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LOCAL HISTORIC DISTRICT: Dilworth 
 
PROPERTY ADDRESS:  814 East Boulevard 
  
SUMMARY OF REQUEST: Addition 
 
OWNER:   Matthew & Jill Wheelock  
 
APPLICANT:   Angie Lauer/ABL Architecture  

  
 
Details of Proposed Request  
 
Existing Conditions 
Originally built as a single family home c. 1915, this structure currently houses a veterinary practice.  It is a one 

story shingle style building with a full façade front porch that is enclosed with glass to accommodate the 

business use. The roof is a shallow end gable roof. As one of the original houses along East Boulevard, it sits in a 

section of East Boulevard that is a mixture of other original houses converted to office use and much later infill 

office construction.  This building is listed as a contributing structure to the Dilworth National Register Historic 

District.  

Proposal-Updated for September11, 2013 Hearing 
The project was reviewed by the HDC and approved in June 2012.  In this case, the project was approved with 

cedar shake siding to match the existing façade as if it were a typical residential project.  The plan reviewer for 

commercial projects noted the proposed siding material would not meet the fire rating requirement because of 

the building separation distance.   

This application requests approval Nichiha siding in a cedar shake design on a portion of the left side elevation.   

The applicant is requesting an exception to the previous HDC approval by allowing a Non-Traditional Material 

based on commercial building code requirements that were unknown at the time of HDC review in 2012.  The 

side elevation is not highly visible from the public street. 
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Policy & Design Guidelines for Materials, pages 48-49 

 Traditional Building Materials 

1.  The use of historically traditional building materials is strongly encouraged in all renovation, addition 
and new construction projects in Local Historic Districts.  
 
2.  Historic precedents in the visual context of any project indicate appropriate choices for building 
materials. 
 
3.  All building materials must match the character of the existing structure and/or the streetscape in 
design, texture and other visual qualities.  

 

Non-Traditional Building Materials 
 
1. The Historic District Commission considers substitute siding to be inappropriate for use in a designated 
Local Historic District, and does not allow its use on an historic structure within a Local Historic District. 
 
2. The use of the following substitute siding materials is considered incongruous with the overall character 
of local historic districts, and is prohibited. 

 Vinyl 

 Aluminum or other metal sidings 

 Masonite 
 
3. Cementitious board products are rarely considered appropriate for the main structure on a property. 
The Historic District Commission will consider these products on a case by case basis. 
 
4. All proposals for the use of other non-traditional building materials for projects in Local Historic Districts 
will be judged on a case-by-case basis by the full Historic District Commission. The Commission will 
determine how well the proposed material and its proposed use are contextually appropriate in design, 
texture and other visual qualities. 
 
5. The use of substitute or replacement building materials will not be considered as an alternative to 
routine maintenance.  

 
Relevant Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Historic Rehabilitation 

(As cited in the Charlotte Zoning Ordinance Section 10.210) 

(i) New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that 

characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with 

the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its 

environment.  

(j) New additions and adjacent or new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed  

 in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be  

 unimpaired. 
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Staff Analysis   
 
This proposal would extend the width of this existing building 8.5 feet to the left, as viewed from East Boulevard. 

It is in keeping with the overall architectural style of the house, and is not as wide front to back or as tall as the 

original structure. The addition is shown to match the house in detailing and materials, including the existing 

foundation, wood shake siding, windows, and window and eave trim.  

There is also a small front facing shed dormer, as well as a similar rear facing dormer. The existing second floor 

fire escape stairs and the HVAC compressors will be relocated from this side to the rear as shown on the site 

plan.  

Overall, the addition taken by itself appears to meet all relevant HDC design guidelines. The existing building 

does have a very symmetrical façade design, however, and that symmetry will be somewhat lost with this 

addition. At the same time, the addition is subordinate to the original structure, which does help offset this 

issue, and in a way in keeping with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Historic Rehabilitation by being 

distinguishable from the original construction.  

Staff Analysis – Updated for September 11, 2013 Hearing 

The Design Guidelines allow flexibility for material selection on a case by case basis.  Though the building 

separation issue was not addressed initially it would remain a topic for discussion because of the commercial 

code conflicting with the Design Guidelines which are heavily based on residential construction.  The type of 

material proposed has been common because of its resemblance to traditional materials.  Based on the location 

of the addition, the type of siding being used and the uniqueness of this application staff believes the change in 

material is reasonable and within the intent of the Guidelines. 
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