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1. MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
NOVEMBER 19, 2021

ALPHARETTA CITY HALL
CounciL CHAMBERS

2 PARK PLAZA

8:30 AM

Today’s Design Review Board meeting will commence at 8:30 a.m. and a break is scheduled at 12:00

p.m. The meeting will resume at 12:30 p.m.

L. WORKSHOP

il CALL TO ORDER

Iv. ROLL CALL

V. PLEDGE TO THE FLAG

VL. ITEMS FROM STAFF

VIL. ITEMS FROM BOARD MEMBERS

1. Approval of the Design Review Board meeting minutes from September 17th, 2021.

2. Approval of Design Review Board meeting minutes from October 15th, 2021.

VIIL. PUBLIC HEARING

1. DRB210052 Merchantile Social 20 North Main St

review sighage

2. DRB210056 Pamelot Farms 54 Roswell St

review signage

3. DRB210057 Parkland Communities

review new building

4. DRB210058 Brock Built Homes
review new construction

5. DRB210055 KB Venture Partners (154 Kimball)

review new construction

363 South Main St

Haynes Bridge @ Morrison Pkwy

154 Kimball Bridge Rd

6. DRB210053 HamptonInn 10740 Westside Way

review new exterior

) @ ADJOURNMENT
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This summary is provided as a convenience and service fo the public, media and staff. It is not the infent fo
record proceedings verbatim. Any reproduction of this summary must include this notice. Public comments are
noted as heard by Design Review Board, but not quoted or paraphrased. This document includes limited
presentation by Design Review Board and invited speakers in summary form. The public is advised that the
fapes recorded at said meeting are a matter of public record and are available upon request.

1. MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS

Today’s Design Review Board meeting will commence at 8:30 a.m. and a break is scheduled at 12:00 p.m. The
meeting will resume at 12:30 p.m.

Chairman Kramer called the workshop to order at 8:30 a.m.

Il WORKSHOP

Bret Schroeder, Code Enforcement Manager, provided a brief overview of each case on the agenda
for September 17, 2021.

Chairman Kramer adjourned the workshop at 9:02 a.m. and called for a short recess.

L. CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Kramer called the meeting to order at 9:08 a.m.

Iv. ROLL CALL
Design Review Board Members present:

e Richard Kramer, Chair
e Roger Brown

Pat Corkill

Frank Schwing

Holly Palmer

Katie Rocco
Design Review Board Members absent:
e Richard Owens
e Thom LeCain, Alternate
o Kim Matherly, Alternafe
Staff present:
e Kathi Cook, Director of Community Development

e Bret Schroeder, Code Enforcement Manager



VL.

VIL.

VIl

e Lauren Shapiro, Planning + Zoning Coordinator

PLEDGE TO THE FLAG
ITEMS FROM STAFF

Code Enforcement Manager Shroeder announced that the December Design Review Board meeting
will be moved up a week and will take place in the multipurpose room.

ITEMS FROM BOARD MEMBERS

1.

Approval of the Design Review Board Meeting Minutes from August 20, 2021.

o Chairman Kramer announced that the Board will postpone approval of the meeting minutes until
the next month’s Design Review Board meeting.

PUBLIC HEARING

Taffers Tavern 33 South Main St
review signage

The applicant, Seth Chandlee, came forward to speak on behalf of the application.
o Blade sign with copper finished letters
o Sign placed in left hand corner of the building, if you are looking at the front of the building
The Design Review Board discussed the following:
o Sign needs scalloped edges
o Apostrophe location should be removed.
There were no public comments for this item.
% Vice-Chair Brown offered a motion to approve with the following conditions:

1. Applicant must remove the apostrophe from the word “Taffer’s;” and

2. Applicant must scallop the top and bottom of the sign to be roughly in line with the window
shown in the application.

o Board Member Rocco seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

The Cooler 10800 Davis Dr
review exterior modifications and landscape

e Manny Farhan, Ronnie Jackson, John Bartice, and Steve Jacobs came forward to speak on
behalf of the application.

o Building a balcony to a music studio, which is close to completion.

o There are four steel columns on the ground level will have stone around them
o Black cable stye railing

o Steel will be painted dark brown

o Balcony will be accessed from the inside of the music studio and will create an open-air
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space.

The materials (stone, cinderblock, steel, colors) will match what was used on the office
side of the building when that side of the building was renovated about 4 years ago.

Mullions will be bronze, and the handrail is aluminum.

The balcony height is higher than the mezzanine, but the balcony will be identical in
height to the building on Westside.

The gutters are bronze (not aluminum) because there are currently dark colors in that
areaq).

The roof is slightly sloped for draining and the color is dark bronze

Covering the area in front of the building with smaller shrubs in the front and larger
ones with plants and trees.

May install grass or artificial turf in this area and if real grass is planted, landscape
team has vertical mowers.

Might consider adding a first-floor balcony under the proposed balcony later in the
future with a matching glass bottom, but would need to move condensing units to the
other side.

e The Design Review Board discussed the following:

O

O

O

Renderings do not always show the accurate colors
Rendering is deceiving because there are sliding doors

Balcony addition should blend in and complement the current building. The balcony
architecture should make it look like it was built at the same time as the rest of the

building.

This is a predominant entrance on Westside Parkway, and the balcony structure does
not blend in with the rest of the building.

Rooflines do not match.

In this rendering, you cannot see what the front of the building looks like.

The stone choice is good.

Maybe change the dark bronze so that it will blend in with the parapet a little bit more.

Be cautious with using a horizontal cabling for your railing, use vertical instead (it often
becomes a ladder for children).

Design the gutter (on the standing seam) so that it goes into the landscaping.

The Board will need to see renderings that match and show the existing condition of the
remainder of the building, because the Board is trying to gather how this addition
blends into the rest of the building / front office.

There has been a lot of difficulties with maintaining the landscaping at this hill on
Westside Parkway.



o Concerned with how landscapers will mow the hill.
o Concerned with how the applicant will get mulch to stay on the hill.

o Applicant should keep planting theme by the balcony and plant evergreens under the
balcony that grow 3-5 feet tall.

e City Staff discussed the following:
o Very litle distance or width for the roof hanging over the balcony (weather).
e There were no public comments for this item.

< Board Member Schwing offered a motion to defer elevations and materials for the applicant to
consider comments from today.

o Vice-Chair Brown seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

% Board Member Corkill offered a motion to defer landscaping based on today’s comments.
o Board Member Palmer seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

LWV TPA 400 2375 Lakeview
review exterior modifications based on previous meetings

e John Lewis came forward to speak on behalf of the application.
o Provided a hard copy revision for what was provided in the original submitta.

o Revisions were made fo the entry way and parking deck located in the center tower of
the multifamily building

o Changed color and added more glass to the corners of each building.
e The Design Review Board discussed the following:
o Not an eyesore.
o Love the design.
e There were no public comments for this item.
Vice-Chair Brown offered a motion to approve revised elevations, as presented today.
o Board Member Rocco seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

Chairman Kramer adjourned the meeting for a short recess at 10:13 a.m.

Chairman Kramer reconvened the meeting at 10:18 a.m.

4,

SEDG Investments, LLC 119 Roswell St
review new construction

e Kenny Elsworth and Chris Sedgwick came forward to speak on behalf of the application.

o This application is for a 16-car garage.



O

O

This is a mercantile design with a lot of glass work to display the cars.

No intentions to sell the cars; they are works of art.

There will be catwalks on the inside of the garage

Vehicle lift system is a Chairish System; lifts vehicle up and down on top of each
other. The lifts are 8 feet tall and are only designed for 4 wheels.

Lighting will be put on a timer so that they are not on at 2:00 a.m.

Only vehicles will be stored at this facility (Volkswagon cars).

There is also retail and office space (retail is about 265 square feet)

e The Design Review Board discussed the following:

O

O

e}

O

The fiber cement siding will face the two buildings in the center of this area.
Unsure how fiber cement panels fit into the mercantile design.

There are blank walls which are 30 feet tall; lack of windows and fenestration.
Interested to see if applicant would consider making the entire building brick.
Not going to see the fiber cement from Old Milton Parkway.

Like the contrast in the building.

This building will be 10-15 feet taller than the Empire Homes building.

Concerned about what happens if the garage is sold and then someone later wanted to
use this as a storage facility or put old worn-down cars or even use it as boat storage.

Concerned with 34 feet of blank brick surface

Concerned with what you will see through the glass windows and how much of that is
not architecturally pleasing.

The AC will be on the roof and has a parapet; will be screened on all sides.

e City Staff discussed the following:

O

O

Lighting will need to be mounted to the walls (not underneath the lifts)

Any stormwater will be addressed with LDP.

e There were no public comments for this item.

< Board Member Rocco offered a motion to approve the site plan.

o Board Member Palmer seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

< Board Member Rocco offered a motion to approve the elevations and materials as presented

today.

o Board Member Palmer seconded the motion.

o Vice-Chair Brown offered a friendly amendment that the windows on the North Elevation

5



will have mullions similar to the display area to the cars.
o Board Members Rocco and Palmer accepted the friendly amendment.
o The motion died (3-3).

= There was discussion during the motion about adding in mullions to the windows on
the stairwell side of the garage so that it would match the mullions in the showroom
area and for the architecture to have a bit more details.

Board Member Corkill offered a motion to defer the elevations and materials based on the
comments of the Board and the friendly amendment.

o Vice-Chair Brown seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved (4-2, with Board Members Palmer and Rocco in opposition).

» There was discussion during the motion about the concern as to what happens the
building in the future and the large brick wall in the back of the building and
considering bricked-in faux window treatments.

Board Member Corkill offered a motion to defer until the Board has had a better chance to review
plans.

o Board Member Palmer seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

Food Terminal 6360 North Point Parkway

e Tao Lin, partial owner and design team for Sweet Hut bakery, came forward to present this
item.

o The door facing North Point Parkway will mainly be used as an emergency exit;
awnings in this area will be removed and will add industrial features instead

o The main entrance is on the side of the building facing the parking lot.
o The wood paneling is designed to be weatherproof; easy to maintain
o Vestibule with a single door

o Adding more brick to get rid of the stairstep on the front of the building facing North
Point Parkway.

e The Design Review Board discussed the following:
o Concerned with possibility of confusing the emergency door as the main door.

o Could enhance the doors facing North Point and the idea of maybe painting them
yellow or using something unique or wood to stand out.

o Love the yellow awnings.
o Opportunity to enhance the posts on the patio.
o City Staff discussed the following:
o The sidewalk could be designed to go through the parking area.



O

O

The part of the building facing North Point Parkway should have elements that make it
look like a front of the building

Idea of bringing wood element around the front.

e There were no public comments for this item.

< Vice-Chair Brown offered a motion to defer in order for the applicant to come back to the next
meeting incorporating more eco-district materials to the front and possibly to the side of the

building.

O

O

Board Member Corkill seconded the motion.

The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

6. Alpharetta Town Commons, LLC 37 Old Roswell St
review exterior modifications and landscape

e Tim Vaccaro, Place Maker Design, came forward to present this item.

O

O

O

La Casa ltalian is vacating at the end of September.
Updating the home to better fit in with the Downtown.

The changes are not tenant specific (no signage or furnishings); this will be a new
restaurant space.

Open, covered patio on the righthand side of the plan.

Building a new deck on the front of the home (organic shape) with existing trees on the
property line.

Intend to pull out a lot of the old concrete sidewalk and provide a better connection to
the center of the City.

Enclosing the existing side porch.
Historic blue color with white trim and windows all painted black.
New landscaping plan with plantings all the way to the edge of the property line.

For ADA, there will be a pervious path (getting rid of handrails) that will curve through
the garden area to get to the deck entrance (less than 5% slope)

Deck = Cumaru; this color will fade out to gray.
Signage will be discussed later once a tenant is on board.
The 3 poles that are not connected to anything are for future string lighting.

Umbrellas on the patio are more predictable and it is difficult to add a square awning
of a curved deck.

e The Design Review Board discussed the following:

O

O

O

Concerned if the City Architect reviewed the plans
This is an old home that and incorporates the Tudor style

The sails are too modern for a patio area.



o Sails provide more shade and are better utilized.

o Moadifications are wonderful and removing the dormer brings so much character to this
house.

o Like the rosemary used; scatter it more throughout the plan.

o Concerned about whether or not the grass and black eyed susans will do well in that
area.

e City Staff discussed the following:

o Sails typically are not in the historic district, but this is really the only place where you
would get that feel.

e There were no public comments for this item.

< Board Member Schwing offered a motion to approve the elevations and materials, as
presented.

o Vice-Chair Brown seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).
< Board Member Corkill offered a motion to approve landscaping as submitted today.
o Board Member Rocco seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved unanimously (6-0).

» There was discussion during the motion about whether or not the wall is
currently in place now, and the applicant shared that it is currently already there
and it is part of a city park.

ADJOURNMENT

Chairman Kramer adjourned the meeting at 12:17 p.m.
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< % Design Review Board Meeting Minutes
October 15, 2021

ALPHAR ETTA Department of Community Development
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Thissummaryis provided as a convenience and service tothe public, media and staff. Itis not the intent to record proceedings
verbatim. Anyreproduction ofthissummarymustincludethis notice. Publiccommentsarenotedas heardby Design Review
Board, butnotquotedorparaphrased. Thisdocumentincludeslimited presentation by Design Review Board and invited
speakers in summary form. The public is advised that the tapes recorded at said meeting are a matter of public record
and are available upon request.

MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS

Today’s Design Review Board meeting will commence at 8:30 a.m. and a break is scheduled at 12:00 p.m. The
meeting will resume at 12:30 p.m.

WORKSHOP
e Chairman Kramer called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m.

o Bret Schroeder, Code Enforcement Manager, provided a brief overview of each case on the agenda for
October 15,2021.

o Chairman Kramer adjourned the workshop at 9:02 and called for a short recess.

CALL TO ORDER

e Chairman Kramer called the meeting to order at9:10 a.m.
ROLL CALL

e Design Review Board Members present:
o Richard Kramer, Chair
o Roger Brown, Vice-Chair
o Pat Corkill
o Richard Owens
o Holly Palmer
o Frank Schwing
o Katie Rocco

o Design Review Board Members absent:

o Thomas LeCain (alternate)

o Kim Matherly (alternate)

o Staff

o Kathi Cook, Director of Community Development & Economic Development




VL.
VI

VIil.

o Michael Woodman, Senior Planner
o Bret Schroeder, Code Enforcement Officer

o Lauren Shapiro, City Clerk

PLEDGE TO THE FLAG
ITEMS FROM STAFF
ITEMS FROM BOARD MEMBERS
A. Approval of the Design Review Board Meeting Minutes from August 20, 2021.
< Board member Owens offered a motion to approve.
o Board Member Corkill seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (7-0).

B. Approval of the Design Review Board Meeting Minutes from September 17, 2021
Chairman Kramer announced that the Board would defer approval of the September 17, 2021
Design Review Board Meeting minutes until the next Design Review Board Meeting.

PUBLIC HEARING
A.  DRB210046 - Food Terminal - 6360 North Point Parkway
e The applicant, Tao Lin, came forward to present this item.
e Last meeting, we were given comments to revise front side of exterior. We focused on this part.
e We added wood texture materials to the front.

e Aluminum dark brown color is used to close in the patio area (can open and close)- this is the only
material that cannot be customized.

e Architectural panel- weatherproof- material on front entrance of the building and continuing element to
the front of the building facing the street (emergency exit for party room).

o Brick is dark secret color (dark gray)- light gray is a primer to paint over the building.
e The Design Review Board discussed the following:
e They are entitled to three signs.
e s the railing element see through? The applicant confirmed it is see through.
e s there anything going on the roof? The applicant confirmed nothing is going on the roof.

e Applicant is encouraged to do something with side B so it is not a big blank wall- possibly work with
Parks and Rec and Art Commission about doing a mural.

e Applicant is encouraged to make a meeting with Bret and landlord about landscaping.
Public Comment:
e There were no public comments for this item.

< Board Member Schwing offered a motion to approve with the following conditions:

1. The applicant works with the Arts Commission on adding a mural on the side B elevation.



o,
o

o Board Member Rocco seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved. 6-0-1; as Board Member Owens recused himself since he was not

present during the first presentation of this case to the Board.

Board member Corkill offered a motion for the applicant to work with landlord and staff to update
landscaping to work with nuances in the building elevations.

o Vice-Chair Brown seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved. 6-0-1; as Board Member Owens recused himself since he was not

present during the first presentation of this case to the Board.

DRB210047 - Holmes Restaurant — 50 South Main Street

The applicant, David Neery, came forward to present this item.

We are seeking to weatherproof the outdoor seating.

The applicant brought on Tarver Seeber and Couch Construction.

Copied columns on existing building (heavy bases, tapered columns, heavy cap)
Triple hung glass windows on three sides- will still be open to the side of the house

Roof has louvres (open and close)- with this, there are some technical things to do: sprinklers,
ventilation, electric heaters

We are proposing some windows on the front of the porch as well.

We looked at fixed panels and a shutter system, but the column profile has affected this.

The Design Review Board discussed the following:

Love the architecture of the house- we are looking to minimize the impact to the look of the house.
Triple hung windows are essentially a set of two windows that are side by side.
Can the panel be glass instead of a panel- between the rail and the glass?

The piece of wood hanging off the column- what are we calling this2 We don’t want it to look like a
piece of plywood hanging off. We can call it a filler panel.

The back three columns- do they necessarily have to stay? Yes, there is a big outdoor patio space on
that side.

Are the windows tinted2 They are not tinted.

Public Comment:

Chris Sedgwick

The idea of a roll down- we've done that idea at Pure. It's not a very good solution- it allows air to blow through
the patio. It is not a solid seal because they roll up and down.

< Board Member Schwing offered a motion to approve with the following conditions:

1. The applicant works with staff on the filler panels for decoration or molding on the panels and that
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the windows on the porch side be quadruple hung so that they will hide behind the rail entirely.
o Board Member Owens seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved unanimously (7-0).

There was discussion during the motion about the following: Whether the windows will hide
behind the railing, distinguishing the old structure from the new structure, not changing the

upper roof line area, and adding trim to the outside and inside of the filler piece.
Chairman Kramer adjourned the meeting for a short recess at 10:24 am.

Chairman Kramer reconvened the meeting at 10:29 am.

C. DRB210049 - Brixmor — 7660 North Point Parkway

e The applicant, Scott Hunter, came forward to present this item.
e No one in the company was aware of the process- started painting before approval.
e Staff- we do not have a full view, but we will walk you through.
-Metal roofing will be a tricorn black
-The trim will be an agreeable gray
- Storefront pop outs- classic French gray
e The Design Review Board discussed the following:
e Old Toys R Us is not part of this- that's Burlington
e Burlington is cream and will clash
e What's happening to the standing seam metal roofs2 All are painted black.
e Only using four colors: Tricorn Black, Agreeable Gray, Pure White, Classic French Gray
< Vice-Chair Brown offered a motion to approve the color scheme as presented today with the following
conditions:
1. The applicant finishes replacing the shingle roof and removes the planter beds by the end of 2022.
2. The applicant will continue the same painting scheme on the Macy’s side of the building as the
front of the building.
o Board member Corkill seconded the motion.
o The motion was approved unanimously (7-0).
o There was discussion during the motion about the following: The awning that is front of Macy’s-
will that stay white? On the roofs, we will replace the brown to black. On the planters, we are

planning on keeping some of them. Any that are not being removed this year, we are painting
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the Classic French Gray color.

D. DRB210049 - Morgan & Morgan — 11760 Haynes Bridge Road, Suite A

e The applicant, Corey and Mark Nell, came forward to present this item.

Logo and font are consistent in every state.
Yellow and black are the colors for the sign.
Reverse channel letters.

South state has a gold S on their building.
Viva Chicken will want to do orange.

We can round the edges of the sign and mute the yellow color- we cannot go to black letters.

o The Design Review Board discussed the following:

Staff discussed the following:

Code Enforcement Manager, Bret- we are sensitive to it being your corporate identity- could it be yellow
but a different toned down yellow? The applicant states they have backup colors that are more muted
(more of the South State color)

In reference to the shape of sign and background- we are making an emphasis on being creative in
signage and the cleaver and cork sign is done well on the center.

Does this center have sign package? No.

The edges can be rounded- scalloped would not tie into the logo, but the rounded would.

The scale rendering to staff for staff approval.

This is not a true representation of the elevation of the building on the rendering

The yellow lettering- is this appropriate for this center?

Board Member Rocco offered a motion to defer the signage presented today.

o Board Member Palmer seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (7-0).

o There was discussion during the motion about the following: Bret- Tell them whether you think you
are going to go with the color or not. The deferral needs more directions. We would like to see
what a silhouette behind the yellow letters would look like. Most of the Board is not comfortable

with gold/yellow letters.

E. DRB210049 - SEDG Investments — 119 Roswell Street

e The applicant, Kenny Ellsworth & Chris Sedgwick, came forward to present this item.

Deferred last month to review the landscaping.

No real changes to the front- small elevation on the left.



e Changes to the back side of the building- put in more decorative infill.
e long elevation- made window shapes more consistent with the rest of the building.
e landscape plan- look forward to comments.
e These will be daily drivers- theyre not going to be perfect, but they are
e The Design Review Board discussed the following:
e s there anything right up against the glass2 No, only between the cars on the catwalk.
e What color are the railings2 We are proposing all metals to be black/dark (handrails, lifts).
e We really want the highlight to be the vehicles.
e What if this is sold and someone doesn’t have nice cars to put in there2 How could we condition this2

e Who gets to park in there2 Who is allowed in and out? These are his cars. These are vehicles coming
in for his personal use (from Japan). This is not a public parking lot.

e Ifthis is a museum, this could take away from what is stored there.

e How does this compliment landscape that is already on site2 The applicant states there is not a lot on
this part of the site.

e We don't like the shrub selection and placement- no relation to the architecture- why not have a row of
something that relates back to the architecture?
e Do you know if the railing has to be a safety yellow color or can it be dark? It's not a dense railing.

e What condition are these cars going to be in?

Public Comment:
e There were no public comments for this item.
< Board Member Schwing motioned to approve elevations and materials as presented today with the
following condition:
1. The tower will be used only for the display of vintage, restored automobiles.
o Vice-Chair member Brown seconded the motion.
o The motion is approved 6-O-1, Board member Owens abstained.
< Board Member Corkill offered a motion to defer landscaping per our discussion and to coordinate the
design with Staff.
o Board Member Palmer seconded the motion.

o The motion is approved. 6-0-1; as Board Member Owens abstained himself since he was not

present during the first presentation of this case to the Board.

F. DRB210050 - PRIM Residential - 2001 Commerce Street
e The applicant, Melanie Levy, came forward to present this item.

o Residents are getting rained on or have dripping water.



o We would like to have union corrugated metal- like what is used at the Maxwell.
o The awnings above can match the color of the brown that is currently there- over double doors
and windows to have a consistent look.
o Not changing out the awnings- just adding metal to the top, so it will look like exhibit C.
o The Design Review Board discussed the following:
o What about cabling? The applicant states it is not going to be there because it is not needed.
o This won't solve the call box problem.
o Just adding a top- corrugated metal
o Set the metal right on top- the picture has about 2 inches solid area- could be drilled into the
top, and should not overhang
o Will look the same, just covered.
Public Comment:
e There were no public comments for this item.
< Board Member Schwing offered a motion to approve the addition of standing seam metal with current

awnings as presented.

o Board Member Rocco seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (7-0).

G. DRB210051 - TPA 400/Toll Residential — 2275 Lakewind Parkway
o The applicant, Matthew Scott, came forward to present this item.
o Provided an update to page 2 and 3 of what was originally submitted for landscaping.
Public Comment:
e There were no public comments for this item.
< Board Member Corkill offered a motion to approve landscape as submitted today.

o Board Member Owens seconded the motion.

o The motion was approved unanimously (7-0).

IX. ADJOURNMENT

Chairman Kramer adjourned the meeting at 12:03 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Qlerondro Collom

Alexandra Callum, Planning + Zoning Coordinator
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For your convenience, this form may be completed electronically and printed upon completion. If you choose to handwrite your

responses, please print in a clear, easily legible fashion.

Please complete this form and the submittal package in its entirety. See Page 2 "Instructions and Required Materials" for details.

Lastly, verify that all information is true and accurate.

Your completed submittal package should be delivered to:

City of Alpharetta NOTE: All applicable fees must be included with the application. Please nofe that a 3% convenience fee will be
2 Park Plaza added to ol credit card transactions. Applications will be accepted only on the dafes reflected on the page of

Alpharetta, GA 30009 this form fitled "Filing Deadllines and Meeting Schedule " and only between the hours of 8:30 AM and 3:30 PM.

If you have questions regarding this application or the design review process, please contact Bret Schroeder by calling 678-297-6088.

Business Name: Mercantlle SOClaI
Location Address: 20 North Ma|n Street

Mailng Address: 20 North Main Street
City: Alpharetta State: GA Zip Code: 30004

Contact For All Notifications: Joe RampInO
Contact Telephone: 470 - 587 - 7496 Mobile Telephone:
email: jO€7rr@gmail.com

Business Owner / Operator

Fax:

Contact's Relation To Business:

This Application For (Check all that apply):

O Modification to Application Fees:

] Addition

Exterior Any sign or remodel review within the $ 175.00
[J  Auxiliary Structure ] ew Construction Downtown Overlay
[:] Color Selection Signage All other reviews $ 300.00

[C]  Material Selection

This page will be the first page of your
completed submittal packet.

Total Due M —\
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Property Owner Information:

Property Owner Name: o 8\5&AEQ‘QB—8§&&CZO ~NRAINE L, L.c

Physical Address: B 39 ﬁ._T’LALH_ ALE HA Q_B'TYA ; 6A 2C00 q
Mailing Address: o 2_@ L/ﬂj—éﬂ é\H O gliE_' - - _
v ALBAREIA e A %ow 80009

Owner Telephone: '770 - :ZZZ - ! q 6§5 Contact Fax:

Property Owner Authorization Must be completed if the applicant is not the legal owner of the subject property)
I, the undersigned, do hereb

y swear and attest, under penalty of law for false swearing, that | am the legal owner, as shown
in the records of Fulton County, Georgia, of the property described herein and that | authorize the person identified herein as
"Applicant” to act on my behalf in pursuit of this request.

Owner Name (Printed): g (CH
/
Owner Signature:
S C /._
Property Information:

Address (If Assigned) : % H MA{H

Tax ID or Mcp Reference Number:

Land Lot(s): ‘Z éq District: 2

Section: 2

RC.L‘ B Existing Uses of Property: E@TygéHTJ@éB -

Existing Zoning of Property:

THis form is i be executod vy coth |t person 1d
sweanng. Mot the information srovidod i His /Jr{sy

vnderstond that Lesign Review foord rovien onof o
and bulding plon reviev. safffonty b contgNy

Applicant Signature:

NN FAOC e,

- Date:[

5/5/2 ]



DEeSIGN ReviEw BOARD ReVIEW CRITERIA

How will this proposal be visually compatible with the character of the surrounding areas?

The proposed signage will be visually compatible with the character of Downtown as it will draw

attention to this historic building in a visually appealing way, enhancing visibility from the vibrant City
Center and expanding foot traffic during dinner hours.

In your submittal package, have you included a site line study from the public right of way, which shows the location of rooftop
structures? If not, please explain below.

O Yes

[®] No



DesIGN ReviEw BOARD ReVIEW CRITERIA

Please respond to the following ONLY if your application is within the North Point Overlay.

Explain how your application meets the site design and streetscape standards required for the North Point Overlay. Site
Design and Streetscape standards for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.3(B).

Explain how your application meets the fenestration, pedestrian access, building materials, building facade, and building
massing standards required for the North Point Overlay.

Building design standards for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.8.

Describe the type of Civic Spaces and/or Amenity Spaces that your application includes.

Open Space requirements for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.10.

Please list and describe the EcoDistrict measures that your application includes.

EcoDistrict Measures for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.11.




__ e —
DEsIGN ReviEw BOARD ReVIEW CRITERIA

Please respond to the following ONLY if your application is within the Downtown Overlay.

Which of the following architectural design styles does your application include?

[] Georgian [J Shingle [J French Colonial

[w] Federal / Adam [ Folk Victorian [J French Eclectic

[J Greek Revival [0 Romanesque [0 French New Traditional
[0 Neoclassical [0 ltalianate

[] Stick [0 Tudor Eclectic

[0 Queen Anne [ Beaux Arts

Please review the Downtown Overlay Architectural Style Requirements at this link: Unified Development Code § 2.8.7(D)-(R]

Describe how your application meets one (or more] of the above architectural design styles.

The building of Mercantile Social is a historic building in Downtown Alpharetta with Mercantile
Architecture. In its 100+ year history, the building has housed the US Post Office, Bates Grocery,
Cowart Shoe Shop, Cook Shoe Shop, and the Alpharetta Welcome Center.

Please review the Alpharetta Downtown Design Guidelines at this link: Alpharetta Downtown Design Guidelines

List how your application aligns with or compliments the Alpharetta Downtown Design Guidelines.

As outlined in the guidelines, the intention of our sign is not to achieve uniformity or replication, but to
help Mercantile Social achieve individual identity while complimenting the traditional Main Street buildings.
The sign will enhance the pedestrian-oriented character of Downtown and contribute to activity by
enhancing visibility and expanding evening foot traffic to this area.



83.in

Building Sign
Size : 62"h x 83"w overall (36 sqg.ft.)
Material : Backplate - Routered Aluminum Panel

painted black with white & digital vinyl Roses applied

"Mercantile Live" - Halo-Lighted Channel letters

White faces and Returns, Mounted to stand

off backplate to create white Halo Lighting effect
Installation : Backplate installed to brick wall with

mechanical fasteners

scale:1/2" =1 ft.



SIDE PROFILE/MOUNTING DETAILS

Building FasCia s—-

Channel letters to stand off
backplate with mechanical
spacers, for LED's to bounce
off to create the halo-lighting

A
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LED'S sl
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N
i Electrical Conduit
Halo Lighted | i from Junction Box
channel letters I
1
™
Halo nghtlng-—VL/
Flat Painted Aluminum =——-

backplate with vinyl applied,
to stand off wall slightly to
cover electrical components,
mounted to brick wall fascia
with mechanical fasteners




scale : 3/16" =1 ft.




Building Sign showing lighting effect

Building Sign
Size : 62"h x 83"w overall (36 sq.ft.)
Material : Backplate - Routered Aluminum Panel

painted black with white & digital vinyl Roses applied

"Mercantile Live" - Halo-Lighted Channel letters

White faces and Returns, Mounted to stand

off backplate to create white Halo Lighting effect
Installation : Backplate installed to brick wall with

mechanical fasteners

scale: 12" =1 ft.



scale: 3/16" =1 ft.




Existing Photo of Current Sign
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Located on this wall facing the intersection of Maln Street and Milton Ave
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ALPHARETTA

GEORGIA

DesiGN ReviEw BOARD
HEARING APPLICATION AND
FILNG PROCEDURES

UPDATED: September 7, 2021

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

2 PARK PLAZA

ALPHARETTA, GA 30009
WWW.ALPHARETTA.GA.US

TEL: 678.297.6070
FAX: 678.297.6071
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http://www.alpharetta.ga.us/

INSTRUCTIONS AND REQUIRED MATERIALS

The City of Alpharetta Design Review Board Hearing Application has been designed fo allow you the ease of
completing the form electronically and printing the completed form for submitial. Please nofe, however, that the
form connot be saved so as fo includle the information that you input

Required Materials:

In order to allow the Design Review Board to adequately and effectively understand and consider the nature of your request it is
required that certain materials be included with your submittal. These required items are described below along with the type(s)
of review for which they would be needed. Submittals not including the appropriate materials, as indicated below, will not be
accepted for review.

Site Plan Review Signage Review

[] Legal description of the property n Overall site plan drawing indicating locations of ground
signs and required setbacks

M Site plan(s) showing locations of all site features,

including but not limited to [] Exterior elevations indicating locations of all wall signs

- Buildings - Roads
- Parking Areas - Specimen frees
- Detention / retention areas

[] Individual color drawings of each sign indicated

; . . - Dimensions - Materials
- Dumpster / refuse locations (screening and materials) - Lighting - Construction
- HVAC / electrical equipment locations _Colors

Site lighting with photometric drawings and
compatibility to neighboring buildings and property . . .
Exterior Elevation Review

[] Retaining wall(s) location and materials M Colored exterior elevations with materials notes of all
facades of the building(s)

All exterior material and color samples (Shall be brought
] to the scheduled meeting)

Landscape Review

Landscape drawing(s) prepared by landscape
[] architect showing locations of all landscape features,

[[] Provide site line study from the public right of way
showing locations of rooftop equipment

- Vents - Satellite dishes

including but not limited to - Exhaust pipes - Antennas

- Size and type of all plant material; including ground
covers
- Seasonal beds

Locations of building lighting

0

Perspective drawings and renderings

Submittal Procedure:

One (1) original plus o ne (1) copy of a completed Hearing Application and supporting documents are to be filed by
the deadline dates reflected on the following page. Completed applications received after the deadline shall be placed on the
next available agenda. All renderings attached to the application must be in color.

An electronic set in .PDF format on a flash drive containing the entire applications; including all documents, plans, and drawings; must be
included with the application. Each component of your submittal must be saved as a separate file document (for example, all of your individual
documents relating to the Exterior Elevation Review (site plan, site line study, and lighting and material cut sheet) should all be saved into

one .PDF document.

Any oversized materials may be attached to the original application. All collated sets shall be submitted on paper no greater than 11 inches by
17 inches in size and folded to 8.5 inches x 11 inches. Two (2] sets of all landscape plans shall be submitted full-size.

Drawings submitted must be accurate and labeled.

Technical drawings [i.e. signs, elevations, site plans) must be drawn to scale).

Photos shall be mounted on 8.5 inch by 11 inch paper and labeled.
Presentation materials (including actual materials, sample boards, or mounted drawings) should not be submitted, but brought by the Applicant
to the scheduled Design Review Board meeting.



FILNG DEADLINES AND MEETING SCHEDULE

Completed applications are accepted only on, or prior to, the dates indicated as filing deadlines and only
between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. Applications will not be accepted on any other dates or times.
Incomplete applications will not be accepted. All fees must be paid at the time of application.

The Design Review Board convenes at 8:30 a.m. on the meeting dates indicated, and a break will start at

12:00 p.m. and will last until 12:30 p.m. All meetings are held in Council Chambers at Alpharetta City
Hall, which is located at 2 Park Plaza.

Filing Deadlines Meeting Schedule

January 04, 2021
February 01, 2021
March 01, 2021
April 01, 2021
May 3, 2021
June 01, 2021
July 01, 2021
August 02, 2021
September 01, 2021
October 01, 2021
November 01, 2021

December 01, 2021

January 15, 2021

February 18, 2021
March 19, 2021
April 16, 2021
May 21, 2021
June 18, 2021
July 16, 2021
August 20, 2021

September 17, 2021

October 15, 2021

November 19, 2021

December 10, 2021



City OF ALPHARETTA | ===

Case DRB:

DEesIGNREVIEWBOARD APPLICATION mp

For your convenience, this form may be completed electronically and printed upon completion. If you choose to handwrite your
responses, please print in a clear, easily legible fashion.

Please complete this form and the submittal package in its entirety. See Page 2 "Instructions and Required Materials” for details.
Lastly, verify that all information is true and accurate.

Your completed submittal package should be delivered to:

City of Alpharetta NOTE: All applicable fees must be included with the application. Please note that a 3% convenience fee will be
2 Park Plaza added to all credlit card transactions. Applications will be accepted only on the dates reflected on the page of
Alpharetta, GA 30009 this form titled "Filing Deadllines and Meeting Schedule” and only between the hours of 8:30 AM and 3:30 PM.

If you have questions regarding this application or the design review process, please contact Bret Schroeder by calling 678-297-6088.

Business Name: Pamelot Farms

Location Address: 54 Roswell St

Mailing Address:

City: Alpharetta State: GA Zip Code: 30009 -
Contact For All Notifications: ~ Vanessa Jimenez

Contact Telephone: 470 - M0 6414 Mobile Telephone: - -
Fax: - - Email: signs@alphasign.com

Contact's Relation To Business: Contractor

This Application For (Check all that apply):

[]  Addition [] Modification to Application Fees:
Exterior Any sign or remodel review within the $ 175.00
[] Auxiliary Structure [[] New Construction Downtown Overlay
All oth i
l:‘ COlOI' Se|ecﬁon Signqge other reviews $ 300.00
[[] Material Selection

This page will be the first page of your Total Due

completed submittal packet.



mailto:bschroeder@alpharetta.ga.us
mailto:bschroeder@alpharetta.ga.us

- S Ciry OF ALPHARETTA

ALPHARETTA
e DesIGN ReVIEWBOARD APPLICATION

Property Owner Information:

Property Owner Name: Laura Steh

Physical Address: 2105 Bethany Way Alpharetta Georgia 30004 United States

Mailing Address:

City: Alpharetta State: Ga Zip Code: 30004 -

Owner Telephone: 770 - 846 - 1559 Contact Fax: - -

Property Owner Authorization Must be completed if the auplicant is not the legal owner of the subject property/

|, the undersigned, do hereby swear and attest, under penalty of law for false swearing, that | am the legal owner, as shown
in the records of Fulton County, Georgia, of the property described herein and that | authorize the person identified herein as
"Applicant" to act on my behalf in pursuit of this request.

Owner Name (Printed): Date:

Owner Signature:

Property Information:

Address (If Assigned) : 54 Roswell Street

Tax ID or Map Reference Number: 22 482312690419

Land Lot(s): 1269 District: C-2 Section:
Existing Zoning of Property: Commercial Existing Uses of Property: Commercial

This form Js 1o be execured undler oath. | e person identitied herein as Applicant " do solemnly swear and artes; subject fo criminal penaliies for false
swearing, ot the information provided in Mis Desjgn Review Board Aoolicarion is ive and corect and contains no miskeading information. | also
undersiand thar Design Review Board review andl’or aoproval does noft include review or aqpproval for code compliance and tar Ciyy of Afpharetia site
and building plan review siaff should be coniacted with respect fo code compliance issves and permiting procedures.

Applicant Signature: Date:

Print Form

5



DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REVIEW CRITERIA

How will this proposal be visually compatible with the character of the surrounding areas?

In your submittal package, have you included a site line study from the public right of way, which shows the location of rooftop
structures? If not, please explain below.

[] Yes
] No



DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REVIEW CRITERIA

Please respond to the following ONLY if your application is within the North Point Overlay.

Explain how your application meets the site design and streetscape standards required for the North Point Overlay. Site
Design and Streetscape standards for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.3(B).

Explain how your application meets the fenestration, pedestrian access, building materials, building facade, and building
massing standards required for the North Point Overlay.

Building design standards for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.8.

Describe the type of Civic Spaces and/or Amenity Spaces that your application includes.

Open Space requirements for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.10.

Please list and describe the EcoDistrict measures that your application includes.

EcoDistrict Measures for the North Point Overlay can be found at this link: Unified Development Code §2.10.11.



https://library.municode.com/ga/alpharetta/codes/unified_development_code?nodeId=ARTIIUSLAST_S2.10NOPOOV
https://library.municode.com/ga/alpharetta/codes/unified_development_code?nodeId=ARTIIUSLAST_S2.10NOPOOV
https://library.municode.com/ga/alpharetta/codes/unified_development_code?nodeId=ARTIIUSLAST_S2.10NOPOOV
https://library.municode.com/ga/alpharetta/codes/unified_development_code?nodeId=ARTIIUSLAST_S2.10NOPOOV

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REVIEW CRITERIA

Please respond to the following ONLY if your application is within the Downtown Overlay.

Which of the following architectural design styles does your application include?

[J Georgian [ Shingle L] French Colonial

[] Federal / Adam [ Folk Victorian [0 French Eclectic

[0 Greek Revival [[] Romanesque [ French New Traditional
[0 Neoclassical [ ltalianate

[] Stick [0 Tudor Eclectic

[] Queen Anne ] Beaux Arts

Please review the Downtown Overlay Architectural Style Requirements at this link: Unified Development Code § 2.8.7(D)-(R)

Describe how your application meets one (or more) of the above architectural design styles.

Please review the Alpharetta Downtown Design