address the look of the
covers. Mr. Nelson asked if the building(s) were on the National Register. Mr. Shaw stated that it
was.

Ms. Walton asked if this was a project that triggered walkway improvements. Mr. Shaw stated
that it was an addition to an existing building and did not trigger the walkway improvements. Mr.
Shaw went on to say that even though walkway improvements were not required, the installation
of the walkway standards would still need to meet DAUDS design requirements. Mr. Shaw stated
that in his opinion both the building construction and the walkway improvements met DAUDS
guidelines.

Mr. Smith asked if there were any other questions? Hearing none he asked for a motion. Mr.
Rogers motioned to approve a Certificate of Appropriateness. Mr. Nelson seconded the motion
and the motioned passed unanimously with Mr. Horsley abstaining.

Mr. Smith asked if there were any other comments or questions from the Board and hearing none,
adjourned the meeting.

Kelley Shaw
Planning Director



