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BOULEVARD ONE DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE  

March 2, 2017  

 

 

Attendees 

Committee:  Jamie Fogle, Monty Force, Steve Lane, Carla McConnell, Chuck Woodward and Kevin 

Yoshida 

Alpert: Brian Alpert, David Bloom, Luke Gordon, James Pigeon    

Public: 0 

 

The meeting convened at 8:00 a.m.   

 

 Minutes Approval (2/16/17) 

A motion made by Steve Lane and seconded by Chuck Woodward was passed to approve the minutes of the 

February 16
th

 BDRC meeting as presented. 
 

 Alpert 

Archer Place - Custom Lot 5 

Schematic 

 

Applicant 

o Changes since last review were to the entry feature to add stone to tie into the stone column at the corner 

and the 14’ deep front patio is now edged with a low profile wall. 

Committee: 

o How does this design support the design guidelines? i.e.: Does this fit the neighborhood context, brick 

predominant, contemporary aesthetics. Applicant response – This is a well-articulated, low profile 

home with materials similar to one of the Alpert homes on Magnolia that passed design review.  The 

gift to the street is a large covered patio facing the park views. 

o What about the sustainability element of a required 40 HERS?  Will be using locally sourced materials 

and using EnergyLogic for the energy study that will be done.  Anticipate having 31 HERS after 

solar calculation.  

o The front elevation of the garage still needs work.  A variety of modifications could be explored – roofline 

slope, less visible eyebrow, extension of roof for shadowing, plate height lowered. The garage is ½ of the 

front elevation so suggest enhancement with use of some glazing on the door or some other decorative 

element.   

o There is still no welcoming connection to the pedestrian realm.  Suggest more transparency on the front, 

articulation, brick patterning to bring life to the building.   

o The gray brick and garage door are too dark and foreboding. 

o The type of stone as shown in the renditions is too repetitive. 

o The stone on the side cantilevered bay seems to be floating with no support and the stone on the rear 2nd 

 level is top heavy. 

o Stone is to be used as an accent with brick as the dominant material.  The renderings appear to be the 

reverse of that so the distribution of the materials is not acceptable. 

o Support post for side balcony is too slender 

o Show height and materials of the front patio wall. 

o Give more unity and clarity to the design elements and materials.  Window patterns are random and not 

well blended.  Beefing up of the fascias could add to the overall horizontality. 
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o Wood trim tends to age, which could be a maintenance problem.  This is actually metal with a wood 

grain so aging shouldn’t be a factor. 

o Details of the base and cap for the column, shadowing and texture, sills, etc. all can create richness to the 

design that should be shown at the next review. 

o Landscape comments – Street trees should be State Street Maple and the TEP indicates at least two in the 

tree lawn; all trees to 3” caliper; show walls, railings and materials on the building elevations.  Coordinate 

grades with steps quantity; show window wells and utilities in landscape plan. 

o Bring material samples to the next review. 

The schematic review will be continued at the March 16
th

 meeting.  

 

A member of the committee was not suggesting that the design change to a Prairie style, but did recommend that the 

Applicant take a look at a house in the 200 block of S. Gaylord in the Wash. Park area as a sample of nicely integrated and 

unified design elements. 

 

Adjournment was at 9:00 a.m. 


