
HISTORIC AND DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION 
May 17, 2017 

 
HDRC CASE NO: 2017-214 
ADDRESS: 309 N ALAMO ST 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: NCB 429 (EXPRESS NEWS), BLOCK 19 LOT 14 
ZONING: D,HS 
CITY COUNCIL DIST.: 1 
LANDMARK: Irish Flat 
APPLICANT: Dana Delao/Hansco Inc 
OWNER: Gray Street Partners 
TYPE OF WORK: Demolition of a rear addition  
REQUEST: 

The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness for approval to demolish the rear addition of the historic 
structure and secure the rear façade.  

APPLICABLE CITATIONS: 

UDC Section 35-643. – Alteration, Restoration and Rehabilitation  
 
In considering an application for a certificate to alter, restore, rehabilitate, or add to a building, object, site or structure the 
historic and design review commission shall be guided by the following general standards of the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation in addition to any specific design guidelines included in this article: 
 
(a) Every reasonable effort shall be made to adapt the property in a manner which requires minimal alteration of the 
building, structure, object, or site and its environment.  
(b) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, object, or site and its environment, shall not 
be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or distinctive architectural features should be avoided 
when possible.  
(c) All buildings, structures, objects, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations that have no 
historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance shall be discouraged.  
(d) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and development of a building, 
structure, object, or site and its environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this 
significance shall be recognized and respected.  
(e) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, structure, object, or 
site shall be kept where possible.  
(f) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever possible. In the event replacement is 
necessary, the new material should reflect the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture, and other 
visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of 
features, substantiated by historical, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of 
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.  
(g) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible. Sandblasting, high pressure 
washes and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building's materials shall not be undertaken.  
(h) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources affected by, or adjacent to, any 
project.  
(i) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged when such alterations 
and additions do not destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural material, and such design is compatible with 
the size, scale, color, material, and character of the property, neighborhood or environment.  
(j) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to buildings, structures, objects, or sites shall be done in such a manner 
that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building, 
structure, object, or site would be unimpaired. 
 
 

FINDINGS: 



a. The structure at 309 N Alamo was constructed in 1899 in the Folk Victorian style and features single story 
columns on both the first and second levels, a plaster covered brick façade, a decorative roof parapet and a long 
slope shed porch roof. The rear addition features two stories, a brick façade and modern proportioned window and 
door openings. This addition was construction circa 1945 and first appears on the 1951 Sanborn Map. Within this 
request, the applicant has proposed to demolish this rear addition.  

b. The UDC Section 35-643(b) notes that the distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, 
object or site and its environment, shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or 
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible. As previously noted, the existing addition was 
constructed approximately 45 years after the original structure and does not feature the architectural 
characteristics of the primary historic structure. Staff finds this rear addition to be eligible for demolition given its 
lack of architectural significance and its obscuring of the original rear façade of the primary historic structure.  

c. While staff finds the removal of the rear addition appropriate; staff finds that architectural documents including a 
rear elevation, floor plans and detailed wall sections of the rear wall are to be submitted to staff prior to the 
issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness and permits.  

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends conceptual approval based on finding b with the stipulation that architectural documents including a 
rear elevation, floor plans and detailed wall sections of the rear wall are to be submitted to staff prior to the approved by 
the HDRC prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness.  

CASE MANAGER: 

Edward Hall 
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