
 

 

Property Address 

Cost Estimate #1 Cost Estimate #2 

Requested Funding Amount 

1) The application meets the minimum submittal requirements. Section II-A. 

3) The proposed improvements are eligible to receive funding. Section I-D. 

4) The request exceeds a combined total of $1,000 per linear foot of façade 

street frontage. Section I-J. 

2) The property is eligible to receive funding. Section I-E. 

Application Review Yes No Both 

   

   

   

  
 

Additional Consideration Criteria Section II-C 

1) Property is on the National Register of Historic Places. 

2) Located within the Downtown Historic District, or other City preservation  

overlay or district. 

3) Improvements propose to remove historically insensitive additions and/or 

maintain existing features. 

4) Improvements attempt to reuse existing, historic materials instead of  

complete replacement with new materials. 

5) Property has not previously received DIP funding. 

Yes No Both 

   

  
 

   

   

   

*Note* If “No” is checked on any or all for questions 1-3 above, the application is not eligible to be considered for grant funding. 

Recommendation 

Recommended funding amount for application Percentage of original requested amount 

Additional comments regarding the application and reasoning behind the recommended funding are on the opposite side of this sheet. 

City Engineer 

Director of Strategic Projects Historic Preservation Officer 

HLC Appointee 

TIRZ 21 Board Appointee Date 

Downtown Improvements Program 

City of Bryan 

Fiscal Year 2015 

201 East William Joel Bryan / Courthouse Café $100,000.00 

$125,000.00 (unknown source) Not provided 

$0.00 0% 

Lindsey Guindi, AICP 

Paul Kaspar, P.E., CFM 

Richard Cortez 

Randy Haynes, AICP, LEED GA 

Robert Holzweiss 

March 2, 2015 



 

 

Comments 

Application Review 

Below are comments from the Downtown Improvements Grant Review Panel regarding the proposed improvements and the  

justification for the recommended amount of funding. City Council makes the final decision regarding the amount of funds granted.  

Drawings/Plan Details 

Additional Consideration 

Other Comments 

The application form was complete and submitted; however, the submittal lacked seven (7) require items: 

 A project narrative; 
 Current photographs; 
 Historic photographs; 
 Drawings/plans for the proposed improvements; 
 Cost estimates for the improvements; 
 Current tax certificate; and 
 Proof of ownership. 

No drawings or plans were submitted for consideration with the grant request. As grant monies are awarded based on viable  

improvements that are in compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Historic Preservation, drawings are required 

as a part of the submittal and the DIP Review Panel could not determine if what the applicant was proposing would meet these 

standards, as nothing was proposed. 

The application meets the following additional consideration criteria as outlined in Section II-C: 

 The property has not previously received DIP funding.  

Due to the incomplete grant application submittal and not meeting the minimum submittal requirements, the property is not  

eligible to receive funding. 


































