
 

Planning, Zoning and Building Department 

BOARD ACTION REPORT – APPEALABLE ITEM 

Project Name:  19 Dixie Boulevard 
Project Location: 19 Dixie Boulevard, Del-Ida Historic District 
Request:  Certificate of Appropriateness and Variance 
Board:  Historic Preservation Board 
Meeting Date: February 7, 2018 
 
Board Action:   
Approved the COA for a 674 square foot exterior addition, renovations, new pool, landscaping and 
hardscaping to an existing historic structure located at 19 Dixie Boulevard (7 to 0 vote).  
 
Approved the Variance to allow a reduction to the required 10’ side interior setback to 8.5’ to an 
existing historic structure located at 19 Dixie Boulevard (7 to 0 vote).  
 
Project Description: 
The property is located within the R-1-AA (Single Family Residential) zoning district. The 0.16-acre 
lot measures 50’ wide x 140’ deep and contains a 1,018 square foot existing single-family residence 
and 587 square foot guest cottage. The historic structures were built in 1925 and are classified as 
contributing to the Del-Ida Park Historic District. 
 
The current proposal includes construction of a 674 square foot addition connecting the single-
family residence and the guest cottage, and construction of a new pool and associated deck. The 
proposal includes: installation of new impact resistant windows and doors, painting the structure 
white with dark blue accents, installation of new exterior light fixtures, installation of a new 
emergency generator, and reconfiguration of the existing brick paver driveway. The subject request 
also includes a variance to allow the proposed addition to encroach 1.5’ into the required 10’ side 
interior setback on the North side of the property. 
 
Staff supported the Certificate of Appropriateness and Variance requests. 
 
Board Comments:   
The Board comments were supportive.  
 
Public Comments: 
No members of the public spoke for or against the project. 
 
Associated Actions:  All required actions were taken. 
 
Next Action: HPB action is final.  



 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
CITY OF DELRAY BEACH                          STAFF REPORT 
 
 

 

MEETING DATE: February 7, 2018 

ITEM: 19 Dixie Boulevard, Del-Ida Park Historic District - Certificate of 
Appropriateness (2017-247) for exterior addition and renovations and 
Variance (2017-246) to reduce the side interior setback from the required 10’ 
to 8.5’. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  Approve the Certificate of Appropriateness and Variance 

                                                  
 

GENERAL DATA:  
  

Owner:………………….. Olga Adler    
   
Agent:…………………… Roger Cope, Cope Architecture, Inc. 

 
 

   
Location:………………... North side of Dixie Boulevard, 

between NE 5th Street and NE 6th 
Street. 

 

   
Property Size:………….. 0.161 Acres  

   
Historic District: ……….. Del-Ida Park Historic District  
   
Zoning:………................ R-1-AA (Single-Family Residential)  
   
Adjacent Zoning:……….   

North: R-1-AA  
East: R-1-AA  

South: R-1-AA   
West: 

 
R-1-AA 
 

 

 
Existing Future Land 
Use Designation:……… 

 
 
LD (Low Density 0-5 DU/ Acre) 

 

 
Water Service:………… 

 
Public water service is provided  
on site. 

 

 
Sewer Service:………… 

 
Public sewer service is provided  
on site. 

 

 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 



ITEM BEFORE THE BOARD 

The item before the Board is consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness (2017-247) and Variance 
(2017-246) requests associated with a 674 square foot exterior addition, renovations, new pool, 
landscaping and hardscaping to the property located at 19 Dixie Boulevard, Del-Ida Park Historic 
District, pursuant to Land Development Regulation (LDR) Section 2.4.6(H) and 2.4.7(A). 
 

BACKGROUND & PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The property is located within the R-1-AA (Single Family Residential) zoning district. The 0.16-acre lot 
measures 50’ wide x 140’ deep and contains a 1,018 square foot existing single-family residence and 
587 square foot guest cottage. The historic structures were built in 1925 and are classified as 
contributing to the Del-Ida Park Historic District. 
 
According to the City Property cards, the historic structure had a floorplan consisting of five rooms, flat 
roof covered in gravel, wood frame, and stucco exterior walls. The structure exhibits mission-style 
architecture. 
 
The subject COA request for exterior renovations and addition to the single-family residence and guest 
cottage includes: 

1. Installation of new impact resistant windows and doors; 
2. Paint the structure white with black accents; 
3. Construction of a 674 square foot addition connecting the single-family residence and the guest 

cottage; 
4. Construction of a new pool and associated deck; 
5. Installation of new exterior light fixtures; 
6. Installation of a new emergency generator; and, 
7. Reconfiguration of the existing brick paver driveway. 

 
The subject request also includes a variance to allow the proposed addition to encroach 1.5’ into the 
required 10’ side interior setback on the North side of the property.  The COA and variance request are 
now before the Board for consideration.   
 

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSAL 

Pursuant to Land Development Regulation (LDR) Section 2.4.6(H)(5), prior to approval, a finding 
must be made that any Certificate of Appropriateness which is to be approved is consistent with 
Historic Preservation purposes pursuant to Objective A-4 of the Land Use Element of the 
Comprehensive Plan and specifically with provisions of Section 4.5.1, the Delray Beach Historic 
Preservation Design Guidelines, and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. 
 
LDR SECTION 4.5.1, HISTORIC PRESERVATION, DESIGNATED DISTRICTS, SITES, AND 
BUILDINGS 
Pursuant to LDR Section 4.5.1(E) - Development Standards: all new development or exterior 
improvements on individually designated historic properties and/or properties located within 
historic districts shall, comply with the goals, objectives, and policies of the Comprehensive 
Plan, the Delray Beach Historic Preservation Design Guidelines, the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation, and the Development Standards of this Section.  
 
Standard 2 
The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic 
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. 
 
Standard 9 
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 
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shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the 
historic integrity of the property and its environment. 
 
The proposal meets the applicable standards noted above and their intent as the proposed changes 
ensure an appropriate renovation and addition of the existing historic structure.  
 
The renovations include new aluminum framed (anodized bronze) impact resistant windows and doors, 
a Mahogany entry door, new exterior light fixtures, construction of a new pool and associated deck, 
installation of a new emergency generator, and reconfiguration of the brick paver driveway to improve 
an existing non-conformity. The exterior color scheme will be changed from yellow stucco with dark 
blue accents to white painted stucco and black accents. The addition will include a new kitchen and 
living area that connects the single-family residence to the guest cottage. The proposed changes do not 
destroy historic features that characterize the structure.  
 
Overall, the proposed changes protect the historic integrity of the existing structure and its environment 
by allowing for modernization and expansion of the existing structure utilizing durable materials. 
 
Pursuant to LDR Section 4.5.1(E)(2)(b)(2) - Major Development.  
The subject application is considered “Major Development” as it involves “alteration of a building in 
excess of 25 percent of the existing floor area, and all appurtenances.”  
 
Pursuant to LDR Section 4.5.1(E)(7) - Visual Compatibility Standards: new construction and all 
improvements to both contributing and noncontributing buildings, structures and 
appurtenances thereto within a designated historic district or on an individually designated 
property shall be visually compatible. In addition to the Zoning District Regulations, the Historic 
Preservation Board shall apply the visual compatibility standards provided for in this Section 
with regard to height, width, mass, scale, façade, openings, rhythm, material, color, texture, roof 
shape, direction, and other criteria set forth elsewhere in Section 4.5.1. Visual compatibility for 
minor and major development as referenced in Section 4.5.1(E)(2) shall be determined by 
utilizing criteria contained in (a)-(m). Visual compatibility for all development on individually 
designated properties outside the district shall be determined by comparison to other 
structures within the site. 
 
Applicable Visual Compatibility Standards 

(a) Height:  The height of proposed buildings or modifications shall be visually compatible in 
comparison or relation to the height of existing structures and buildings in a historic 
district for all major and minor development. For major development, visual compatibility 
with respect to the height of residential structures, as defined by 4.5.1(E)(2)(a), shall also 
be determined through application of the Building Height Plane. 

 (b) Front Facade Proportion:  The front facade of each building or structure shall be visually 
compatible with and be in direct relationship to the width of the building and to the height 
of the front elevation of other existing structures and buildings within the subject historic 
district.  

(c) Proportion of Openings (Windows and Doors):  The openings of any building within a 
historic district shall be visually compatible with the openings exemplified by prevailing 
historic architectural styles of similar buildings within the district. The relationship of the 
width of windows and doors to the height of windows and doors among buildings shall be 
visually compatible within the subject historic district.  

(d) Rhythm of Solids to Voids:  The relationship of solids to voids of a building or structure 
shall be visually compatible with existing historic buildings or structures within the 
subject historic district for all development, with particular attention paid to the front 
facades.  

 (g) Relationship of Materials, Texture, and Color:  The relationship of materials, texture, and 
color of the facade of a building and/or hardscaping shall be visually compatible with the 
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predominant materials used in the historic buildings and structures within the subject 
historic district.   

(j) Scale of a Building: The size of a building and the building mass in relation to open 
spaces, windows, door openings, balconies, porches, and lot size shall be visually 
compatible with the building size and mass of historic buildings and structures within a 
historic district for all development. To determine whether the scale of a building is 
appropriate, the following shall apply for major development only:  
1. For buildings wider than sixty percent (60%) of the lot width, a portion of the front 

façade must be setback a minimum of seven (7) additional feet from the front setback 
line.  

2. For buildings deeper than fifty percent (50%) of the lot depth, a portion of each side 
façade, which is greater than one story high, must be setback a minimum of five (5) 
additional feet from the side setback line. 

 (l) Architectural Style:  All major and minor development shall consist of only one (1) 
architectural style per structure or property and not introduce elements definitive of 
another style. 

(m) Additions to individually designated properties and contributing structures in all 
historic districts. Visual compatibility shall be accomplished as follows:  
1. Additions shall be located to the rear or least public side of a building and be 

as inconspicuous as possible. 
2. Additions or accessory structures shall not be located in front of the 

established front wall plane of a historic building.  
3. Characteristic features of the original building shall not be destroyed or 

obscured.  
4. Additions shall be designed and constructed so that the basic form and 

character of the historic building will remain intact if the addition is ever 
removed.  

5. Additions shall not introduce a new architectural style, mimic too closely the 
style of the existing building nor replicate the original design, but shall be 
coherent in design with the existing building. 

6. Additions shall be secondary and subordinate to the main mass of the historic 
building and shall not overwhelm the original building. 

 
The proposed renovation and addition to the single-family residence and guest cottage is appropriate 
and compatible with the Del-Ida Park Historic District. The height of the addition does not exceed the 
highest element of the existing residence. The extension of the kitchen component on the North 
elevation does not alter the front façade proportion. The new windows and doors are compatible with 
the existing proportion of openings. The exterior color scheme will change from yellow stucco with dark 
blue accents to white painted stucco and black accents. These changes will not alter the visual 
compatibility of structure within the Del-Ida Historic District since the existing stucco and semi-smooth 
texture will remain. The scale of the building will not be substantially altered since the addition will be in 
exact alignment with the existing kitchen component on the North side of the property nor will the 
renovation/addition introduce a new architectural style. Replica emblem/motifs will be added to the 
addition to match the existing emblem/diamond motifs. New barrel tile and a heavy timber eyebrow are 
proposed on South elevation, East elevation, and West Elevation. These new elements are visually 
compatible with the historic mission-style of the property. 
 
The overall proposal maintains mission-style architectural details appropriate for the Del-Ida Park 
Historic District.  The proposal meets the intent of the review criteria above; thus, positive findings are 
made with respect to the sections indicated above. 
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VARIANCE ANALYSIS 

Pursuant to LDR Section 4.3.4(K), required side setbacks within the R-1-AA District are 10’. 
The subject request is a variance to allow construction of an addition that connects the single-family 
residence to the guest cottage to encroach 1.5’ into the required 10’ side interior setback on the North 
side of the property.   
 
Pursuant to LDR Section 2.2.6(D), the Historic Preservation Board (HPB) shall act on all variance 
requests within an historic district, or on a historic site, which otherwise would be acted upon 
by the Board of Adjustment.  
 
Pursuant to LDR Section 2.4.7(A)(5) Variances, the following findings must be made prior to the 
approval of a variance: 

(a) That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the 
land, structure, or building involved and which are not generally applicable to 
other lands, structures, or buildings subject to the same zoning (The matter of 
economic hardship shall not constitute a basis for the granting of a variance); 

(b) That literal interpretation of the regulations would deprive the applicant of 
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties subject to the same zoning; 

(c) That the special conditions and circumstances have not resulted from actions 
of the applicant; 

(d) That granting the variance will not confer onto the applicant any special 
privilege that is denied to other lands, structures, and buildings under the 
same zoning. Neither the permitted, nor nonconforming use, of neighborhood 
lands, structures, or buildings under the same zoning shall be considered 
grounds for the issuance of a variance; 

(e) That the reasons set forth in the variance petition justify the granting of the 
variance, and that the variance is the minimum variance that will make 
possible the reasonable use of the land, building, or structure; and, 

(f) That the granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general purpose 
and intent of existing regulations, will not be injurious to the neighborhood, or 
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare. 

 
The property owner has submitted the following justification statement (attached). 
 

“We recognize that LDR Section 4.3, (H), (1): Setbacks address building setback guidelines. The 
“Side Yard Building Setback Line” requirement for our site is 10’, as we are within an R-1-AA zoning 
district. The rationale behind our request is that keeping our proposed addition (“wing”) in exact 
alignment with the existing Kitchen component on that side (North) of the Floor Plan: it makes the 
most structural sense (no odd offset), interior layout and flow of the plan sense (no odd offset), 
allows for an additional 1.5’ of area to be used within our Pool area/courtyard, and most importantly 
– has been tastefully designed so that it has negligible to no negative impact on our immediate next 
door neighbor.   
 
We feel the intent of the code, in all matters, will not be compromised in any fashion whatsoever! 
 
In conclusion, if granted, the “Variance” would in no way “be contrary to the public interest and 
where owing to the conditions peculiar to the property and not the result of the actions of the 
landowner, a literal enforcement of the regulations would result in unnecessary and undue 
hardship”. Furthermore, we feel “that the reasons set forth in the “Variance” petition justify the 
granting of the “Variance, and we feel that the “Variance” is the minimum “Variance” that will make 
possible the reasonable use of the land, building, or structure” and finally “that the granting of the 
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“Variance” will be in (complete) harmony with the general purpose and intent of existing regulations, 
will not be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare”.   
 
For these reasons, the owner respectfully requests that this variance be granted.” 
 

The variance is to allow a reduction to the required 10’ side interior setback to 8.5’ to accommodate the 
addition that connects the single-family residence to the guest cottage. A paved driveway exists in a 
portion of this location. 
 
Special conditions and circumstances exist due to the small size of the 50’ wide property as well as the 
historic setting of the site within the Del-Ida Park Historic District. Further, the variance is the minimum 
necessary to preserve the historic character of the property while allowing for the modernization of the 
floorplan. It will not significantly diminish the historic character of the site or the district.  Literal 
interpretation of the requirements of the code would alter the historic character and scale of the 
property as it is situated within the Del-Ida Park Historic District.  The variance is necessary to 
accommodate an appropriate adaptive reuse of the historic structure and site.  Finally, the variance is 
not contrary to the public interest, safety or welfare.  
 
Note: As required by the LDRs, a notice regarding the subject variance request was sent to those 
property owners located within a 500’ radius of the subject property as well as a Special Courtesy 
Notice to the Del-Ida Park Neighborhood Association. 
The submitted justification statements are attached. 
 

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS 

A. Continue with direction. 
 

B. Approve Certificate of Appropriateness (2017-247) and Variance requests (2017-246) for the 
property located at 19 Dixie Boulevard, Del-Ida Park Historic District by adopting the findings of 
fact and law contained in the staff report, and finding that the request and approval thereof is 
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and meets the criteria set forth in LDR Sections 
2.4.6(H)(5), and 2.4.7(A)(5). 

 
C. Deny Certificate of Appropriateness (2017-247) and Variance requests (2017-246) for the property 

located at 19 Dixie Boulevard, Del-Ida Park Historic District by finding that the request and 
approval thereof is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan and does not meet the criteria set 
forth in LDR Sections 2.4.6(H)(5), and 2.4.7(A)(5). 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Certificate of Approval (COA) 
Approve the COA 2017-247 for 19 Dixie Boulevard, Del-Ida Park Historic District, by adopting the 
findings of fact and law contained in the staff report, and finding that the request and approval thereof 
meets the criteria set forth in the Land Development Regulations Section 2.4.6(H)(5). 
 
NOTE: 
If the COA is approved, the following must be addressed prior to certification: 

1. That the height dimension of the addition on the North elevation be measured to the top of the 
parapet.  

2. That the site plan and floor plan indicate the air conditioning unit, pool equipment, and generator 
in the same configuration. 

3. That the dimension of the driveway between the property line and fence (area where vehicles 
are parked) be indicated. 
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Variance  
Approve the variance to allow a reduction to the required 10’ side interior setback to 8.5’, based upon 
positive findings to LDR Section 2.4.7(A)(5). 
 
Attachments: 

 Applicant Justification Statement 
 Site plan, elevations, and survey 

 
Report Prepared by:  Michelle Hoyland, Principal Planner and Abraham Fogel, Planner in Training 
 



切nualy 23, 2017

City of De止ay Beach

lOO NW Ist Avenue

D魂車yBeach, FIorida ‾ ‾ 3了444

Attn.: Michelle Hoyland - Senior Historic Preservation Planner, Plaming & Zoning

Re: Adler Residence 」 19 N. Dixie BIvd.; Existing, Contributing Historic Residence & Proposed Addition

Mrs. Hoyland:

丁hope all ii‾Wdl二Ai the ArchitectてげRe面rd‾(枝Agent) for Olga Adler Please acceptthis letter and

associated package to seek City approval for the complete and total renovation ofthe existing historic,

COntribu血g structure located at 19 North Dixie BIvd., located within the Del Ida Historic District. I an

hereby respecrfully submi血g a短Class I Site Plan Modification" and a負Variance,, application associated

With the PrQject, the `Variance’’is respectfully secking a reduction in the ``Side (血terioI) Yard Building

Setback Line’’for our proposed positioning of a new appendage or “wing” within the Site. We seek a

modest l.5’reduction, from the code required lO’to a proposed 8.5,・ This appendage, Or負wing" will,

therefore align itselfwith the existing Kitchen component on皿s the North, and only North, Side ofthe

垂Ope重可∴　‾　‾‾

Pursuant to LDR Section 2.4.7 〔(Procedures for Obtaining Relief from CompIiance with Portions of

the Land Development Regulations’’, Please accept the attached fu11y executed application and sets of

Architect町al Docunents, aPPrOPriate mailing envelopes, mailing lists, a 500, radius map, $l ,500 check,

We recognize that LDR Section 4.3.4, (H), (1): Setbacks address building setback guidelines. The
“Side Yard Building Setback Line" requirement for our site is lO’, aS We are Within an R-1-AA zoning

district・ The rationale behind our request is that of keeping our proposed addition (``wing”) in exact

aligrlm面子wi侃the exis血吾K臆面証COmPO前「面‾th狂;ide (NO軸)ofthe FIo〇千Pl創面it makes the most

StruCtural sense (no odd o賃iet), interior layout and flow ofthe plan sense (no odd o髄iet), allows for an

additional l.5 ’of area to be used within our Pool area/courtyard, and most inportantly葛has been taste餌Iy

designed so that it has negligible to no negative impact on our immediate next door neighbor.

We feel血e intent of the code, in an matters, Will not be compromised in any famion whatsoever!

In conclusion, ifgranted, the ``Variance" would in no way負be contrary to the public interest and where

OWing to the conditions peculiar to the property and not the result ofthe actions ofthe landowner, a literal

enforcement ofthe regulations would result in umecessary and undue hardship,,・ Furthemore, We feel

`‘t師|暗reaso沌詞ffi‾in the “V斬i猫de” petition justify‾砥e grむnting oft膝‾“VariarICe”; and ‾f洗l瓜at the

%Variance,, is the min血um負Variance,, that will make possible the reasonable use ofthe land, building, Or

StruCture” and finally “that the granting ofthe “Variance” will be in (COmPlete) hamony with the general

PurPOSe and intent of exiting regulations, Will not be巾yurious to the neighborhood, Or Othervise detrimental

to the public welfare’’.

Please do not hesitate to call should you require anything else. I Iook forward to the support, the

Board hearing in the very near future.

Cc OlgaAdler, Owner

Cope Architects, Inc.　701 S.E. lSt street Dehay Beach, FIorida 33483　　Pho 561 789-3791


























