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LOWRY DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE 

February 6, 2014 

 

 

Attendees 

Committee:  Steve Lane, Carla McConnell, Al Sigman, Chuck Woodward, Kevin Yoshida 

LCMA: Karen Becker, Mary Carr, Randy Dunton 

6
th
 Ave. lot: Frank Bingham, owner; Bernie Costello, BcDc 

Century Communities: Steve Allen, Kelsey Dague, Alex Duran, Lisa Purul 

Public: 1  

 

LDRC convened at 8:00 

 

 There was one public visitor in attendance who did not have any questions about the agenda items. 

 

 7381 E.  6
th
 Ave – Variance Hearing and Pre-Submission  

Custom Home 

 

Bernie Costello presented the requested variance for a flat roof with drawings of the design.  The design shows a lot of 

articulation on all sides with a prominent cantilevered feature to take advantage of the view corridor to the southwest.  

Materials are stucco and brick with accent areas utilizing metal panels.   

 

The applicant expressed the feeling that this is a quality design that would add to the diversity of Lowry. 

 

LDRC comments/questions: 

o Not sure of how the balance of brick, stucco and metal accents work.  There could also be more brick 

included in landscape elements. 

o Is the massing side to side enough? 

o Should there be more attention to the front entry?  It seems that the cantilevered feature draws attention 

away from the entry. 

o Does the prow point directly to the next door neighbor?   

o Would like to see the orientation and context of neighboring homes and the block. 

o No problem with flat roofs in general, but would like to see some alternatives that would capture the roof 

line in some way, either with an overhang or a cap that would give some shadowing. 

o “Gift to street” is a Lowry feature.  This could be done through landscaping, and might be seen in more 

detailed drawings when this is at the schematic stage of review.  It just needs to be part of the 

consideration for planning. 

 

Applicant: 

o Landscape treatment will give direction to and accentuate the front entry. 

o The prow is out from the master bedroom and was set to step back from the corner rather than from the 

side of the house for privacy for all parties. 

o The design at one point did include eaves, but they just didn’t seem to fit the overall design.  There is a 

lot of shadowing due to the amount of cornering and articulations. 

o All of the recesses and fenestrations create their own “roof lines” of sorts.  Would 2
nd

 floor attached 

awnings be acceptable to create the desired roof-line appearance? 

 

The committee tabled a decision on the flat roof variance request until such time as the applicant could return showing 

some options for roof-line treatment.  The applicant agreed to return on February 20
th
 with some options, a 3-D dialogue 

of the features on each side and the context of neighboring homes.  
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 Hangar Lofts Phase 2 Century Communities – Pre-Submission 

Single Family Homes 

 

Following the initial review on January 9 and a work session with the applicant on January22, this was another  pre-

submittal review after some site plan adjustments by the applicant to address the perimeter sidewalk being too close to 

the units, having  wrap porches siding to roadways and substituting stone blocks rather than stone to give a simulation of 

brick.  A center gathering space has been added and space for perhaps a community garden.  Visitor parking will be on a 

private street on the site.   

 

LDRC comments: 

 

o The unit on the middle row northeast end is still too close to the sidewalk.  Can there be a custom 

modification? 

o There needs to be more articulation to the ground level side elevations of the end units. 

o Stone blocks might be too big for the height of the buildings and tend to be expensive.  It might be better 

to just go with brick rather than trying to simulate brick. 

o The gathering space and path are in a very tight vertical space.  It will take a bit more work to make that a 

comfortable/workable space.  Present some landscape options prior to the next meeting via the LRA 

office to be forwarded to the committee and would like to see a 3-D view at the next meeting. 

o A community garden tends to become a neglected area and could become a maintenance problem if not 

addressed by an HOA as a common area. 

o For the next meeting with a schematic presentation show, side elevations/fencing detail, grading and plan 

and.  A 3-D view of the elevations would be appreciated. 

o A variance request will be needed for not meeting height and roof pitch guidelines on some units. 

 

Depending on the timing of variance process notifications and time to work on options as requested by the LDRC, the 

applicant will return on either March 6 or 20 and will submit some landscaping options for the green space prior to the 

next meeting for the committee to review.  

 

Adjournment was at 10:00. 

 


