
 

AGENDA 
MEETING OF HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD 

THURSDAY, APRIL 16, 2026 - 2:00 PM 

 

 
Greenville City Hall, Council Chambers, 206 S. Main Street 

Citizens may access the meeting at the following web address: 
http://greenvillesc.gov/MeetingMedia  

 
 
1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Welcome and Opening Remarks from the Chair 

4. Approval of the Minutes 

5. Call for Public Notice Affidavit from Applicants 

6. Acceptance of Agenda 

7. Conflict of Interest Statement 

8. Old Business 

9. New Business (public comment) 

 a. LLDE 26-231 
Application by Jason Boehm for Local Landmark Designation at 101 College Street 

 b. RHP 26-232 
Application by Jason Boehm for Preliminary Special Tax Assessment at 101 College 
Street 

10. Advice and Comment (no public comment) 

11. Other Business (no public comment) 

12. Informal Review (no public comment) 

13. Adjournment 

  
 

http://greenvillesc.gov/MeetingMedia


 
 
 
 

Planning Staff Report to 
Historic Review Board 

April 2, 2026 
for the April 16, 2026 Public Hearing 

 

 
Docket Number:  LLDE 26-231 

Applicant:   Jason Boehm 

Property Owner:  Jason Boehm 

Property Location:  101 College Street 

Tax Map Number: 0002000501400; 0002000501500; 0002000501600 

Zoning:    MX-D, Mixed Use Downtown 

Proposal: LOCAL LANDMARK DESIGNATION 
 

Staff Recommendation: Approve 

 
Applicable Sections of the City of Greenville Development Code: 
 
 19-6.2.16 LOCAL LANDMARK DESIGNATION 
 
 
Background:  
 

The subject structure is a two-story, bond brick flat roof commercial building, constructed in 
1922. The building features original architectural elements such as concrete and tile coping, 
decorative terra cotta detailing, and an original beaux arts style awning at the corner entrance.  

 

 
 

  
             
 



LLDE 26-231 
101 College Street 
   
 

2 
 

Staff Analysis:  
 
To be approved as a local landmark, a structure must meet the criteria of Greenville Development 
Code Division 19-6.2.16:  
 
Local Landmark Designation must be based on one or more of the below determinants:  

a. The historic or architectural significance of the landmark as it may relate to an 
event, person, design/ construction, or information potential.  

b. The importance of the structure to the integrity and character of a district or area.  
c. The difficulty or impossibility of reproducing such a landmark because of its design, 

material, detail, or unique location.  
d. Whether the landmark is one of the last remaining examples of its kind in the 

neighborhood, the city, the region, the state, or the nation.  
e. The landmark is at least 50 years in age, unless the Historic Review Board finds it to be 

in the best interest of the community to provide an exception to the age requirement for 
ensuring protection and recognition of significant local resources.  

f. Whether the property is listed on the National Register of Historic Places or National 
Historic Landmarks 

 
Staff finds that the structure has notable cultural value as well as 
architectural significance. The structure was originally occupied by the 
Eugene F. Bates Motor Company showroom and service facility. Per the 
narrative submitted by the applicant, Eugene F. Bates was “a prominent 
local entrepreneur who played an influential role in Greenville’s transition 
from horse-drawn transportation to the automobile era”. Bates was one of 
Greenville’s first automobile dealers and the city’s only authorized Buick 
dealer. He also served as a director on the Board of Commerce. 
 
The architecture is significant as an example of early 20th-century 
automotive shop design. The majority of original architectural details remain 
intact, such as original brickwork, decorative tile blocks above the windows, 
garage bay openings, and painted exterior signage. Other original elements 
which have been preserved include a pulley system that was used as a rare 
vehicle lift, original wood floors on the second floor with remnants of grease 
stains and paint from the building’s historic function, and the original metal 
awning over the main entrance with the “B” crest.  
 
In summary, staff recommends approval of the local landmark designation based on the 
structure’s age, history, and significance of historic architectural detailing. 
 
 
 Applicable Ordinance sections 

 

Criteria for Review and Action  
Local Landmark Designation  
To qualify as a designated local landmark, the Historic Review Board must 
consider the following criteria:  

a. The historic or architectural significance of the landmark as it may relate 
to an event, person, design/construction, or information potential.  
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b. The importance of the structure to the integrity and character of a district 
or area.  

c. The difficulty or impossibility of reproducing such a landmark because of 
its design, material, detail, or unique location.  

d. Whether the landmark is one of the last remaining examples of its kind in 
the neighborhood, the city, the region, the state, or the nation.  

e. The landmark is at least 50 years in age, unless the Historic Review 
Board finds it to be in the best interest of the community to provide an 
exception to the age requirement for ensuring protection and recognition 
of significant local resources.  

f. Whether the property is listed on the National Register of Historic Places 
or National Historic Landmarks 

 
Effect of Local Landmark Designation  
Designated Local Landmarks are subject to the following general preservation 
standards. These standards and design guidelines are considered a material part 
of the designation and may be modified by the Historic Review Board at the time 
of the public hearing. 

1. The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation must be followed with any 
modifications, additions, demolitions, relocations, or similar treatments to a 
designated local landmark. 

2. If the landmark is located within a Preservation (-P) overlay district or within the 
Downtown Design (-DD) overlay district, then any proposed work to the local 
landmark must comply with the applicable design  
guidelines and standards, in addition to the Secretary of Interior Standards for 
Rehabilitation. 

3. A structure designated as a local landmark will be added to the City’s historic 
structures inventory, if not already included. 

4. Proposed demolition or relocation of a designated local landmark requires a 
Major Historic Certificate of Appropriateness prior to submittal of a demolition 
permit request. The Historic Review Board will consider the request per Sec. 
19-6.2.7 











 

Historical Significance: 101 College Street, Greenville, South Carolina 

101 College Street began as the Eugene F. Bates Motor Company showroom and service 
facility, constructed in 1922 during a pivotal period in Greenville’s commercial and 
transportation history. Built of brick masonry, the two-story structure is a strong example of 
early 20th-century automotive architecture. Character-defining features remain intact, 
including original brickwork, decorative tile blocks at the upper window corners, first-floor 
garage bay openings, and painted exterior signage reading “Eugene F. Bates Motor 
Company.” 

The property is significant for its association with Eugene F. Bates, a prominent local 
entrepreneur who played an influential role in Greenville’s transition from horse-drawn 
transportation to the automobile era. Bates began his career in the buggy-and-harness trade 
before becoming one of Greenville’s earliest automobile dealers and later the city’s sole 
authorized Buick dealer. Through both his business operations and his civic service as a 
director of the Board of Commerce, Bates contributed to Greenville’s early economic growth 
and modernization. 

The building was purpose-built to support automotive sales and service and retains rare 
features directly tied to its historic function. These include a pulley system used to lift 
automobiles to the second floor, original second-story wood floors bearing grease stains 
and paint remnants from the building’s industrial period, and the original metal awning with 
a prominent “B” crest above the main entrance. The first-floor plan remains largely open, 
continuing to express the garage bay configuration that defined the building’s original 
showroom and service use. 

While the Upstate of South Carolina is widely recognized today for its strong automotive 
presence, this legacy began with early automobile corridors in downtown Greenville. In a 
2021 article for The Greenville News, historian Judy Bainbridge identified College Street as 
Greenville’s first “motor mile,” noting its early concentration of automobile-related 
businesses. As one of the few extant buildings from this formative period, 101 College Street 
represents the most intact and legible example of the historic automotive character that 
once defined this section of downtown. 

 

 

 

 



Other Pre–World War II Automobile Dealership Buildings in Greenville 

Period newspapers and city directories confirm that automobile dealers were operating in 
Greenville by the late 1910s, though most were in converted commercial buildings rather 
than facilities purpose-built for automobile use. 

One of the best-documented surviving examples is the Gilfillin and Houston Building, 
located at 217–219 East Washington Street, constructed in 1915. That building housed 
Greenville Auto Sales and was later listed on the National Register of Historic Places. While 
significant, it represents an adapted early commercial building, not one designed 
specifically as an automobile showroom and service center. 

 

Gilfillin and Houston Building; built in 1915; National Register #04000589 

Another notable early auto-related structure is the Geer–Thompson Building at 631 South 
Main Street; it was associated with W. M. Thompson’s Ford Agency, which held the first Ford 
franchise in the Upstate beginning in 1907. This building demonstrates the presence of early 
automobile agencies downtown but, again, reflects a multi-use commercial structure rather 
than a purpose-built dealership. 



 

Geer-Thompson Building; built in 1913; National Register: West End Commercial Historic District 

 

Many other early automobile businesses documented in city directories, particularly along 
Main Street, Co`ee Street, Washington Street and College Street, were housed in buildings 
that no longer exist or have been substantially altered.  In contrast, 101 College Street 
remains a rare surviving example of a pre-World War II automobile dealership that was 
intentionally designed and constructed for that specific use. 

 
Unique Aspects of Bates Motor Company at 101 College Street 

Purpose-Built Automobile Facility: Eugene F. Bates was a well-established transportation 
entrepreneur who transitioned from the wagon and buggy trade into automobile sales, 
reflecting Greenville’s broader shift into the automotive age.  By 1915, Bates was Greenville’s 
authorized Buick dealer, and the building at 101 College Street was designed to function as 
a modern automobile showroom and service center for his Buick dealership. 

Rare Vehicle Elevator: Most early automobile dealerships serviced vehicles at ground level 
or in detached garages. 101 College Street is distinguished by its original vehicle elevator, 
used to move automobiles to the second floor for service. This type of system, consisting of 



a heavy masonry shaft, reinforced framing, and cast-iron pulley assemblies, was uncommon 
in mid-sized Southern cities and typically found only in dense urban areas where land 
e`iciency was critical. 

The elevator shaft and pulley system, both of which date back to the original design for lifting 
automobiles, are still very evident in the building today. 

 

Original pulley system 

 

 

 

   

 

 



Greenville Directories (1919-1926) 

 
1919 Greenville, S.C. City and Suburban Directory 
 



 
1921-1922 City Directory of Greenville S.C. 



 
1923 Greenville, S.C. City and Suburban Directory 



 
1926 Greenville, S.C. City Directory 
 
 
 

 

































 
 
 
 

Planning Staff Report to 
Historic Review Board 

April 9, 2026 
for the April 16, 2026 Meeting 

 

 
Docket Number:  RHP 26-232 – PRELIMINARY 

Applicant:   Jason Boehm 

Property Owner:  Jason Boehm 

Property Location:  101 College Street 

Tax Map Number: 0002000501400; 0002000501500; 0002000501600 

Zoning:    MX-D, Mixed Use Downtown 

Proposal: Preliminary Certification for Special Tax Assessment for 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties  

Staff Recommendation: Approval  
 
Applicable Sections of the City of Greenville Code of Ordinances:  
 
 Sec. 40, Article IV. – Special Tax Assessment for Rehabilitated Historic Property 
 
 
Application Overview:  

This application is for a Preliminary RHP, which requires approval by the Historic Review Board. 
Due to the project’s location within the Downtown Design Review Boundary, the CA for the project 
requires review by the Design Review 
Board. Any conditions added to the 
CA by the Design Review Board will 
require review by two members of the 
HRB and two members of the DRB for 
final approval.  
 

Background: 

The subject structure is a two-story, 
bond brick flat roof commercial 
building, constructed in 1922. The 
building features original architectural 
elements such as concrete and tile 
coping, decorative terra cotta 
detailing, and an original beaux arts 
style awning at the corner entrance.  
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Staff Analysis:     
The proposed project is to convert the existing building into a boutique hotel with a restaurant on 
the ground floor, a rooftop bar, an outdoor plaza, and a private speak-easy on the basement 
level.  
 
According to the local ordinance, the special tax assessment may apply to the following: 

1. Structure(s) rehabilitated; and/or 
2. Real property on which the building is located. 

 
Further, State regulations indicate that special assessments shall not apply to rehabilitation 
expenses on buildings or structures that are not historic (State Code of Regulations, Section 12-
121, Part B).  
 
There are three findings the Board must make to grant the preliminary certification: 

 
1. The property must qualify as historic.  A property shall qualify as "historic" for the special 

assessment when it is at least 50 years old and is designated as a historic property by the 
Historic Review Board.  In order for a building which is 50 years old to qualify as "historic" 
when it is not within a preservation overlay district and when it is not listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places, the building must be shown to meet at least one of the following 
criteria: 

 

• The structure's architectural design and materials are good examples of those types of 
design and construction recognized among architects and preservationists as having had 
historical significance in the city's development; 

• The structure is associated in a meaningful way with a person or group who made a 
significant contribution to the city's political, economic, religious, social, artistic, or literary 
development; or 

• The structure is associated with a person or group recognized on the state or national 
level as having made significant contributions to science, religion, politics, business, 
literature, the arts, or other professions. 

 
Staff Findings:  The structure was built in 1922, surpassing the minimum age requirement of 50 
years old to be deemed “historic”. Staff finds that the structure has both cultural and architectural 
significance. Staff has recommended approval of a pending Local Landmark Status Designation 
request, LLDE 26-231, to be reviewed by the Historic Review Board immediately prior to the 
review of this application. 
 
2. The rehabilitation is appropriate for the historic building and the historic district in 

which it is located.  This is achieved through adherence to the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation and applicable City of Greenville Preservation Overlay Design 
Guidelines.  The following work will be reviewed according to these standards: 

 
a. Repairs to the exterior of the designated building; 
b. Alterations to the interior of the designated building; 
c. Any remaining work, where the expenditures for such work are used to satisfy the 

minimum expenditures for rehabilitation. 
 
Staff Findings: The applicant proposes the following modifications to the building:   
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• Reconfiguration and upgrades to include a lobby, restaurant, 17 guest rooms, rooftop 
bar, and basement level speakeasy 

• Electrical, plumbing and HVAC upgrades 

• New Windows 

• Stocast Brick Infill beneath new window on Laurens Street Elevation 

• Stairwell Tower addition 

• Rooftop Addition and Elevator Penthouse 

• New Rooftop HVAC Units with Perforated Rooftop Screening 

• New Metal Awning on College Street Elevation 

• New Marquee Lighting on Existing Primary Entrance Awning 
 
Staff notes that the stairwell and rooftop additions are not considered qualifying expenditures. 
However, all exterior modifications are subject to the standards of the Secretary of the Interior.  
 
Design Guidelines:  
 

- Per HR.1, original architectural 

details should be preserved in place 

whenever feasible. Distinctive 

stylistic features should be treated 

with sensitivity. In accordance with 

this guideline, the applicant plans to 

maintain the existing architectural 

details such as the primary entrance 

awning, an historic painted wall sign, 

and original ornamentation. Further 

information is needed regarding 

the proposed accent lighting of the 

painted sign and marquee lighting 

on the primary entrance awning.  
 

 

- AC.3 states that an open space within a site should be designed to maximize the potential 

for its active use. The applicant must provide specifications of the proposed patio 

enclosure.    

 
- Per AC.8, visual impacts of equipment and service areas must be minimized. A perforated 

metal art HVAC screen is proposed, in conformance with this guideline.  The applicant 

must provide specifications of the proposed metal art HVAC screening.    

 
- AC.11 states that an addition should be compatible in scale, materials, and character with 

the main building. Staff finds that the addition is compatible with the existing building in 
scale and character. The applicant has proposed Stocast material throughout the addition, 
as well as infill beneath a window on the Laurens Street elevation. Due to similarities 
between the Stocast material system and EIFS, which is a prohibited material, staff finds 
that further exploration is required, as Stocast will not be permitted. The applicant must 
submit alternatives to the proposed Stocast material, to be reviewed by staff and 
two-member panels of the HRB and DRB. 
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- Per HR.16, new or replacement windows should match the appearance of the original. 
There is limited information on the original window detailing. Per HR. 16, the ratio of 
solid to void is preserved on the primary elevations. New windows and infill of an existing 
window is proposed on the parking lot facing elevation. One new window is proposed on 
the Richardson Street elevation. The existing windows are tinted and not in conformance 
with Downtown Design Guidelines or the requirements of the Greenville Development 
Code and must come into compliance.  Therefore, all glazing must conform with the 
Transparency requirements of the Greenville Development Code, Division 19-
2.11.13. 

 

 

3. The minimum expenditures for rehabilitation must exceed 100% of the fair market value 
of an income-producing property.  The fair market value of the property may also be the 
sales price as delineated in a bona fide contract of sale within six months of the time it is 
submitted.  Expenditures for rehabilitation mean the actual cost of rehabilitation relating to one 
or more of the following: 

 
a. Improvements located on or within the historic building as designated; 
b.   Improvements outside of but directly attached to the historic building, which are necessary 

to make the building fully useable (such as vertical circulation), but shall not include 
rentable/habitable floor space attributable to new construction; 

c. Architectural and engineering services attributable to the design of the improvements; or 
d. Costs necessary to maintain the historic character or integrity of the building. 

 
Staff Findings: The fair market value of the property is listed as $3,050,000. Qualifying expenses 
for rehabilitation are currently estimated at $4,000,000 with a total project cost estimated at 
$10,000,000. As this will be an income-producing property, rehabilitation costs must meet 100% 
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of the Fair Market Value. Staff finds that this criterion has been met. Approval of the final RHP will 
require a detailed breakdown of costs.  
 
Based on these findings, staff recommends approval with the following conditions: 
 

1. The applicant must submit alternatives to the proposed Stocast material, to be 
reviewed by staff and two-member panels of the HRB and DRB. 
 

2. Detailed specifications of proposed lighting (awning, painted sign accent, and 
sconces); decorative wall trellis; plaza enclosure; and metal art HVAC screening 
must be submitted for review by staff and two-member panels of the HRB and DRB.  
 

3. All glazing must conform with the Transparency requirements of the Greenville 
Development Code, Division 19-2.11.13. 
 

4. Approval of the final RHP will require a detailed breakdown of costs to determine 
applicability. 
 

5. Should the Design Review Board condition any modifications to the building in 
review of the Certificate of Appropriateness, a two-member panel of the Historic 
Review Board shall review and approve the modifications.   
 

6. Per Section 40-153(5) of the City’s Code of Ordinances, if the project is not complete 
after two years, but the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation have occurred, the 
property will continue to receive the special tax assessment until the project is 
complete, but not more than five years.  
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Greenville County, SC - Property Report       Created:  3/1/2026
PIN / Tax Map #

0002000501400

Owner Information
Owner Name Am Greenville Hotel Llc
Additional Owner
Name

Care Of

Mailing Address
100 W Washington St Ste
300

City Greenville
State SC

Zip Code 29601

Mobile
Maps and
Information

Disclaimer: Map and parcel data are believed to be
accurate, but accuracy is not guaranteed. This is not a
legal document and should not be substituted for a title
search, appraisal, survey, or for zoning verification.

Parcel Information
Acres Description Location Subdivision
0.090 N Laurens Laurens

Reference Information
Deed Book Deed Page Deed Date Plat Book Plat Page

2776 360 12/31/2025 0

Building Information
Square Feet Bedrooms Bathrooms Half Baths

0 0 0 0

Classification
Land Use Jurisdiction Homestead Code

6800: Commercial Vacant County Jurisdiction

Values
Fair Market Value Taxable Market Value Sales Price Total Rollback

$103,020 $103,020 $3,050,000 $0
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PROPOSED LAURENS STREET ELEVATION15
SCALE: 1/8" = 1' - 0"

EXISTING LAURENS ST. ELEVATION

101 COLLEGE ST. 

1ST LEVEL 
NORTH
FIN. FLOOR
0'-0" A.F.F.

1ST LEVEL SOUTH 
FIN. FLOOR

+/- 3'-11 1/2" A.F.F.

CLAD FRAMED WINDOW SYSTEM

TOP HIGH 
PARAPET
+/- 
36'-0 3/8" 
A.F.F.

NEW BRICK INFILL TO MATCH
EXISTING MASONRY

2ND LEVEL SOUTH 
FIN. FLOOR

+/- 18'-11 1/2" A.F.F.

ROOF DECK ELEV.
+/- 
36'-9 3/8" A.F.F.

TOP OF NEW 
ROOF DECK 
SYSTEM
+/- 
50'-4" A.F.F.

2ND LEVEL 
NORTH FIN. 
FLOOR
+/- 
16'-11 1/2" 
A.F.F.

PERFORATED HVAC SCREEN

PATINA COLORED 
METAL AWNING

ISSUE DATE: 04/01/2026



PROJECT MATERAIL LIST16
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

Windows:
Type: Fixed Frame
Frame Type: Aluminum Clad
Glass Color: See material #4
Frame color: Graphite
Manufacturer: TBD

Awnings:
Roofing Material: Standing seam
Framing Material: Metal
Roof Color: VERDIGRIS
Framing Color: Black/ Graphite
Manufacturer: TBD

Rear Patio:
Type: Stone Pavers
Color: TBD
Manufacturer: TBD

8

7

5

4

3

2

1

New Glazing:
Glass Color: Clear VERDIGRIS Tint

6

Stair Tower Base:
Type: Exterior
Material: Cut Limestone
Color: Match Existing

9

Exterior Door:
Type: Flush Metal
Color: Paint to match adjacent 
wall
Location: Stair Tower Hidden Door
Roof Deck HVAC access door

10

Roof Top Screen wall:
Type: Perforated Screen
Color: VERDIGRIS
Finish: Matt
Frame: Metal
Manufacturer: Alabama Metal Art 

Stair Tower Wall:
Type:(StoCast Brick)
Color: Black/ Graphite
Manufacturer: Sto-Corp. or 
equal

Roof Top Bar Cornice:
Type: Sto Formed Shape
Color: Verdigris
Manufacturer: Sto or equal

Rear Patio Fence Corners 
& Short Wall At End of Patio:
Type: Brick
Color: Match Existing Rear Wall
Manufacturer: TBD

Stone Cap at Rear Patio Fence Corners 
& Short Wall At End of Patio:
Type: Concrete/Stone
Color: Grey
Manufacturer: TBD

11

12

Stair Tower Window 
Surround:
Material: Sto-Cast
Finish: Cut limestone to 
match base material

13

Brick Infill:
Type: Brick
Color: Color match by local brick stain 
artisan
Manufacturer: TBD 

14

Stair Tower Window Infill:
Type: Milano Smooth Finish
Color: Graphite
Manufacturer: Sto or equal 

15

Laurens St Stair Door:
Type: Aluminum Clad Frame two panel 
with glass
Color: Graphite
Manufacturer: Marvin or equal

16

Roof Deck Rail:
Type: Aluminum
Color: Graphite
Manufacturer: TBD

17

Cap Flashing:
Type: Aluminum
Color: Graphite/Verdigris
Manufacturer: TBD
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DECORATIVE HVAC SCREEN17
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

INSPIRATION IMAGERY - ART NOUVEA
GARDEN
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STO-CAST BRICK SYSTEM18
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 
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DARK TO LIGHT MATERIAL COMPARISONS 19
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

PROPOSED RICHARDSON ST. ELEVATION

EXISTING COLLEGE ST. 
ELEVATION

EXISTING RICHARDSON ST.
ELEVATION

EXISTING REAR PARKING LOT
ELEVATION

EXISTING LAURENS ST.
ELEVATION

YELLOW BRICK
BLACK WINDOWS

MISMATCHED RED BRICK
RED BRICK BLACK WINDOWS

MISMATCHED RED BRICK YELLOW BRICK
BLACK WINDOWS

THE PERCENTAGE OF DARK TO LIGHT MATERIALS ON THE 
PROPOSED RICHARDSON ST. ELEVATION IS COMPARABLE TO 
THE BUILDING'S EXISTING ELEVATIONS. THE BUILDING'S 
EXISTING WINDOWS ARE TO REMAIN.

PRECAST AT MAIN 
ENTRANCE 

OF BUILDING
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RICHARDSON ST. STAIR TOWER ACCESS20
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

STAIR TOWER GIVES ACCESS TO ALL 
LEVELS OF THE BUILDING

STAIR TO SECOND LEVEL
NORTH & SOUTH

STAIR UP TO
ROOF DECK PATIO

ACCESS FROM REAR
PARKING LOT

WINDOWS NOT SHOWN
FOR CLARITY

TOWER PERSPECTIVE

HVAC SCREEN FOR 
ROOFDECK PATIO 
(BEYOND)

STAIR DOWN TO MAIN LEVEL
NORTH & SOUTH

ROOF DECK PATIO
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PERSPECTIVES - BEFORE & AFTER21
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

CURRENT #1 CURRENT #2

PROPOSED #1

PROPOSED #2
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PERSPECTIVES - BEFORE & AFTER22
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

CURRENT #3

PROPOSED #3

CURRENT #4

PROPOSED #4
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PERSPECTIVE RENDER 'A'23
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 
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PERSPECTIVE RENDER 'B'24
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

ISSUE DATE: 04/01/2026



PERSPECTIVE RENDER 'C'25
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 
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PERSPECTIVE RENDER 'D'26
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

ISSUE DATE: 04/01/2026



PERSPECTIVE RENDER 'E'27
SCALE: N.T.S.

101 COLLEGE ST. 

ISSUE DATE: 04/01/2026


	1. Call to Order
	2. Roll Call
	3. Welcome and Opening Remarks from the Chair
	4. Approval of the Minutes
	5. Call for Public Notice Affidavit from Applicants
	6. Acceptance of Agenda
	7. Conflict of Interest Statement
	8. Old Business
	9. New Business (public comment)
	a. LLDE 26-231Application by Jason Boehm for Local La
	26-231 AGENDA POSTING Local Landmark 101 College Street

	b. RHP 26-232Application by Jason Boehm for Prelimina
	26-232 AGENDA POSTING RHP 101 College Street


	10. Advice and Comment (no public comment)
	11. Other Business (no public comment)
	12. Informal Review (no public comment)
	13. Adjournment



