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Historic Preservation Commission 
Staff Report 

 
Meeting Date: June 10, 2026 
Case #: HPC-32-26 
 
 
Site Address:   1501, 1505 & 1507 Paul W. Bryant Dr 
Parcel IDs:   31-06-23-3-005-019.000, 31-06-23-3-005-020.000, & 31-06-23-3- 
    005-021.000 

Applicant:   Donald Eugene Bailey 
Owner:   Donald Eugene Bailey  

 
Proposed Work: The Tuscaloosa Historic Preservation Commission will consider a 

petition for the removal of 1501, 1505, and 1507 Paul W. Bryant 
Drive from the Myrtlewood Drive Historic District and will make a 
recommendation to the Tuscaloosa City Council. 

Current Zoning: SFR-3H 
 

  
Historic District:  Myrtlewood Drive Historic District  
Architectural Style: English Cottage 
Year Built: 1930 
Contributing:  Yes 
Historic Survey: Myrtlewood Drive Historic Survey 
 

 
 
Resource 1. 1501 10th Street. 1930. Arch motif is interestingly repeated in shaping of door, 
chimney, porch, dormer window, and attic vent. This is balanced by the pitch roof of porch gable 
and dormers. The total composition is completed by the juxtaposition of the trapezoid chimney 
of elaborate brick design.  
 
1505 and 1507 Paul W. Bryant Dr are not listed in the Myrtlewood Drive Historic Survey.  
 
Applicable Sections(s) of the Tuscaloosa City Ordinance: 
 
Chapter 20 – Planning and Development, Article II – Historic Preservation, Division 2 – Historic 
Preservation Commission: 
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Sec. 20-15.28(d)11: Removal, altering, changing or amending the historic designation 
of historic property. An owner of property located in a historic district or owning 
a historic property that desires to remove, alter, amend or change the historic designation of 
such property, may petition the historic preservation commission to remove, alter, amend 
or change the historic designation of such property. The commission shall hear any such 
petition at the next regular scheduled monthly meeting following the filing of the petition. The 
commission after hearing and rendering a decision on such petition, shall forward a 
recommendation of the commission to city council for the city council to make a determination 
regarding the historic designation of any such property. Upon receipt of the commission's 
recommendation, the city council shall conduct a public hearing prior to considering the 
petition with notice thereof published at least one time in a newspaper of general circulation in 
the municipality at least seven (7) days prior to the hearing. After the hearing the city council, in 
its sole discretion, may remove, alter, amend or change the historic designation of such 
property or reject the owner's petition. 
 

 
 
STAFF ANALYSIS: 
 
Please reference the attached memorandum from the Office of the City Attorney.  
 
The Alabama Historical Commission (AHC) was consulted regarding this matter. Their assessment 
was that “the [petition] referred to the [properties] as individually not meeting the criteria to be 
a designated property. However, the properties are located in a district that contains both 
contributing and non-contributing properties.” Further, “buildings constructed during a historic 
period that are currently non-contributing, also have the potential to become contributing 
buildings.” It follows that “the historic district as a whole must meet the requirements, not 
necessarily each individual building.”   
 
The following assessment was also provided by the AHC pertaining to the removal:  
 
“The local ordinance specifically refers to vernacular structures that contribute to the feel of the 
district as a criterion to consider. Regardless of what street the property is located on, the 
boundary and context should justify the inclusion of a property in a district. A boundary might 
consider buildings that were constructed during the same period, are of similar size, massing, 
scale, and if the property impacts the integrity of the historic district.  
 
Use is not under the purview of the Historic Preservation Commission. The previous and current 
use of a building is not something the HPC can comment on. Adaptive reuse is often used as a 
preservation tool to protect the integrity of a building or district by allowing changes to occur so 
that the property can be used.”  
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M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M 

 
 
TO:  Historic Preservation Commission 
 
FROM: Office of the City Attorney 
 
RE:  OCA 26-0725:  

Requested Removal of Historic Designation 
1501, 1505, 1507 Paul W Bryant Drive. 

 
DATE: June 03, 2026 
 
 
Donald Bailey, the owner of 1501, 1505 and 1507 Paul W Bryant Drive has petitioned this 
commission for the removal of those properties from the Myrtlewood Drive Historic District.  
 
Because the commission rarely considers petitions for removal from a historic district, this 
memorandum will summarize the law governing designation and removal of historic districts. 
 
A. Designation of Historic Districts 
 
Designation of historic districts is governed by Alabama Code §11-68-6 through §11-68-8 and 
Tuscaloosa Municipal Code §20-15.28. The historic preservation commission recommends 
properties and neighborhoods for designation as historic districts. Those recommendations are 
forwarded to the city council which then accepts or rejects those recommendations.  
 
Among other factors, the commission may recommend designation of a historic district if it finds 
the district to be “part of the historic, architectural, archaeological or aesthetic heritage of the 
locality, region, state or nation…”  Ala. Code § 11-68-6(c).    
 
In 2004, Tuscaloosa City Council unanimously adopted an ordinance establishing the Myrtlewood 
Drive Historic District due to “the area possessing such historic significance by reason of its 
antiquity, architecture, and the historic importance of persons or events identified therewith… as 
to give such district, as a whole, a character of historic significance worthy of preservation.”  The 
ordinance, a copy of which is attached to this memo, described the historic district to include the 
three properties in question.  
 
B. Removal of Historic Districts 
 
Removal of historic district designations is governed by §20-15.28(d)(11) of the Tuscaloosa 
Municipal Code. That code section allows an owner to petition the historic preservation 
commission for a recommendation of removal. Only city council has the authority to remove a 
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property from a district. The commission hears the petition and makes a recommendation to the 
council for or against removal of the subject property. 
 
The ordinance does not set out any specific criteria that the commission must or should consider 
when hearing a petition for removal of a property. Rather, the burden is on the petitioner to satisfy 
the commission that the removal of a property is appropriate. The commission is free to consider 
the criteria for designation set out in §11-68-6(c) when evaluating the appropriateness of removal 
petition, but the commission is not required to do so. In fact, in this case, the City Council already 
found in 2004 that the three properties in question met the statutory requirements for inclusion in 
the Myrtlewood Drive Historic District. Generally, petitions for removal should not be used to 
revisit or relitigate the Council’s original findings. The commission may also consider any other 
relevant factors, including the precedent that would be set by a recommendation of removal in any 
given case.    
 
This is not the first time that Donald Bailey, who is the petitioner here, has petitioned for the 
removal of the subject properties from the Myrtlewood Drive Historic District. Following 
Council’s adoption of the ordinance establishing the Myrtlewood Drive Historic District in 2004, 
on two separate occasions Donald Bailey petitioned the Council to remove the three subject 
properties: first on February 3, 2005 and then again on April 28, 2005. On both occasions, the vote 
failed.  
 
C. Use as a Consideration  
 
Neither the statutes nor the ordinance governing the designation of historic districts and the 
removal of properties from those districts contemplate consideration of a property’s use as a factor 
to be considered.  
 
The omission of use as a statutory consideration is not accidental. The legislature’s stated purpose 
in authorizing the creation of historic preservation commissions was to preserve and protect 
buildings, not to preserve the uses to which those buildings were put. Ala. Code §11-68-1. For 
example, when considering a certificate of appropriateness the Commission’s discretion is 
specifically limited to matters involving exterior appearance: “the commission shall not consider 
interior arrangement or use having no effect on exterior architectural features.” Tuscaloosa 
Municipal Code §20-15.29(g); Ala. Code §11-68-9(a). Considering the use of a property in the 
discussion of its removal from a district runs contrary to the commission’s authority which relates 
exclusively to the appearance of structures and generally excludes use as a consideration.   
 
Because the use of buildings is not recognized in the code (either explicitly or implicitly) as 
relevant to the Commission’s considerations, the Commission is advised not to consider it as a 
factor relevant to the removal of the properties subject to this memo. 
 
Conclusion 
 
In considering whether to recommend the removal of a property from a historic district, the 
commission may consider any relevant factors. However, the  commission is not necessarily 
required to re-evaluate its original recommendation for inclusion of that property in the district.  
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Because use of a property is not generally relevant to that property’s exterior appearance, and the 
commission’s authority is limited to considerations of exterior appearance, the Commission is 
advised not to consider use as a factor relevant to whether a property should be removed.  
 
The properties subject to this memo were designated for inclusion in the Myrtlewood Drive 
Historic District as late as 2004. Twice in 2005 the owner petitioned the City Council for their 
removal from that district and both times Council voted against their removal.  
 
CHC 
 
cc: Scott Holmes, City Attorney  
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