
HISTORIC AND DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION 
July 15, 2020 

 
HDRC CASE NO: 2020-298 
ADDRESS: 250 MARY LOUISE 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: NCB 6699 BLK 8 LOT 14& 15 
ZONING: R-6, H 
CITY COUNCIL DIST.: 7 
DISTRICT: Monticello Park Historic District 
APPLICANT: Gary Hudman/HUDMAN GARY S 
OWNER: Gary Hudman/HUDMAN GARY S 
TYPE OF WORK: Retaining wall installation, fenestration modifications, gate replacement 
APPLICATION RECEIVED: June 18, 2020 
60-DAY REVIEW: Not applicable due to City Council Emergency Orders 
CASE MANAGER: Rachel Rettaliata 
REQUEST: 

The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness for approval to:  
1. Install a retaining wall along the north elevation. 
2. Install 3 steel casement windows on the rear north elevation.  
3. Amend the windows previously approved by HDRC on the west elevation with steel casement windows to 

match existing.  
4. Amend a previous HDRC approval to install a wood carriage-style door in place of steel gates originally 

proposed.   

APPLICABLE CITATIONS: 

Historic Design Guidelines, Chapter 2, Exterior Maintenance and Alterations  
 
2. Materials: Masonry and Stucco   
A. MAINTENANCE (PRESERVATION)   
i. Paint—Avoid painting historically unpainted surfaces. Exceptions may be made for severely deteriorated material 
where other consolidation or stabilization methods are not appropriate. When painting is acceptable, utilize a water 
permeable paint to avoid trapping water within the masonry.   
ii. Clear area—Keep the area where masonry or stucco meets the ground clear of water, moisture, and vegetation.   
iii. Vegetation—Avoid allowing ivy or other vegetation to grow on masonry or stucco walls, as it may loosen mortar and 
stucco and increase trapped moisture.   
iv. Cleaning—Use the gentlest means possible to clean masonry and stucco when needed, as improper cleaning can 
damage the surface. Avoid the use of any abrasive, strong chemical, sandblasting, or high-pressure cleaning method.   
B. ALTERATIONS (REHABILITATION, RESTORATION, AND RECONSTRUCTION)   
i. Patching—Repair masonry or stucco by patching or replacing it with in-kind materials whenever possible. Utilize 
similar materials that are compatible with the original in terms of composition, texture, application technique, color, and 
detail, when in-kind replacement is not possible. EIFS is not an appropriate patching or replacement material for 
stucco.   
ii. Repointing—The removal of old or deteriorated mortar should be done carefully by a professional to ensure that 
masonry units are not damaged in the process. Use mortar that matches the original in color, profile, and composition 
when repointing. Incompatible mortar can exceed the strength of historic masonry and results in deterioration. Ensure 
that the new joint matches the profile of the old joint when viewed in section. It is recommended that a test panel is 
prepared to ensure the mortar is the right strength and color.   
iii. Removing paint—Take care when removing paint from masonry as the paint may be providing a protectant layer or 
hiding modifications to the building. Use the gentlest means possible, such as alkaline poultice cleaners and strippers, to 
remove paint from masonry.   
iv. Removing stucco—Remove stucco from masonry surfaces where it is historically inappropriate. Prepare a test panel 
to ensure that underlying masonry has not been irreversibly damaged before proceeding.   
 



6. Architectural Features: Doors, Windows, and Screens   
A. MAINTENANCE (PRESERVATION)   
i. Openings—Preserve existing window and door openings. Avoid enlarging or diminishing to fit stock sizes or air 
conditioning units. Avoid filling in historic door or window openings. Avoid creating new primary entrances or window 
openings on the primary façade or where visible from the public right-of-way.   
ii. Doors—Preserve historic doors including hardware, fanlights, sidelights, pilasters, and entablatures.   
iii. Windows—Preserve historic windows. When glass is broken, the color and clarity of replacement glass should match 
the original historic glass.   
iv. Screens and shutters—Preserve historic window screens and shutters.   
v. Storm windows—Install full-view storm windows on the interior of windows for improved energy efficiency. Storm 
window may be installed on the exterior so long as the visual impact is minimal and original architectural details are not 
obscured.   
  
B. ALTERATIONS (REHABILITATION, RESTORATION, AND RECONSTRUCTION)   
i. Doors—Replace doors, hardware, fanlight, sidelights, pilasters, and entablatures in-kind when possible and when 
deteriorated beyond repair. When in-kind replacement is not feasible, ensure features match the size, material, and 
profile of the historic element.   
ii. New entrances—Ensure that new entrances, when necessary to comply with other regulations, are compatible in size, 
scale, shape, proportion, material, and massing with historic entrances.   
iii. Glazed area—Avoid installing interior floors or suspended ceilings that block the glazed area of historic windows.   
iv. Window design—Install new windows to match the historic or existing windows in terms of size, type, configuration, 
material, form, appearance, and detail when original windows are deteriorated beyond repair.   
v. Muntins—Use the exterior muntin pattern, profile, and size appropriate for the historic building when replacement 
windows are necessary. Do not use internal muntins sandwiched between layers of glass.   
vi. Replacement glass—Use clear glass when replacement glass is necessary. Do not use tinted glass, reflective glass, 
opaque glass, and other non-traditional glass types unless it was used historically. When established by the architectural 
style of the building, patterned, leaded, or colored glass can be used.   
vii. Non-historic windows—Replace non-historic incompatible windows with windows that are typical of the 
architectural style of the building.   
viii. Security bars—Install security bars only on the interior of windows and doors.   
ix. Screens—Utilize wood screen window frames matching in profile, size, and design of those historically found when 
the existing screens are deteriorated beyond repair. Ensure that the tint of replacement screens closely matches the 
original screens or those used historically.   
x. Shutters—Incorporate shutters only where they existed historically and where appropriate to the architectural style of 
the house. Shutters should match the height and width of the opening and be mounted to be operational or appear to be 
operational. Do not mount shutters directly onto any historic wall material.   

  
1. Topography   
A. TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES   
i. Historic topography—Avoid significantly altering the topography of a property (i.e., extensive grading). Do not alter 
character-defining features such as berms or sloped front lawns that help define the character of the public right-of-way. 
Maintain the established lawn to help prevent erosion. If turf is replaced over time, new plant materials in these areas 
should be low-growing and suitable for the prevention of erosion.   
ii. New construction—Match the historic topography of adjacent lots prevalent along the block face for new 
construction. Do not excavate raised lots to accommodate additional building height or an additional story for new 
construction.   
iii. New elements—Minimize changes in topography resulting from new elements, like driveways and walkways, 
through appropriate siting and design. New site elements should work with, rather than change, character-defining 
topography when possible.    

FINDINGS: 

a. The property at 250 Mary Louise was constructed circa 1928 in the Spanish Revival style. The property first 
appears on the Sanborn Maps in 1951. The primary structure is a 2-story, single-family residence featuring a 
prominent front tower entry, a front gable red tile roof, stucco cladding, and steel casement windows. The 
property is contributing to the Monticello Park Historic District.  



b. CASE HISTORY – The applicant received HDRC approval on November 7, 2012 to install a double steel 
casement window to replace a window removed in 1953, to restore the existing steel casement windows, to 
repurpose the existing attached garage, and to install steel gates at the proposed arched garage openings.  

c. DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE – The applicant attended a Design Review Committee meeting on June 23, 
2020. The DRC discussed the proposal for retaining wall installation as a solution for mitigating moisture 
retention, the proposed window installation, and the proposed amendment to the garage door installation.  

d. RETAINING WALL INSTALLATION – The applicant has proposed to install a retaining wall along the front 
portion of the north elevation in order to mitigate foundation damage from water infiltration. The proposed 
retaining wall will be 30 inches from the façade and will be 12 inches below the current crown at its highest 
point. The proposed retaining wall will be constructed with a concrete footing, a concrete retaining wall and 
will be filled with gravel. The retaining wall will not alter the topography of the property and will not extend 
beyond the lawn elevation. Staff finds the proposal appropriate.  

e. FENESTRATION MODIFICATIONS: NORTH ELEVATION – The applicant has proposed to install 3 new 
steel casement windows at the rear of the north elevation. The applicant has proposed to install a double steel 
casement window to replace a window removed in 1953, this request was previously approved by the HDRC in 
2012. Additionally, the applicant has proposed to install 2 single steel casement windows to replace existing 
wall vents. The proposed windows will match the existing steel casement windows on the north elevation. The 
applicant has additionally proposed to remove the existing A/C unit along this portion of the north elevation. 
Staff finds the proposal appropriate.  

f. FENESTRATION MODIFICATIONS: WEST ELEVATION – The applicant has proposed to amend the 
previous 2012 HDRC approval for small sidelight windows to accommodate the request for 2 single steel 
casement windows to be installed on each side of the archway on the west elevation. The proposed steel 
casement windows will match the existing steel casement windows on the west elevation. Staff finds the 
proposal appropriate.  

g. DOOR AMENDMENT – The applicant has proposed to amend the previous 2012 HDRC approval for steel 
gates in the archway on the west elevation to accommodate the request for wooden carriage-style doors. The 
applicant has proposed to install a custom door that will be installed behind the stucco arch and will appear as a 
pair of rounded doors. Staff finds the proposal appropriate.  

RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends approval of items 1, 2, 3, and 4 based on findings a through g. 
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