TOWN OF FLORENCE
HISTORIC DISTRICT ADVISORY
COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING

Chairman Victoria Knight
Vice-Chair Gilbert Olgin
Commissioner Christine Reid
Commissioner Steve West
Commissioner Ginia Cathemer
Commissioner Paula Butterworth

Florence Town Hall
775 N. Main Street
Florence, AZ 85132
(520) 868-7575
www.florenceaz.gov

Wednesday, October 29, 2025 6:00 PM

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the Town of Florence Historic District
Advisory Commission and to the general public that a regular Historic District Advisory
Commission meeting will be held on Wednesday, October 29, 2025, in the Town Council
Chambers, located at 775 N. Main Street, Florence, Arizona.

Members of the public may submit written comments relating to this meeting to Planner
Maricella Benitez by emailing maricella.benitez@florenceaz.qov at any time no later than one
hour prior to the posted start time for the meeting. Please be sure to include your name and
address for the record as well as the meeting date (and Agenda Item #, if applicable) in the subject
of your email.

1. CALLTO ORDER:

2. ROLL CALL: Knight___, Olgin___,Reid , West , Cathemer , Butterworth ,

Council Liaison .
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
4. CALLTO THE PUBLIC/COMMISSION RESPONSE:

Call to the Public for public comment on issues within the jurisdiction of the Historic District
Advisory Commission. Individual Commission members may respond to criticisms made, may
ask staff to review a matter raised or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda.
However, members of the Commission shall not discuss or take action on any matter during
an open call to the public unless the matters are properly noticed for discussion and legal
action.

5. DISCUSSION/APPROVAL/DISAPPROVAL of the minutes for the regular meeting conducted on
May 28, 2025.
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6. NEW BUSINESS:

A. DISCUSSION to provide information on the North Main Street Breezeway Improvement
Project.

B. DISCUSSION to provide information on the 441 N Main Street American Legion mural and
wall sign.
7. DIRECTOR’S REPORT:

A. Historic Home Tour
B. Update on other projects on Main Street

8. CALLTO THE COMMISSION - CURRENT EVENTS ONLY:
9. ADJOURNMENT:

POSTED ON OCTOBER 24, 2025, BY PATRICIA BUCHANAN, DEPUTY TOWN CLERK, AT 775
NORTH MAIN STREET, FLORENCE, ARIZONA, AND AT WW.FLORENCEAZ.GOV.

***PURSUANT TO TITLE Il OF THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA), THE TOWN OF
FLORENCE DOES NOT DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF DISABILITY REGARDING ADMISSION TO
PUBLIC MEETINGS. PERSONS WITH A DISABILITY MAY REQUEST REASONABLE
ACCOMMODATIONS BY CONTACTING THE TOWN OF FLORENCE ADA COORDINATOR, AT (520)
868-8300 OR 711 TDD. REQUESTS SHOULD BE MADE AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE TO ALLOW TIME
TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATION.
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE HISTORIC DISTRICT ADVISORY COMMISSION OF
THE TOWN OF FLORENCE HELD ON WEDNESDAY, MAY 28, 2025, AT 6:00 PM, IN
THE TOWN COUNCIL CHAMBERS, LOCATED AT 775 N. MAIN STREET,
FLORENCE, ARIZONA.

CALL TO ORDER:

Chairman Knight called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm

ROLL CALL:

Present: Knight, Olgin, West, and Butterworth

Absent: Reid, Cathemer

Council Liaison Neil Was Present

Staff Present: Andrew Birkelbach, Maricella Benitez

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

CALL TO THE PUBLIC/COMMISSION RESPONSE:

Call to the Public for public comment on issues within the jurisdiction of the Historic District
Advisory Commission. Individual Commission members may respond to criticisms made, may
ask staff to review a matter raised or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda. However,
members of the Commission shall not discuss or take action on any matter during an open call to

the public unless the matters are properly noticed for discussion and legal action.

Chair Knight opened the call to the public. Seeing nobody wishing to speak, she closed the call
to the public.

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL/DISAPPROVAL of the meeting minutes for the regular meeting
conducted on April 30, 2025.

On motion by Commissioner West, seconded by Chair Knight, and carried 4-0, to approve
the regular meeting minutes of April 30, 2025.

NEW BUSINESS:

A. PRESENTATION/APPROVAL/APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS/DISAPPROVAL
of new front awning located at 230 N. Main Street.

Maricella Benitez, Senior Planner, presented the Design Review application. This
application was for a design review request for the replacement of an awning at 230
North Main Street. The original awning had been removed due to deterioration, and the



applicant had indicated at the time of demolition that they would return for approval once
they were ready to replace it. This application included visual documentation of the front
elevation and how the new awning will appear. The replacement is designed to be similar
to the original, using a tin roof that is consistent with other buildings along Main Street.
The awning will be flushed with the building fagade, serving primarily to shade the front
area.

The applicant provided structural plans showing the attachment details. They also plan to
coordinate with the Town of Florence to obtain a right-of-way permit, which will allow
them to block off part of the sidewalk during construction. While awnings themselves are
not historically significant features of the buildings, they are considered important within
the historic district. They contribute to visual consistency along the sidewalk and provide
practical shading. The materials proposed, including corrugated metal and appropriate
color schemes, align with the Historic District Guidelines.

Commission members expressed satisfaction with the proposal, noting the applicant's
efforts to maintain consistency with the guidelines. They also commended the applicant
for their work cleaning up the site and following proper procedures. The design was
praised for closely resembling the original, restoring shade to that portion of Main Street.

On motion by Vice-Chair Olgin, seconded by Chair Knight, and carried 4-0, to approve
the new front awning located at 230 N. Main Street with the following conditions:

1. The Project shall comply with all applicable Town codes, including, but not limited to,
building, fire, and engineering code requirements.

B. PRESENTATION/APPROVAL/APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS/DISAPPROVAL
of new front awning located at 220 N. Main Street.

The next application was for a Design Review for a new awning at 220 North Main
Street, which is directly adjacent to 230 North Main Street. This proposal seeks cohesion
with the awning at 230 North Main Street, with plans to install a new awning using
similar materials, including wood posts and corrugated metal roofing. While the
structural plans were not yet available at the time of the meeting, the applicant confirmed
they would be completed shortly. The same engineering team working on 230 North
Main is preparing the documents for 220 North Main as well. Visually, the new awning
at 220 will be slightly different in design and height but still consistent in purpose and
materials.

The Commission noted that the materials, colors, and overall aesthetic are aligned with
the e-sign guidelines. The intention is to recreate an awning similar to what previously
existed, thereby maintaining continuity along the Main Street frontage. The applicant will
pursue both building and right-of-way permits necessary for construction and installation.
Town staff confirmed that the proposal adheres to the historical district’s standards and
recommended approval to preserve the shaded, cohesive look along the sidewalk.



Commissioners expressed their approval of the proposal and echoed previous sentiments
of appreciation, commending the applicant’s efforts to work within the established
guidelines.

On motion by Chair Knight, seconded by Commissioner West, and carried 4-0, to
approve the new front awning located at 230 N. Main Street with the following
conditions:

1. The Project shall comply with all applicable Town codes, including, but not limited to
building, fire, and engineering code requirements.

C. DISCUSSION of the proposed new Pinal County office buildings within the Historic District.

The Commission placed this agenda item in response to a request made during the public comment
portion of the previous April meeting. The discussion concerned potential plans by Pinal County
to construct a new building within the county complex located along Butte Avenue. However,
Town staft clarified that no formal site or design plans had yet been submitted to the Town of
Florence. While there are indications that such plans are being developed, no concrete proposals
or timelines currently exist. The discussion was primarily informational, given that the area under
consideration lies outside of the boundaries of the historic district.

Per municipal code, the Historic District Advisory Commission is only authorized to review and
make recommendations for developments within the established historic district boundaries.
Therefore, any area just outside that line, even if visually or historically adjacent to the district,
falls outside their jurisdiction for official review or action. The staff emphasized that any personal
opinions or concerns expressed by Commission members regarding developments outside the
district must be made as private individuals, not as representatives of the Commission.

During the discussion, several members expressed a desire for informal involvement despite the
jurisdictional limits. Vice-Chair Olgin noted past instances, such as the Circle K development,
where developers voluntarily brought proposals before the Commission to gather feedback and
align their designs with the aesthetic character of the historic district. That development, though
technically outside the district, benefited from the Commission’s input and ultimately incorporated
design features that harmonized with the surrounding historic context. Olgin stressed that even if
the Commission has no decision-making authority, its advisory role could be valuable in
influencing outcomes that maintain the district’s visual integrity.

Concerns were raised about the potential for future buildings to clash with the historic district’s
architectural character, particularly if new structures are driven by cost-saving decisions that
disregard aesthetic compatibility. Commissioners emphasized the importance of preserving the
courthouse’s visual prominence and ensuring that any adjacent construction respects the area’s
historic identity. They highlighted the courthouse’s symbolic and cultural value, especially for
visitors and during historic tours, and expressed hope that county officials and architects will
remain mindful of this when drafting their plans.



Commissioners expressed a strong desire to continue this kind of dialogue going forward, even if
informally, and concluded by reiterating the hope that their advisory perspectives will be
considered as plans for the County complex evolve.

DIRECTOR’S REPORT:

A. Historic Preservation Conference 2025

Vice-Chair Olgin expressed sincere gratitude for the opportunity to attend the historic preservation
conference in Phoenix. The experience proved to be educational and thought-provoking,
particularly during a session that examined a redevelopment project in Phoenix's Garfield Historic
District. This project involved placing three homes on a single lot, a move driven by the growing
need for affordable housing. Initially, Olgin felt hesitant from a preservationist standpoint, but
came to appreciate the thoughtful and almost invisible design that respected the visual character
of the neighborhood while adding density. The homes were constructed within the existing
property envelope in such a way that from the street, only the original structure was visible.
Although the idea initially seemed radical, especially given the lack of yards and limited access,
the innovative use of alleyways and compact design ultimately led to a successful two-year
negotiation process and city approval.

Olgin emphasized how this project represented a necessary balancing act between preserving the
integrity of historic districts and adapting to modern housing needs. The story highlighted the
importance of staying open-minded and examining proposals from all perspectives, especially as
community needs evolve. The conference also allowed participants to explore historic structures,
such as a once-burned three-story building now functioning as an event center that integrates
natural elements like wild-growing trees into its design. This example of creative reuse further
reinforced the value of seeing potential in historic spaces.

Andrew Birkelbach, Planner, reflected on the same Garfield project, emphasizing the difficulty of
achieving it, requiring four separate variances and a two-year approval timeline. The outcome was
described as impressive, particularly because the additional buildings were imperceptible from the
street, demonstrating that dense infill can coexist with historic preservation when executed
carefully. Mr. Birkelbach also noted a recurring theme in the sessions: the importance of multi-
generational engagement in historic preservation. Youth involvement was a particular focus, with
suggestions to connect younger generations with older community members who carry deep
knowledge of local history. This intergenerational interaction helps young people form a
meaningful “sense of place,” something the speaker personally related to, having developed an
interest in preservation after volunteering at their hometown’s historical society during the
pandemic.

Further discussions at the conference addressed broader policy concerns. Attendees were
encouraged to advocate for continued support at the local and state levels to ensure the
sustainability of preservation efforts. The conference also looked ahead to the upcoming 250th
anniversary of the United States, identifying it as a major opportunity to draw public interest to
preservation activities through events like historic home tours. Practical skills were also



emphasized; the Town's Building Official, Kevin Wall, attended a hands-on workshop about Adobe
construction and repair, gaining valuable insights applicable to Florence’s architectural heritage.
There was also interest in potentially hosting a similar Adobe workshop in Florence, which would
provide a public demonstration of traditional building methods and further engage the community
in preservation efforts. Overall, the conference provided a wide range of insights and inspiration,
leaving attendees with renewed appreciation for both the challenges and opportunities in historic
preservation today.

B. Founder’s Day

The discussion centered on the idea of organizing a Founders Day celebration, particularly
championed by Commissioners West and Cathemer. While the Historic District Commission itself
is limited to reviewing applications and conducting design reviews—and therefore cannot
officially sponsor or plan the event—individual commissioners are welcome to pursue the
celebration independently. There was interest in potentially tying Founders Day into the upcoming
40th Annual Historic Home Tour, which notably coincides with both Arizona’s birthday and
Valentine’s Day.

Commissioner West noted that he and Commissioner Cathemer had discussed the idea in more
depth and felt that the time of year was ideal, despite the possibility of rain, due to the generally
mild weather. Commissioner West had also researched how other cities in Arizona conduct their
home tours and believed that while Florence may not be able to replicate everything in its first
attempt, it could at least initiate something meaningful. Commissioner West emphasized that
Florence is steeped in history, with nearly every part of the town—from the streets and cemetery
to historic homes—reflecting the legacy of its early pioneers. The goal would be to honor those
original settlers and the rich heritage they established.

CALL TO THE COMMISSION-CURRENT EVENTS ONLY:
Commissioners mentioned the rising temperatures and the upcoming 4™ of July holiday.
ADJOURNMENT:

On motion by Chair Knight, seconded by Commissioner West, and carried 4-0, to adjourn
the meeting at 6:28 pm.

Victoria Knight, Chair Date



HISTORIC DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

TO: Historic District Advisory Commission

FROM: Jarod Thiele

MEETING DATE: October 29, 2025

SUBJECT: North Main Street Breezeway Improvement Project
BACKGROUND:

The Community Services Department has budgeted Capital Improvement Project
Funds for the improvement of the pedestrian breezeway area connecting North Main
Street to North Granite Street and the town’s High-Profile Parking Lot. These
improvements seek to provide a more walkable surface. Additional lighting facilities
are also proposed throughout the area. Improvements to one ADA ramp leading to
the High-Profile Parking Lot and public restroom will also occur. The Breezeway
area contains existing clay brick planters with seat walls, and a clay brick pedestal,
which has historic significance to the Historic Downtown.

DISCUSSION:

Walkway Surface: Removal of the existing surface is not suggested due to the
proximity of its edge to the existing building. Using the necessary removal tools
needed to perform the work could damage the neighboring structure. See current
site photos attached.

The recommended improvement is to pour a 4” layer of stamped concrete over the
current surface while making the transitions to existing sidewalks ADA-compliant.
The width of the current walkway is ADA-compliant.

Planters: The existing planters are constructed of clay bricks with a seat wall and
bear historic significance.

The recommended improvements will consist of making repairs in the two areas that
have experienced degradation. See current site photos attached.

Clay-Brick Pedestal: The existing pedestal, constructed of clay bricks, is located
near the sidewalk on Main Street. This structure previously served as a water
fountain but is now non-operational. Returning it to its original purpose is not
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recommended due to the potential damage that may occur to reconnecting it to a
water supply.

The recommended improvement is to use this structure as a pedestal for a plaque
mount. This plaque will describe the Historic Downtown's history. See current site
photos attached.

Lighting: The lighting through this area is currently considered substandard by
current pedestrian standards. Improving the lighting will make the breezeway more
usable and connect the surrounding areas, including the High-Profile Parking Lot.

The recommended improvement is to install solar, bollard-type lights throughout the
area to the High-Profile Parking Lot and add one electric light fixture to the existing
pole. Lighting is planned to be simultaneously installed in the High-Profile Parking
Lot to increase pedestrian and vehicle safety. See the proposed lighting fixtures
attached.

Pedestrian _Ramps: There are currently two ADA ramps that connect the
Breezeway area to the High-Profile Parking Lot on N. Quartz Street. The current
ramp on the west side of the street does not meet current ADA standards.

The recommended improvement is to replace the west ramp with an ADA-compliant
ramp that leads to the High-Profile Parking Lot and public restroom. See current
photos attached.
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Clay Brick Pedestal
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Proposed Lighting Fixtures
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Pedestrian Ramps

Non-Compliant ADA Ramp
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HISTORIC DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

TO: Historic District Advisory Commission

FROM: Maricella Benitez

MEETING DATE: October 29, 2025

SUBJECT: Discussion of 441 N Main Street Legion Mural and Wall
Sign

REQUEST:

This item is for discussion purposes only; no action is required. Town Staff
received a submittal for a mural and wall sign for the building at 441 N. Main
Street.

APPLICANT:
McClellan Parsons American Legion Post #9
Arizonapost9@gmail.com

PROJECT DATA:

Historic Significance: Contributing structure

Style /Cultural Period: Early Transitional

Year/s Built: Built in 1874

Zoning: Downtown Commercial (DC)
Building Area: Approximately 5,393 sq. ft.
Site Area: Approximately 15,523 sq. ft.
HISTORY:

This is one of the very first examples of the Early Transitional style in Florence. It is
also the second location of the prominent Tucson firm of E.N. Fish and Co. As chief
produce buyers, suppliers, and bankers to the valley farmers, this firm was
responsible for providing the economic foundation of the Town’s early success and
extraordinary growth as an agricultural trading center. Fish and Co. continued to play
an important role during Florence’s mining boom by extending large-scale credit to
the Silver King Mine. In many ways, this building constituted the heart of business
in Florence during the town’s early, formative years. Joseph Collingwood, manager
of Fish and Co., continued the business on his own when Fish closed in 1877. Wells
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Fargo Express opened its local office the same year in this building and located its
second doorway north on the corner along Main Street.

The Silver King Telegraph Co. office was also housed in this building. By the late
1890s, the west wing of the building contained hotel rooms and an office, its south
wing a saloon and dining room, and a kitchen and wagon shed were situated in the
courtyard. From early statehood until the mid-1940s, the west wing of the building
contained a series of “tenement dwellings”. Florence’s American Legion Post is the
current occupant of the building.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

Figure 1 depicts the front fagade at 441 North Main Street, including the current
hanging sign over the front doorway. The American Legion submitted a mural and
wall sign for review by Town Staff. Murals are exempt from the Town Code as they
are not considered signage and do not require a building permit. The proposed mural
will depict the American troops raising the U.S. flag in front of a background of
various state and national symbols. The mural is proposed for the south elevation of
the building, or the frontage facing 6" Street. The mural will be 24’ by 10'.

The second item the applicant proposed is a wall sign stating “American Legion” for
the west elevation of the building, or the frontage facing Ruggles Road. The sign will
be two feet by sixteen feet, thirty-two square feet in area, and it will be painted on
the wall. The wall sign meets the Town Code by being under 140 square feetin area,
and the wall sign does not require a building permit because it is being painted on.

Discussion on American Legion Projects October 29, 2025



No hardware will be affixed or attached. The sign can also be painted over in the
future, which will not negatively impact the existing adobe.

Attachments:
-Elevations of Mural and Sign

Figure 2: Color samples for 220
N Main.
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