
HISTORIC AND DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION 
July 15, 2020 

 
HDRC CASE NO: 2020-313 
ADDRESS: 607 E LOCUST 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: NCB 1735 BLK 14 LOT 3 
ZONING: MF-33,H 
CITY COUNCIL DIST.: 1 
DISTRICT: Tobin Hill Historic District 
APPLICANT: Luis Botello/ASTER DEVELOPMENTS LLC 
OWNER: Luis Botello/ASTER DEVELOPMENTS LLC 
TYPE OF WORK: Amendment to previously approved materials for new construction 
APPLICATION RECEIVED: July 02, 2020 
60-DAY REVIEW: Not applicable due to City Council Emergency Orders 
CASE MANAGER: Stephanie Phillips 
REQUEST: 
The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness for an amendment to a previously approved exterior material 
palette for the new construction at 607 E Locust. The applicant is seeking approval for the use of a hybrid composite wood 
siding for a portion of the structures. 

APPLICABLE CITATIONS: 
 
Historic Design Guidelines, Chapter 4,Guidelines for New Construction   
3. Materials and Textures   
A. NEW MATERIALS   
i. Complementary materials—Use materials that complement the type, color, and texture of materials traditionally found 
in the district. Materials should not be so dissimilar as to distract from the historic interpretation of the district. For 
example, corrugated metal siding would not be appropriate for a new structure in a district comprised of homes with 
wood siding.   
ii. Alternative use of traditional materials—Consider using traditional materials, such as wood siding, in a new way to 
provide visual interest in new construction while still ensuring compatibility.   
iii. Roof materials—Select roof materials that are similar in terms of form, color, and texture to traditionally used in the 
district.   
iv. Metal roofs—Construct new metal roofs in a similar fashion as historic metal roofs. Refer to the Guidelines for 
Alterations and Maintenance section for additional specifications regarding metal roofs.   
v. Imitation or synthetic materials—Do not use vinyl siding, plastic, or corrugated metal sheeting. Contemporary 
materials not traditionally used in the district, such as brick or simulated stone veneer and Hardie Board or other 
fiberboard siding, may be appropriate for new construction in some locations as long as new materials are visually 
similar to the traditional material in dimension, finish, and texture. EIFS is not recommended as a substitute for actual 
stucco.   
B. REUSE OF HISTORIC MATERIALS   
Salvaged materials—Incorporate salvaged historic materials where possible within the context of the overall design of 
the new structure.   
  
4. Architectural Details   
A. GENERAL   
i. Historic context—Design new buildings to reflect their time while respecting the historic context. While new 
construction should not attempt to mirror or replicate historic features, new structures should not be so dissimilar as to 
distract from or diminish the historic interpretation of the district.   
ii. Architectural details—Incorporate architectural details that are in keeping with the predominant architectural style 
along the block face or within the district when one exists. Details should be simple in design and should complement, 
but not visually compete with, the character of the adjacent historic structures or other historic structures within the 
district. Architectural details that are more ornate or elaborate than those found within the district are inappropriate.   



iii. Contemporary interpretations—Consider integrating contemporary interpretations of traditional designs and details 
for new construction. Use of contemporary window moldings and door surroundings, for example, can provide visual 
interest while helping to convey the fact that the structure is new. Modern materials should be implemented in a way 
that does not distract from the historic structure.   

FINDINGS: 
 

a. The property located at 607 E Locust is currently a vacant lot. The lot is flanked by a historic 2.5-story single 
family homes to the east and west designed with Queen Anne and Craftsman influences and 1-story single 
family homes to the south. The lot is located a distance of approximately three lots from the intersection of E 
Locust and N St Marys St. This stretch of E Locust is characterized by historic 1-story, 2-story, and 2.5-story 
single family homes, designed primarily in the Queen Anne and Craftsman styles and historic 2 to 2.5-story 
multifamily homes with larger footprints. The applicant received final approval from the Historic and Design 
Review Commission (HDRC) on  February 20, 2019, to construct two, 3-story multifamily structures. 

b. MATERIAL AMENDMENT – The applicant is requesting a material amendment to allow for the use of a 
hybrid composite wood siding product as a secondary exterior siding material. The primary material will remain 
smooth vertical Hardie composite siding. The new material will be vertically oriented and will continue to the 
undersides of porches and overhangs. The product is visually similar to sealed cedar siding. The product is used 
in a similar secondary application at 416 Kendall, a block from this location, in the new construction of a single 
family residence. According to the Historic Design Guidelines, contemporary materials not traditionally used in 
the district, such as brick or simulated stone veneer and Hardie Board or other fiberboard siding, may be 
appropriate for new construction in some locations as long as new materials are visually similar to the 
traditional material in dimension, finish, and texture. Additionally, the Guidelines encourage integrating 
contemporary interpretations of traditional designs and details for new construction, which can provide visual 
interest while helping to convey the fact that the structure is new. Modern materials should be implemented in a 
way that does not distract from the historic structures in the district. Based on the proposed secondary 
implementation of this material - which features a traditional dimension, finish, and texture to a historic material 
– as well as its relationship to architectural features in the design, including porches and overhangs, staff finds 
the request appropriate for this specific new construction project.  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends approval based on findings a and b. 
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