Cc\TY Of

stTAUGUSTINE.

EST. 1665
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

AGENDA
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 16, 2021 - 1:00 PM
ALCAZAR ROOM

Roll Call

General Public Comments for Items not on the Agenda
Approval of Minutes

a) Draft minutes from October 21, 2021 HARB meeting

Modification and approval of Agenda

Recommended Expedited Hearing ltems (to be recommended one week in advance)

Certificate of Appropriateness

a) PL2021-0162 Aunt Matilda's Steampunk Trunk - Applicant
SARF of St. Augustine, LLC - Owner

142 St. George Street

To approve a sign that does not meet Architectural Guidelines for
Historic Preservation pre-approved colors and fonts.

b) PL2021-0161 Les Thomas Architect - Applicant
Historic Fraser Properties, LLC - Owner

3 St. George Street

To construct a bathroom addition to the rear/east elevation of the
existing building.

c) PL2021-0163 Len Weeks Construction Design Development - Applicant
108-110 St. George Street, LLC -Owner

61 Spanish Street

To construct a walk-in cooler addition and add an exterior exhaust vent
to the rear/northeast corner of the existing building.
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HARB AGENDA
Page 2 of 2
December 16, 2021

7.  Certificate of Demolition and Partial Demolition

a) PL2021-0159 Arthur Phillips - Applicant
Arthur R. and Zuella L. Phillips - Owner
120 Bridge Street
To partially demolish a residential building, constructed c. 1894 and
1899, that is recorded in the Florida Master Site File and is a
contributing structure to the Lincolnville National Register Historic
District, to include removal of the chimney, modifications to the
existing fenestration, and replacement of the front porch and all
existing exterior materials.

8.  Continued Items from the previous HARB meetings

a) PL2021-0152 260 St. George Street, LLC - Applicant & Owner
260 St. George Street

For after-the-fact replacement of wood windows and replacement of
wood siding in a different manner than approved by the HARB in
April 2021.

9. Certificate of Appropriateness — City owned property
a) PL2021-0160 City of St. Augustine, Public Works Department - Applicant
City of St. Augustine / FPL (owner of light fixtures) - Owner

Various Locations

To replace existing street light fixtures and poles within the city
limits, including in Historic Preservation Zoning Districts 1 - 5, under
FPL's LED program.

10. Planning and Building Staff Communications

a) Planning and Building Staff Approved Permits Report

11. Other Business
12. Adjournment

Notices: In accordance with Florida Statute 286.0105: “If any person decides to appeal any decision made by the Historic Architectural Review
Board with respect to any matter considered at this scheduled meeting or hearing, the person will need a record of the proceedings, and for such
purpose the person may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence
upon which the appeal is to be based.” In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons needing a special accommodation to
participate in this proceeding should contact the individual or agency sending notice not later than seven days prior to the proceeding at the
address given on the notice. Telephone: (904) 825-1007 or 1-800-955-8771 (TDD).

Please note that one or more members of the City Commission or its appointed boards or committees may attend this meeting and participate,
however they may not engage in a discussion or debate amongst themselves on any issue that will likely come before their respective elected or
appointed body.

The materials prepared and presented are part of the City’s ongoing Florida Public Records and Government in the Sunshine compliance, and are
not intended to be relied upon or to reach investors or the trading markets.
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

The Historic Architectural Review Board met in formal session at 1:00 P.M., Thursday,
October 21, 2021, in the Alcazar Room at City Hall, St. Augustine, Florida. Catherine
Duncan, Chairperson, called the regular meeting to order, and the following were
present:

1. ROLL CALL: Catherine Duncan, Chairperson

Jon Benoit

Paul Weaver, lll (left at 5:17p.m.)

Gaere MacDonald
Absent: Barbara Wingo, Vice-Chairperson, excused
City Staff: Julie Courtney, Historic Preservation Planner

David Birchim, Planning and Building Director
Isabelle Lopez, City Attorney

Elyse Anderson, Recording Secretary

Ms. Duncan announced that Ms. Courtney
would be the new Historic Preservation
Officer.

2. General Public Comments for Items
not on the Agenda

e Ed Slavin

3. Approval of Minutes

Mr. Weaver noted in the September 16,
2021, minutes on page eight he had
recused himself from item 7. (b) 44 Avenida
Menendez and wanted that reflected in the
record. He also pointed out a typographical
error on page one.

MOTION

Mr. Benoit MOVED to APPROVE the
August 19, 2021, and the September 16,
2021, minutes  with the above
corrections. The motion was SECONDED
by Mr. MacDonald.

VOTE ON MOTION:
AYES: Benoit, MacDonald, Weaver,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

4.Modification and approval of Agenda

Ms. Duncan stated item 6. (c) PL2021-0138
withdrawn and item 7(a) PL2021-0104
asked for a continuance prior to the
meeting.

Ms. Courtney said item 7. (d) PL2021-0121
had also asked for a continuance prior to
the meeting.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE the
modifications to the Agenda. The motion
was SECONDED by Mr. Benoit.

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Weaver, Benoit, MacDonald,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Ms. Duncan stated staff would not be
presenting full presentations only a
summary.

Page 3 of 383



Ms. Courtney said the staff report and the
application packets were available if any
questions were to arise; however, staff
would only read the recommendation for the
Board.

5. Public Comments related to Expedited
Hearing items:

5. (a) PL2021-0133— Rickey M. Garmon-
Applicant & Owner
515 Arricola Avenue

To demolish a residential building,
constructed c. 1955, that is recorded in
the Florida Master Site File but is not
located in a district.

Rick Garmon agreed to waive his right to a
presentation and public hearing.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report
recommendation and said Based on a
review of the AGHP and without the support
of evidence to the contrary, staff finds that
the board can APPROVE a Certificate of
Demolition at 515 Arricola Avenue because
it is not a local landmark or otherwise
designated as a historic building with the
following condition:

1. For aluminum windows to be salvaged, in
accordance with Sec. 28-89(2)d6: The
board may require, at the applicant's
expense, salvage and preservation of
significant building materials, architectural
details and ornaments, fixtures, and the like
for reuse in restoration of other historic
properties.

Ex Parte Communication:

(None)

14 certified notices were sent, 0 were
returned in favor, 0 were returned opposed
and 0 had comments.

Public hearing was opened; however, there
was no response.

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

There was a brief discussion regarding
whether the windows were original to the
building and the desire of the Board to
salvage the windows.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE the
expedited item 5. (a) PL2021-0133 515
Arricola Avenue to grant a Certificate of
Demolition based on the staff report and
not a historic building under the code or
a contributing building to a National
Registered District with one condition for
the applicant to make a ‘good faith effort’
to salvage and repurpose the aluminum
windows. The motion was SECONDED
by Mr. MacDonald

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Weaver, MacDonald, Benoit,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

6. Certificate of Appropriateness

6. (a) PL2021-0128— Boston Painting
Services— Applicant
Trinity Episcopal
Augustine— Owner
215 St. George Street

Church of St.

To apply a mineral based coating to the
existing exterior stucco of the original
church building.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
Based on a review of the AGHP and without
the support of evidence to the contrary, staff
finds that the board can take the following
actions for a CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS at 215 St. George
Street:

1. Approve if the HARB finds that the
proposed coating is an appropriate material
that will not cause long-term damage to the
building’s exterior and will duplicate the
existing as closely as possible in strength,
composition, color, and texture
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2. Continue the application if the HARB
finds that more information and
documentation about the proposed coating
is needed.

Danny Boston reviewed the application.

Ms. Duncan stated she and Ms. Courtney
met with the representatives from the
church, and the State of Florida
Preservation team. She said she also spoke
with Ken Smith after the discussion since he
had worked on the building previously.

Mr. Weaver asked if the State Historic
Preservation officer was on the call.

Ms. Duncan stated she was but not the
preservation architect and deferred to
HARB for the decision.

Ms. Courtney said there had been several
discussions with the State because the
church had a restrictive covenant for any
exterior work. She said the Chief of the
Historic Preservation Bureau at the State,
said the Preservation Architect and Grant
positions were vacant. She said she
confirmed with a federal tax grant person
who had used the product. She said they
spoke to Ken Smith, architect who had
worked on Memorial Presbyterian Church
and Danny Boston used that product on the
church and Mr. Smith confirmed Mr. Boston
had done an excellent job. She said the
concern was the material was different from
the material of the church. She said the
State had left it up to the Board discretion.

Public hearing was opened; however, there
was no response.

The Board discussed:

e Should use the same standards and
consistent State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO)

e Bowles Hall built in 1925 was on the
National Registry and used the
same material

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

o Would be more accepting if Ken
Smith, the architect wrote a letter
approving the material

e State approved of the material
Product was not familiar to the public

e Mainly being used on unfinished
concrete, bright colored homes and
was gaining popularity

e Should test a small section of the
church as it could not be undone

e Applicant had used the material
multiple times

e Product had been used by masons
in Europe on historic buildings

e Asked applicant to share knowledge
on the masonry buildings and share
what had been learned

e In favor of the product being used on
historic buildings

e Previously discussed using a clear
coat on the historic part of the
church

e Paint covers as a solid material

o Would be a smooth un-textured
surface and would take away the
character of the building

e Building had never been painted

Ms. Duncan stated during the meeting she
had she was told that stucco would
deteriorate, but she spoke to Ken Smith,
and he said that was not accurate and it
would need to be repaired. She said she
looked around the building and saw there
were cracks that needed to be repaired.
She said she was concerned there was not
a preservation architect on the project.

The discussion continued:

e If a solid material were added
building texture would change

e Other product options were available

e Applicant could provide samples of
different available products

e Ken Smith and State previously
recommended a ‘clear coat’

e Should not create a false sense of
the aggerate
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e Concerned with having a monolithic
color

e Applicant could color match with
different products

e Product able to be thinned to be
almost transparent

e Patches on stucco would be visible

o Repairs could be done to maintain
the building

e Clear coat would not hide cracks

e Calking would be seen since
building was stucco

e Building did not have major cracks,
but the cracks provided character

e Thought there was a conflict with the
standards since building had never
been painted

e Anything that changed the building
could be inappropriate

e Building was very important and
should be thought out thoroughly

e Product could help keep a more
‘historic look’

e Unfinished aggerate was part of the
building’s patina

Mr. Boston asked if he could provide
samples to the Board. He said he could
speak to a mason to provide mockup
boards with what the building could look
like.

Mr. Weaver stated before any work was
done on the building he suggested speaking
to Ken Smith.

Mr. Benoit stated he thought the review for
Memorial Presbyterian Church’s coating
was scrutinized since it was a National
Landmark building.

Mr. Boston said that church had been
brushed with thinned concrete and had to
have numerous repairs and looks more
monolithic than from when they started but
the integrity of the building would be saved
compared to the cracks and breakdown
over time.

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

Ms. Duncan said there were other ways to
stop water intrusion from entering a building
not only through the walls and that may
need to be address in other ways.

Mr. Boston stated that any unfinished
concrete will absorb water and when the
water gets drawn back out, it would break
down the concrete.

Mr. MacDonald asked if an architect could
be hired for this project since it was of vast
importance.

Mr. Boston said he had two he could ask;
however, the roof had been replaced and
the wooden roof around the steeple had
been replaced as part of a grant. He said he
did not think there were any issues with
water getting into the building, only through
the unfinished stucco.

Public hearing was opened:

BJ Kalaidi said she thought the application
should be continued and samples should be
brought in to show the Board in order for
them to make the best decision.

Martha Chance said when they spoke about
aesthetics, they were referring to the patina
and the goal was not to make  making
everything look new in St. Augustine.

Public hearing was closed.

Mr. Weaver stated he thought based on the
discussion he thought the application
needed to be continued and should have
the opinion of Ken Smith. He said the
building was important should be
addressed.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to CONTINUE
application PL2021-0128 to the
November 18, 2021, HARB meeting. The
motion was SECONDED by Mr.
MacDonald.
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VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Weaver, MacDonald, Benoit,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

6. (b) PL2021-0134 — Dailey Builders
LLC- Applicant

Baker Family Revocable Trust— Owner
123 St. George Street

For after-the-fact modifications to design
elements of the storefront changed in a
different manner than the approved
building permit application, including the
use of a different window framing and
configuration than the existing design;
and to replace the incompatible lower
mirror glass panel that was added along
the bottom with an aluminum composite
panel.

Ms. Courtney stated she received an e-mail
stating the applicant might not be able to
attend and sent in more documentation that
was not included in the application packet.
She said it was the Boards decision on if
they wanted to hear the application.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to CONTINUE
application PL2021-0134 to November
18, 2021. The motion was SECONDED by
Mr. Benoit.

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Weaver, Benoit, MacDonald,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

6. (c) PL2021-0138— Shirah and
Company, LLC, OBO T-Mobile South,
LLC- Applicant
Grace United Methodist Church — Owner
8 Carrera Street

To evaluate for reasonable compatibility
the installation of new wireless antennas
inside the bell tower openings of a

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

building that faces the HP-3 Zoning
District.

Applicant withdrew the application prior to
the meeting.

7. Continued Items from the previous
HARB meetings

7. (a) PL2021-0104 Certificate of
Demolition Continuing from August 19,
2021—_Trinity Independent Methodist
Church, Inc.— Applicant & Owner

84 Bridge Street

To partially demolish a church building
constructed in 1913, limited to the bell
tower, that is recorded in the Florida
Master Site File and is a contributing
structure to the Lincolnville National
Register Historic District.

Applicant asked for a continuance to the
November 18, 2021, meeting.

7. _(b) PL2021-0091Certificate _ of
Demolition Continuing from September
16, 2021— Synerqy Construction &
Maintenance — Applicant

H&H Real Estate Investing, LLC— Owner
144 Martin Luther King Avenue

To demolish a residential building,
constructed c. 1904-1910, that is
recorded in the Florida Master Site File
and is a contributing structure to the
Lincolnville National Register Historic
District.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
Based on a review of the AGHP, previous
discussion by the HARB at the September
16, 2021, HARB meeting, and without the
support of evidence to the contrary, staff
finds that the board can take the following
actions for a Certificate of Demolition at 144
Martin Luther King Avenue:

1. Continue to allow more time for the
applicant or building owner to provide
additional documentation if the HARB
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determines that more details are sitill
needed to determine the condition of the
existing building and/or the applicant or
building owner has not sufficiently
demonstrated that a denial will cause undue
economic hardship

2. Approve if the HARB determines the
removal of the contributing building will not
be detrimental to the historic and
architectural character of the city and that
the applicant or building owner has
sufficiently demonstrated that a denial will
cause undue economic hardship

3. Deny the demolition if the board finds the
removal of such building will be detrimental
to the historic and architectural character of
the city and that the applicant or building
owner has not proven that a denial will
cause undue economic hardship

Hunter Haden and Bob Morgan reviewed
the application.

1 additional response was received after the
previous meeting.

The Board and applicants discussed:

e Major concern was the inside roof
Roof was inadequately able to
support the additions

e Load was on the king post and
should not be an issue

e Original structure was compromised
due to extensive termite and water
damage

e Exterior looked to be in good
condition

e Foundation needed repairs

e Sensitive to losing buildings in
Lincolnville due to losing historic
designation

e Homes shown in other locations
were too modern

e Pricing of $205,000 estimated on
record for repairs to address the
deficiently in the building

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

Mr. Haden said after the last meeting he
addressed several scenarios on the
economic hardship:

e Renovating the existing home

e Rebuilding the same home at 708
square feet

¢ Rebuilding as a rental

e Rebuilding a slightly larger house at
1,500 square feet

Mr. Haden stated he created a spreadsheet
with all the information for the Board to
review.

Ms. Duncan stated she reviewed the
breakdowns of the numbers and questioned
why the gypsum wall board on the original
building cost more than the gypsum wall
board on the proposed building. She asked
why the numbers were higher for the
renovation.

Mr. Haden stated the numbers were
standard as renovations required more prep
work and would take longer than building
new.

Mr. MacDonald agreed and thought the
prices were not unreasonable.

Ms. Duncan asked what qualified as a
hardship.

Ms. Lopez stated there was criteria in the
Code and the burden of proof was on the
applicant. She said the report had been
presented from the architect or structural
engineer, which was part of the criteria. She
said proof of reasonable or undue hardship
could be demonstrated by the following:

o Estimated cost of proposed
construction, demo, or removal

e Estimated market value of the
property under the  current
conditions

e Estimated market value after the
proposed construction

o Estimate of economic feasibility of
rehabilitation or reuse
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e Annual gross income for the past
two years of the property

Ms. Lopez said there were eleven in total,
and these were just a few that could be
considered.

Ms. Courtney stated the information was on
page six of the staff report for reference.

Ms. Duncan thought the applicant would not
lose money if he were to renovate and sell
the property.

Mr. Benoit said the property was recently
purchased and the offer price for property
could have been higher than it was worth
because the applicant thought he could
demo the structure and that did not
constitute a hardship. He said he thought it
was an owner created hardship. He said
this  would negatively impact the
neighborhood by removing the structure. He
stated he was not in favor of the demolition
because it did not meet the City’s thresholds
and was concerned with  setting
precedence. He said if the property was a
contributing structure in a historic district full
demolition would be reviewed very carefully.

Mr. Weaver said most of the value was in
the land and with rising property values he
thought the applicant could sell for a profit.
He pointed out there were tax credits and
benefits in preserving the building that had
not been considered. He stated he did not
see an economic hardship. He said the
home was smaller and to become more
marketable, the applicant wanted to
increase the square footage. He suggested
a compromise to preserve the original
structure and then add an addition that
could accommodate the extra square
footage. He said none of those factors had
been considered and he felt the burden of
proof had met.

Mr. Benoit stated with this property he was
unsure of what was a surprise and based on
the pictures provided, the issues should
have been foreseeable.

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

Mr. Haden said the home was covered in
aluminum siding when purchased and was
not removed prior. He said they were able
to see the foundation issues and once the
plaster was removed inside, they were able
to see more issues. He said they had not
demolished a historic building before, and
the intent when buying the home was to
renovate.

Mr. Benoit said the Board had to be careful
because Lincolnville was losing to many
structures and once they were gone they
could not be replaced.

Ms. Duncan thought it was a great home to
restore and had a lot of potential.

Mr. Haden asked how far Lincolnville was
from losing the historic designation.

Ms. Courtney stated Jenny Wolfe, the
previous Historic Preservation Officer for the
City of St. Augustine, complied information
for the proposed partial demolition
ordinance and in Lincolnville went from 81%
down to 67% of the historic contributing
buildings. She said the rule was 51% of the
buildings in the district had to be deemed
historic contributing structure.

Mr. Weaver said this was a historic city and
we should want to maintain the historic
character.

Mr. Haden stated he agreed; however, he
thought they provided a good financial
break down of both renovation and new. He
said this was a small family-owned
company and taking a large financial hit
could impact his business.

Ex Parte Communication:

(None)

Public hearing was opened.

Charles Pappas stated the economic value

in Lincolnville was the historic buildings. He
said he did not see an economic hardship.
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He said the application was for demolition
and should be denied.

Ed Slavin thought the application should be
denied and not continued since the burden
of proof was not met.

Public hearing was closed.
The Board discussed continued:

e No reason to continue unless
applicant could provide additional
information

e Thought it could be a partial
demolition but not full

Mr. Haden requested for a continuance to
allow them more time to go through the
options suggested by the Board and would
allow him additional time to present more
information.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to CONTINUE item 7.
(b) PL2021-0091 144 Martin Luther King
Avenue to November 18,2021. The
motion was SECONDED by MacDonald.

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Weaver, MacDonald, Benoit,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY'

7. (c) PL2021-0118 Local Landmark
Designation in association with a
Certificate of Demolition Continuing from
September 16, 2021— Lester F. Sanders—
Applicant Charles Sears— Owner

307 Minorca Avenue

To demolish a residential building
constructed c. 1925-1927, that is
recorded in the Florida Master Site File
but is not located in a district. In
addition, to evaluate the property by the
Historic Architectural Review Board for

! Break from 2:44 p.m.—2:53 p.m.

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

designation as a Local Historical
Landmark using criteria and standards
established by the National Register of
Historic Places substituting importance
to the City and State levels rather than
the nation as a whole.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
Based on a review of the AGHP and without
the support of evidence to the contrary, staff
finds that the board can CONTINUE a
Certificate of Demolition at 307 Minorca
Avenue, with the following considerations or
findings that can be determined by the
HARB:

1. The building has been noted in previous
surveys and identified by historians as being
significant. The HARB may consider
whether the building has integrity and
significance to warrant local landmark
designation, which would make the building
eligible for preservation incentives.

2. If the board finds it is not a candidate to
be designated as a local landmark, that
there is no economic hardship, and that the
building’s demolition does not impact the
architectural/historical integrity of the city,
the HARB can approve the demolition and
staff would recommend the following
conditions:

a. For all exterior and interior salvageable
historic materials including those listed
under the Staff Analysis to be salvaged, in
accordance with Sec. 28-89(2)d6: The
board may require, at the applicant's
expense, salvage and preservation of
significant building materials, architectural
details and ornaments, fixtures, and the like
for reuse in restoration of other historic
properties.

b. Archival documentation as per Section
28-89(2)d6: In accordance with Sec. 28-
89(2)d6 ...the board may also require at the
applicant's expense the recording of the
structure for archival purposes prior to
demolition. The recording may include, but
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shall not be limited to, photographs and
measured drawings.

Mr. Weaver asked how many of the criteria
needed to be identified to designate the
property as a local landmark.

Ms. Courtney stated she thought it was
similar to the National Register designation
and it only needed to meet one.

16 certified notices sent, 6 total were
returned, 4 were in favor of local landmark,
2 were in favor of demolition, 1 was
opposed to local landmark, 4 were opposed
to demolition and 3 had comments.

Charles Sears reviewed the application.

The Board provided their ex parte
communication.

Public hearing was opened.

Martha Chance spoke in favor of the
designation and thought the demolition
would have a negative effect on the
neighborhood and would affect the density.
She thought the building met the criteria to
become a local landmark and encouraged
the Board to designate the property as
such.

Deborah Sanders stated she grew up in the
home and it was in the process of being
sold until three days ago; however, it
needed a lot of repairs, and the repairs
would cost a vast amount.

Ed Slavin spoke in favor of the application
and thought the home should be deemed a
local landmark. He felt the applicant was
mocking the historic preservation ordinance
and the history of Davis Shores. He though
the home should be designated as a historic
landmark.

Public hearing was closed.

Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting
October 21, 2021

The Board discussed:

e Had a strong National Register
Program and Historic Preservation
(HP)District program

o Five HP districts in the City
Building met the threshold for
integrity

e Thought the home met the
Association with an Event, which
was the Florida Boom in the 1920’s

e These buildings were the
embodiment of the Florida Boom

e Event did not have to be a success,
it could be a failure, but it was still
part of St. Augustine’s history

e Met the criteria for Association with
important individuals, D.P. Dauvis,
and Harold Ryman

e D.P. Davis had the idea and was the
creator of Davis Shore

e Harold Ryman was the owner of a
business in the community directly
associated

e Thought the property met at least
two of the criteria for a landmark
designation

e Building was important and strongly
felt it should be on the register

¢ Ryman connection was significant

¢ Ryman sold the properties after the
death of DP Davis

e Building had integrity and materials
seemed to be original to the home

¢ Was tied to the landmark event and
people of Davis Shores

e Provided as a reminder to the
community of the history and
connections

e Landmark status normally came
from a demolition request

e Thought the home had a real
‘Florida Feel’

e Property was unique for the scale
and quality of the design

e Property needed restoration but was
in good condition

e Agreed with the nominating the
home for local landmark status
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Mr. Sears stated the Board had established
the home was related to the Florida Land
Boom. He questioned the Board about
when did the Florida Land Boom stop.

Mr. Weaver stated it was associated with
the hurricane in Miami, and it started to end
in 1926 and declined through the Great
Depression.

Mr. Sears stated D.P. Davis died in 1926
and the Florida Boom had already ended.

Mr. Weaver stated the Florida Boom was
generally post WW1, 1919-1926. He said
this development was within that period.

Mr. Sears stated this house was not built
until 1927. He said he did not understand
how this home was related to the Florida
Boom when it was built after it had ended
and thought it could not be connected to
D.P. Davis since he had already passed.

Mr. Weaver replied part of Boom period was
when Davis Shore was developed. He said
it ended over time not suddenly.

Ms. Courtney stated the staff report
indicated the home was built between 1925-
1927 and that was based on historical
research.

Mr. Sears stated there were multiple dates
on the staff report of when the home was
built. He did not believe there was a set
date of when the home was built because
there were different years listed.

Ms. Duncan stated no matter when it was
constructed the home was part of the
continual history of the development of
Davis Shores.

Mr. Sears stated they contributed Mr.
Ryman to be associated with the home and
the Board was required to consider his
significant contribution during the period of
association. He felt owning a real estate firm
was not historical.

10
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Mr. Weaver disagreed. He said Ryman was
important during and after the period. He
said he was part of his responsibilities were
related to the settlement of the bankrupt
Davis Shores and he lived in the home.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE the
landmark designation based on its
integrity, based on the association of the
Florida Land Boom, based on the
association with Mr. Davis and Mr.
Ryman and the architectural significance
locally. The motion was SECONDED by
Benoit.

VOTE ON MOTION:
AYES: Weaver, Benoit,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mac Donald,

Ms. Duncan stated the second part of the
application was for demolition. She said this
was an important home.

Mr. Sears stated if it were to be a local
landmark and not demolished would be an
economic hardship. He said he owned the
property, and he did not have the finances
to renovate the property. He felt the Board
set a precedence with the Knights of
Columbus house and a demolition
precedence had been set for Davis Shores.
He stated he had not been informed that if
the Board would discuss economic hardship
at this meeting and this was strictly about
landmark designation nomination.

Ms. Courtney advised it was clearly
advertised and the staff report provided also
had that information in it.

Mr. Sears stated he wanted a continuance
to provide more information to the Board
since he did not think it had been
considered. He said he received the home
from his grandfather and the home needed
repairs. He said he thought there was a
buyer up until three days prior and that was
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why the home had not been listed with an
agent.

Ms. Duncan stated she felt the Board had
reviewed the economic hardship and
thought Mr. Sears had stated he did not
have the funds for the renovations.

Mr. Weaver stated he thought the Board
should continue the application to allow
additional documentation to be submitted.

MOTION

Mr. Weaver MOVED to CONTINUE to the
November 18, 2021, HARB meeting. The
motion was SECONDED by Mr. Benoit

VOTE ON MOTION:
AYES: Weaver,
MacDonald, Duncan
NAYES: NONE
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Benoit, Benoit,

7. (d) PL2021-0121 Certificate of

Appropriateness Continuing from
September 16, 2021 - CD + Urban
Applicant

44 Avenida Menendez, LLC— Owner
44 Avenida Menendez

To construct a new two-story
commercial building and courtyard with
outdoor seating to replace the one-story
drive-through building (Following
Opinion of Appropriateness application
approval on July 15, 2021).

Applicant asked for a continuance to the
November 18, 2021, meeting.

8. Certificate of Demolition and Partial
Demolition

8. (a) PL2021-0136— Cronk
Architecture, LLC— Applicant

36 Granada, LLC— Owner

36 Granada Street

Duch

To partially demolish a commercial
building, constructed c. 1905-1910, that
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is recorded in the Florida Master Site File
but is not located in a district, including
portions of the front facade, north
elevation, and rear/west elevation, and to
modify the existing fenestration.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
based on a review of the AGHP and without
the support of evidence to the contrary, staff
finds that the board can APPROVE a
Certificate of Demolition at 36 Granada
Street because it is not a local landmark or
otherwise designated as a historic building
and the partial demolition will not be
detrimental to the historic integrity of the
city.

Henry See reviewed the application.
Ex Parte Communication:
(None)

8 certified notices were sent, 0 were
returned in favor, 0 were returned opposed,
0 had comments and 4 e-mails were
attached.

Public hearing was opened.

Aaron Jockers opposed the application and
pointed out the design did not highlight St.
Augustine’s architecture. He said it should
be nominated to be a historic landmark as it
would be beneficial to Lincolnville. He said
he did not understand why the structure
could not be maintained.

Ed Slavin opposed the application and
thought the application should be continued
to research local landmark status. He stated
movies were a part of the history in the City
and this was a gathering place for the
community. He thought the building was
historic.

BJ Kalaidi opposed the application and
stated because it was just slightly outside
the historic district that caused an issue.
She felt it was completely inappropriate.
She said she was concerned with the
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parking and with Granada being a one-way
street. She said the design was modern and
not historical.

Public hearing was closed.
The Board discussed:

e Pleased that the applicant did not
want a full demolition

e Building had flooding issues
Retaining building and massing was
not changing

e Photos showed openings from when
initially built

e Appropriate use of the building

e Unsure of the building’s integrity for
a local landmark designation

e A lot of openings on the corner but
was an adaptable reuse

e Board unable to review the traffic
concerns

e No negative effects for the building
being more open

e Clashed with the historical aspect of
the area

e Thought openings could resemble
the store previously there

e Building did not have
fenestration

e Reported to be largest brick building

o If brick was exposed and back to the
original store look would represent
history for the town

e Not against the development of the
project

e Unable to be a local landmark due to
integrity threshold

e Conversion to a movie theater the
building lost all the fenestration

any

Mr. Weaver asked if HARB would have
design review authority since it faced
Historic Preservation (HP) district.

Mr. Birchim said the Board would not, and
that only applied to HP districts one, two
and three. He stated the Board’s authority
only extended to the partial demolition.
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The discussion continued:

e Encourage the applicant to keep in
mind the history of the building

e Thought reopening of the building
was a way to take it back to the
business and shop

o Wanted the design to take in the
context of the surrounding buildings

e Demonstrate why the design was
acceptable

o Context was what people reacted to
and building was taken out of
context as a standalone building

e Board was unable to review the

design
e Was in favor of the partial demolition
e Would feel more comfortable

approving if design fit the area

e Thought the current design did not
blend with the area

e Massing of the openings were too
large

Mr. Weaver stated the front of the packet
had a different photo that seemed to look
appropriate; whereas the photos in the
packet seemed to be entirely different and
were a different scale. He said he
understood the issues but there was no
reason to deny a partial demolition based
on the design.

Ms. Duncan asked if the parapet on the
facade the same height as the parapet was
currently.

Mr. See responded in the affirmative.

Ms. Duncan questioned the heights of the
openings with the transoms.

Mr. See replied on the design it was higher.

Ms. Courtney said in the applicant’s packet
there were interior demolition pictures on
pages fourteen and fifteen showing what
had been originally behind the stucco. She
stated the Florida Master Site File the
survey photograph was included which
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showed what was there before it had been
altered.

Mr. See said the height of the parapet and
the massing had not changed. He said none
of it would be above the roof and it was all
penetration to open the blocks to create
store fronts and covered seating.

The discussion continued:

e Left bay original opening
seemed clear and was the same
for the project

e Other openings were showed
below the wall mounted lantern

e Three brick bay openings were
tall

e Would support partial demolition
if limited to the infill of the bays

e Would be the recreation of the
historic openings

e Would remain the same just
lower the brick

e Southern Grounds opening was
placed where previous opening
had been located

e Lower brick openings to where
they were located originally

Mr. See stated the height of the opening
was extended because of the flood
elevation. He said the flood elevation was at
eight and they had to raise the entire deck
of the building. He stated the front area was
raised to five and the back area to eight.

There was a brief discussion regarding
elevations and opening heights to assist
with flood mitigation while protecting the
integrity of the building.

Mr. MacDonald said for simplicity for a
partial demolition should be the original
existing openings. He said if they lost two
feet below it could be added to the top.
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MOTION

Mr. MacDonald MOVED to APPROVED
the partial demolition of application
PL2021-0136 at 36 Granada Street to
reopen the front facade of the building
on the existing pattern as the original
building, with the exception proviso on
the sections where they were raising the
floor two feet would allow two feet
increase in the height of the opening in
those related spaces. The motion was
SECONDED by Mr. Benoit.

VOTE ON MOTION:
AYES: MacDonald,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Benoit, Weaver,

8. (b) PL2021-0119— Jerry D. Bain -
Applicant & Owner
181 Martin Luther King Avenue

To demolish a residential building
constructed c. 1910-1917, that is
recorded in the Florida Master Site File
and is a contributing structure to the
Lincolnville National Register Historic
District, to include removal of the roof,
rear elevation and porch, elements of the
front porch, and fenestration
modifications.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
based on a review of the AGHP and without
the support of evidence to the contrary, staff
finds that the board can take the following
actions for a Certificate of Demolition at 181
Martin Luther King Avenue:

1. Review as a partial demolition with the
finding that the house has already lost its
architectural integrity with the changes over
time that resulted in the removal of all
historic exterior materials and alterations to
significant features like the porches

2. Continue the application to allow the
applicant time to provide the required
condition  assessment and  optional
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economic hardship information, if the HARB
determines that the proposed demolition

exceeds the threshold of a partial
demolition.

Jerry Bain reviewed the application.

The Board provided their ex parte
communication.

21 certified notices were sent, 0 were

returned in favor, 1 was returned opposed
and had comments.

Public hearing was opened.

BJ Kalaidi pointed out this was not a full
demolition but only a partial demolition. She
asked if there would be a porch in the front
of the home and if the home would be a
contributing structure in Lincolnville.

Ms. Duncan stated she did not believe it
would be a contributing structure.

Ms. Courtney stated if the district was
reevaluated it more than likely would not be,
and was unsure if it was in the current state.
She said the next few applications were
submitted as a partial demolition, but the
threshold might exceed that because the
Board was not able to review the design but
only the demolition within the area. She said
the proposed building plan would not
resemble the historic structure that was a
contributing structure.

The Board discussed:

e Unsure how much was left from the
original structure

o All Hardie on the outside and all new
windows

¢ Building would not be represented in
the same way

e Roof and back of the house were
coming off

¢ Not much of the original fabric left

e Integrity was the threshold for a
landmark
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o No reason to deny based on the loss
of integrity

MOTION

Mr. Benoit MOVED to APPROVE a partial
demolition for application 2021-0119
finding that the existing building has lost
most of its original historic integrity. The
motion was SECONDED by Mr. Weaver

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Benoit, Weaver,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MacDonald,

8. (c) PL2021-0137— John Valdes &
Associates, Inc— Applicant

Joseph Griffin— Owner

115 Bridge Street

Mr. Weaver recused himself.2

To partially demolish a residential
building, constructed c. 1800, that is
recorded in the Florida Master Site File
and is a contributing structure to the
Lincolnville National Register Historic
District, including the roofs of the front
and side porches, dormers, and historic
accessory structures.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
based on a review of the AGHP, without the
support of evidence to the contrary, staff
finds that the board can take the following
actions for a Certificate of Partial Demolition
at 115 Bridge Street:

1. Approve with the finding by the HARB
that the removal of the proposed elements
requires a compromise to mitigate against
further damage to the structure and the
following conditions in accordance with
Section 28-89(2)d6:

a. At the applicant's expense, salvage and
preservation of any coquina and other

2 Attached to original packet
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salvageable materials for reuse in the
restoration of the house or other historic
properties.

b. At the applicant's expense, the recording
of the structure for archival purposes prior to
the partial demolition. The recording may
include, but shall not be limited to,
photographs and measured drawings.

2. Continue if the HARB determines more
information is needed on the existing
conditions or the project areas proposed for
demolition, or if proposed replacement
plans are requested.

Les Thomas reviewed the application.

The Board provided their ex parte
communication.
35 certified notices were sent, 1 were

returned in favor, 0 were returned opposed,
and 1 had comments.

Public hearing was opened.

BJ Kalaidi stated she thought what the
applicant proposed would not take the
property off the National Register and her
main concern was protecting Lincolnville.

Public hearing was closed.
The Board discussed:

e Tax credit would hold home to a high
standard and could stay on the
National Register

e Thought the loggia was in good
condition
Supported the application

e In support of the home being
restored

e In need of demolition in order to
restore the home

e Porch had to be removed but would
replace with what had been there
previously
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e Encouraged communication with
staff if beyond the scope of what had
been discussed by Board

MOTION

Mr. Benoit MOVED to APPROVED
application PL2021-0137 finding that a
partial demolition will not adversely
affect the historic integrity of the house.
The motion was SECONDED by Ms.
Duncan.

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Benoit, Duncan, MacDonald
NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

John Valdes invited the Board to stop by the
property. He said he was very excited to be
involved with the restoration of the home.

Mr. Benoit stated he thought this would be
an application for a full demolition since the
home was in disrepair; however, he was
pleased it was only a partial demolition.

8. (d) PL2021-0132— John Valdes &
Associates, Inc. — Applicant

Charles M. Sapp— Owner

160 Oneida Street

Item heard before 8. (c)

To demolish a residential building
constructed c. 1885-1894, that is
recorded in the Florida Master Site File
and is a contributing structure to the
Lincolnville National Register Historic
District, including the roof, second floor,
the front porch, and the majority of the
first floor.

Ms. Courtney read the staff report and said
based on a review of the AGHP,
discussions by the HARB for a previous
Certificate of Demolition application (F2018-
0118), and without the support of evidence
to the contrary, staff finds that the board can
take the following actions for a Certificate of
Demolition at 160 Oneida Street:
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1. Review the application as a Certificate of
Partial Demolition.

2. Continue the application to allow the
applicant time to provide updated and a
more comprehensive structural assessment
and economic hardship information, if the
HARB determines that the proposed
demolition exceeds the threshold of a partial
demolition.

Charles Sapp reviewed the application.
Ex Parte Communication:
(None)

23 certified notices were sent, 2 were
returned in favor, 0 were returned opposed,
and 2 had comments.

Public hearing was opened.

BJ Kalaidi stated she was concerned if the
building would be a contributing structure.
She said the district percentage would be
reduced after these historic structures were
demolished.

Public hearing was closed.

Mr. Benoit asked if the submitted site plan
was accurate and if it had a ten-foot
setback. He said regarding the overhangs,
the new overhangs would encroach when
added back with the new additions. He said
the lot was fifty feet wide, but he was unsure
if the setbacks were ten feet.

Mr. Birchim stated when a building was
nonconforming and demolished after an
approved Certificate of Demolition, then the
footprint was grandfathered in for one year,
and the new building could be reconstructed
within the one year retaining the
nonconforming setbacks and would have to
be substantially completed within that year
to retain the setbacks.

Mr. Benoit asked they could remove the roof
and add a new roof with overhangs.
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Mr. Birchim stated they could not be more
nonconforming, but they could be in the
same footprint. He said if they added an
addition to the back of the home that would
not be grandfathered in, and the extension
would have to meet requirements.

Mr. Benoit asked if the ten-foot setbacks
were accurate.

Mr. Birchim stated for a conforming lot, ten-
foot setbacks were accurate; however, for a
nonconforming lot it would be ten percent of
the width of the property.

Mr. Benoit informed the applicant that the
new proposed addition would exacerbate a
grandfather condition and would need
another review by a different Board.

Mr. Sapp stated each time he had spoken to
the City they were in the setbacks except for
the southwest corner of the building which
was one inch over the setback. He said it
was not straight on the lot but at a slight
angel. He said his understanding was the
setback was five feet on the side, both from
the surveyor and the City.

Mr. Benoit said it seemed to not be an issue
if it was five feet for the new roof. He said
this was a major change to the architecture
of the house and when previously reviewed
for full demolition, they focused on the bay
window as it had integrity. He said he was
pleased that the bay window would be
saved but overall, it was a full demolition.

The Board discussed:

o |If property was a contributing
structure, it would lose that status

e By preserving the one section it
maintained the streetscape

e Able to manage the overall scale of
the product

¢ Roof had changed dramatically
Hip roof shown in the photograph
made the front elevation what it was
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Two doors were not in the original
plans but would be in the location of
where it would have been

Thought the hip roof was an
important part of the building
Thought the roof Iline would
adversely affect the character of the
house and would adversely affect
the character of the neighborhood
Front elevation the same where the
bay window was

Would keep the way it was currently
only changing the roof line, adding
back the window above the bay
window and doors as shown on the
elevation

Pair doors above and single door
below

Porch would not be moved

Building would be off the register if
applicant removed roof, second
floor and most of the first floor
Unsure as to why they wanted to
demo so much of the building
instead of working with what they
had

Applicant wanted to keep as much
of the structure as possible
Downstairs room span was 2x4
(floor joist) with no support and
would not meet code

Applicant wanted to restore what
was able to be restored

Studs were not attached, and the
siding was termite eaten

House widens on the front
southside section

Back of the home not an issue
Demo plan showed large area rear
of the first and second floor could
come off without affecting the
integrity or the neighborhood but
limit to that area

Shifting of the south wall would
cause an issue if removed

Should protect the integrity of the
building

Unsure about expanding the home
because it would cause it to lose the
character of the building
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If significant termite damage could
repair and replace as needed but
not changing

Applicant did not think the south
side expansion would change the
overall look of the home

Current addition was added in the
1960’s

Would restore back to the original
look but a bit larger

Additional space needed for the
new staircase

Not in agreeance on approval for an
extension

House had been tented for termites
West wall had to be removed and
some of the interior support

Had a builder who was into
preservation

Home had been raised and beams
replaced

Would have to replace all the
flooring on the second floor and tie
back into north wall

Was not in favor off adding an
addition to the south side as it
changed the integrity of the front of
the building

Porch on the first floor had fallen off,
which would be reconstructed
Second floor porch was rotten and
dangerous which was to be repaired
and reconstructed

Board agreed to a partial demolition
to the west side, back of the house,
but not the in agreeance to the
south side

Perhaps table the application and
come back with new architectural
plans

Applicant cannot get all items
needed in the home without the
expansion

Board was concerned with the
exterior and the streetscape

If main structure was left alone and
built in the back of the property
might not be an issue
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e If able to see original roof lines and
decern the addition would be able to

support
MOTION
Mr. Benoit MOVED to CONTINUED
application PL2021-0132 to the

November 18, 2021. The motion was
SECONDED by Mr. MacDonald

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Benoit, MacDonald,
Duncan

NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY?

Weaver,

9. Planning and Staff

Communications

Building

9. (a) Planning and Building Staff
Approved Permits Report

(Provided for informational purposes)

10. Other Business

10. (a) Staff memo regarding October 5th
PZB meeting discussion related to
proposed partial demolition ordinance

language

Mr. Birchim provided and update for the
Board and thanked them for attending the
Planning and Zoning Board meeting and
providing feedback about the proposed
Ordinance. He said it would be discussed at
the next meeting, November 2, 2021, and if
they wanted to attend, they were more than
welcome.

Mr. Benoit stated the plan as written allowed
HARB to have design review for demolitions
and he was unaware of that and questioned
if it should stay in the Ordinance.

Ms. Courtney stated that if HARB could
review what was being replaced it would be
beneficial to the Board.

3 Break at 5:17 p.m.-5:28 p.m.
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Ms. Duncan noted that the Board was
already able to do that in the Historic
Districts but currently if any other
contributing builds were doing a partial
demolition, it would not have to come before
HARB.

Mr. Birchim stated it would reduce the
amount of inventory coming before HARB.

Mr. MacDonald stated the language was
important and what would be allowed to be
put back would be more in the form than the
materials.

Mr. Birchim stated the Board could
advocate; however, PZB could change the
language, but HARB could not.

Mr. MacDonald asked how the Board was
able to protect the homes that were
significant that were outside a historic
district.

Mr. Birchim stated it could be done through
demolition which was how it had been done
thus far or when they applied for a
preservation property tax exemption that
could also be tied to local landmark status.
Or to be proactive, have a historic
preservation planner create a list of homes
of potential landmark status properties and
present them to HARB and invite the
homeowners to HARB for review to add to
the National Register.

Mr. MacDonald thought this would be
wonderful to see; however, could be a
project for a later date. He stated he felt
there were many homes that should be
address.

Ms. Duncan stated some homeowners were
not aware of how to start the process for
local landmarks and she felt this could be a
way to get the information out to the public.

10.(b) Election of Chair and Vice-chair

The Board had a brief discussion about a
new chairperson and vice-chairperson.
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MOTION

Mr. Benoit MOVED to elect Ms. Duncan
as the Chairperson and Mr. MacDonald
as the Vice-Chairperson. The motion was
SECONDED by Mr. MacDonald.

VOTE ON MOTION:

AYES: Benoit, MacDonald, Duncan
NAYES: NONE

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

11. Adjournment

There being no further business, the
meeting was adjourned at 6:04 P.M.*

Catherine Duncan, Chairperson

4 Transcribed by Elyse Anderson
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EST. 165

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
Prepared for December 16, 2021 Meeting
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Application PL2021-0162 Address: 142 St. George Street

Applicant: Aunt Matilda’s Steampunk Trunk
Property Owner: SARF of St. Augustine, LLC

Project description: To approve a sign that does not meet Architectural Guidelines
for Historic Preservation pre-approved colors and fonts.

COVER SHEET
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COA PL2021-0162
142 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

SJ06481

. . o (Number assigned — no
Architectural Style:  Masonry Vernacular Florida Master Site File:  survey found)

Town Plan NR District:
National Register: ~ Noncontributing Construction date: 1933
Archaeology Zone: 1A Zoning District: HP-2

Parcel number: 1977200000
Previous Action(s): COA 2000-0819:

Approval to replace single
storefront with two new
Agenda Item: 6(a) storefronts

T
STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:

1) Located on the west side of the pedestrian St. George Street at 142-144, just south of Treasury Street, the c.
1930s masonry vernacular building was divided into two storefronts after a 2000 HARB approval.

2) The applicant is seeking approval for a sign with a design that includes brown, blue, and metallic gold colors and
fonts that do not match the pre-approved colors and lettering styles. The applicant was made aware that by
changing to pre-approved colors and fonts, the sign could be administratively approved. Signs may be approved
by HARB if they do not meet the pre-approved colors and fonts for administrative approval.

3) When comparing the proposed colors to the pre-approved colors:

a) Several brown tones exist that resemble proposed color 161 C including Dark Brownstone (SW 6089
“Grounded”), Rookwood Medium Brown (SW 2807), Rookwood Dark Brown (SW 2808), Fairfax (SW 2856),
and Aurora Brown (SW 2837)

b) The proposed blue accent/font color 3105 C most closely resembles pre-approved colors Shutter Blue
(Benjamin Moore 748) and Grey Blue (Benjamin Moore 744); however, 3105 C is brighter than both colors.

c) Metallic 871 C, proposed for the lettering and accents, appears to be a gold leaf-type color. Gold leaf finishes
have been accepted as an appropriate accent for signage in the historic district in the past, and there are
several examples of its use for both lettering and accents along St. George Street.

4) The custom fonts proposed share elements of several pre-approved fonts including Grant Antique, Cabaret,
Grange, Rennie Mackintosh, and Avenida but do not resemble a single pre-approved font close enough to allow
for administrative approval.

5) The proposed round shape and metal material are appropriate for the post-1821 architectural style and vinyl
adhesive over appropriate sign material (metal or wood) has been administratively approved in the past as an
equivalent to paint (color permanently affixed to the appropriate material).

6) The location, size, and height above ground level meet Sign Code requirements for Historic Sign Zone 1.
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COA PL2021-0162
142 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Based on a review of the AGHP, and without the support of evidence to the contrary, staff finds that the board can
APPROVE a Certificate of Appropriateness for a new sign at 142 St. George Street if the HARB makes the
following findings:
1. The proposed colors are generally appropriate based on:
a. Pre-approved browns closely related to 161 C
b. Common use of gold-leaf style paint, similar to 871 C, as an accent and font color
c. 3105 C (proposed blue) is a border accent and secondary font color and is not a predominant color
on the sign
2. The proposed custom fonts are appropriate because they share similar elements to pre-approved lettering.
3. The proposed use of vinyl adhesive has been administratively approved for signs in HP-2 as an equivalent to
paint (color permanently affixed) when placed on an appropriate material
4. All other Historic Sign Zone | criteria will be met.

Candice Seymour
Candice Seymour, Planning and Building Clerk

SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK:

1. Install a new double-faced circular black metal bracket sign, that is 29” diameter in size. with custom
fonts and colors that are not pre-approved:

a. Proposed colors correspond to Pantone colors: 161 C (brown color for circular border and font
shading); 3105 C (blue color for border accent and font); 871 C (metallic gold color proposed for
the lettering and accents)

b. Custom fonts are proposed

2. Sign will be hung from an existing iron bracket, which is centered above the storefront on the building’s
front fagade/east elevation, with the bottom of the sign at a height of 10°'2”

All other requirements for material, location, size, and height from ground level appear to meet those for
Historic Sign Zone 1.
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COA PL2021-0162
142 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

CITY CODES/DESIGN GUIDELINES:
SIGN CODE (See attachment 2)

ARCHITECTURAL GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Pre-Approved Guidelines

Some projects, while still requiring a permit from the Planning and Building Division, do not require review and approval

by the Historic Architectural Review Board (HARB). Projects which meet the following criteria are “pre-approved”:

4. Installing new signs, or repainting or changing the copy of existing signs using a combination of the colors on the
pre-approved color charts; provided the sign contains no graphics or very simple graphics; provided the sign copy
uses one of the pre-approved lettering styles; and provided the colors and lettering style are appropriate for the
architectural style of the building;

SIGNS

Secretary of the Interior’s Standard’s for Rehabilitation 2, 4, and 9 apply.
2. Retention of Distinguishing Architectural Character
4,
9.

Retention of Significant Later Alterations and Additions
Compatible Contemporary Design for New Alterations and Additions

The sizes, types, numbers and locations of signs everywhere in the city are regulated by the Sign Code.
Permits are required to install, repaint, move or change the copy of any sign. Signs must be on the same
property as the business or use they are advertising.

Installing or altering signs without a sign permit, or violating the terms and conditions of a sign permit will
result in a Stop Work Order, a citation or an appearance before the Municipal Code Enforcement Board. All
of these actions may result in fines.

Specific regulations and restrictions such as sign zones, sign types, dimensions and locations are addressed
in Chapter 3 of the City Code.

Additionally, in historic preservation zoning districts, the colors, lettering styles, graphics and materials for
signs are also regulated. All signs in historic preservation zoning districts must be approved by the
Historic Architectural Review Board (HARB) prior to issuance of a permit or must meet pre-approved
guidelines. Signs meeting pre-approved guidelines for colors, lettering style, graphics, materials, and
lighting may be approved by the Planning and Building Division.

Pre-approved color charts and examples of pre-approved lettering styles are available in the Planning and
Building Division.

All signs must be permanently mounted to the building or anchored in the ground. Surface graphics (signs

painted directly on the facade of a building), portable signs, internally illuminated signs, streamers and
pennants are specifically prohibited in the Historic Preservation Districts.

Page 4 of 6
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COA PL2021-0162
142 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

Generally

e |t is most appropriate to locate new signs on the flat, unadorned parts of a facade, including above doors
or windows.

e Use simple design and lettering styles such as block-style and serif style, painted in high contrast to the
sign board color.

e Sign panels should be square or rectangular and flush mounted.

e Highly ornate signs are inappropriate.

e Signs that obscure architectural details such as windows, cornice, decorative brickwork and storefronts are
inappropriate.

e Signs that interfere with the sight lines of adjoining buildings are inappropriate.

Other Post-1821 Styles

Appropriate materials are wood and metal. Letters and graphics may be painted directly on the sign board;
separate carved letters or graphics, or tiles may be fastened to the sign board; or the sign may be routed to
result in either raised or recessed letters and graphics. Signs made of polished, anodized or chromed metal
are not appropriate.

Appropriate sign types are bracket, pole, post, wall, facia and freestanding. Brackets or chains which are
attached to buildings to support signs may be made of wood, brass, copper, bronze, nickel, tin or iron.
Painted, polished, anodized or chromed metals are not appropriate.

Wood posts or metal poles which are anchored in the ground to support signs may be appropriate. Other
support structures which are anchored in the ground to support signs must be made of coquina, smooth
stucco over block, or brick.

Appropriate sign shapes are square, rectangular, circular, semi-circular, oval, shield, or a combination of
these shapes. Edges may be routed.

Victorian or Flagler lettering styles are appropriate. Lettering styles from the 16th, 17th or 18th century are
not appropriate. The lettering style should be simple and easily readable.

Paint colors should reflect the historical era and architectural style of the building. Generally, the sign should
have a dark border, a light sign board and dark letters. As an alternative, the sign could have a dark sign
board and light letters.

Graphics may include appropriate decorative elements, such as flowers, trees, animals, period objects,
pointing hands, celestial objects and borders.

Page 5 of 6
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COA PL2021-0162
142 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS:

Staff Photographs

Historic Sign Zone 1 Requirements
Pre-approved Color Samples
Pre-approved Font Samples

o=

Page 6 of 6
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street

Existing building facade with pre-existing sign bracket to be used for proposed sign

Staff Report pg. 7
Page 28 of 383



STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street
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Examples of existing sighage on St. George Street
Staff Report pg. 8
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street

Examples of existing sighage on St. George Street

Staff Report pg. 9
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street

Examples of existing sighage on St. George Street

Staff Report pg. 10
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street
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Examples of existing sighage on St. George Street

Staff Report pg. 11
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street

Examples of existing sighage on St. George Street

Staff Report pg. 12
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
142 St. George Street

icti ; Staff Report pg. 13
Examples of existing sighage on St. George Street Page 34 of 383




(1) Historic Zone 1.
a. Permitted signs. The following signs shall be permitted signs:
. Bracket.
. Wall.
. Facia.
. Post.
. Freestanding.
. Accessory.

AN N BN W

. Prohibited signs. The following signs shall be prohibited signs:

. Animated.

. Awning.

. Billboard.

. Bench.

. Canopy.

. Changeable copy, manual and automatic.

. Surface graphics.

8. Window; provided, however, that one (1) window sign (painted or etched) shall be
allowed for each window not to exceed six (6) square feet or two (2) feet by three (3)
feet. Such window signs will be counted toward the total maximum number of signs
permitted for each business. Additionally, one (1) sign per window may be permitted in
addition to all other signs authorized to be placed within three (3) feet of a window on
the interior of the building and not to exceed four (4) square feet (two (2) feet by two (2)
feet).

9. Off-premises.

10. Roof or above ground floor.

11. Sidewalk/sandwich.

12. Portable.

13. Illuminated/electrical, including interior signs visible from any public right-of-way,
notwithstanding any other provision of this Code.

14. Marquee.

15. Disfiguring.

16. Flashing.

NN DW= o

c. Number of signs. The maximum number of signs per entrance is two (2). The maximum
number of signs per business is three (3). No business identification sign shall be
permitted along a street or public way not providing direct public access to the principal
use or activity.

d. Specific requirements:

Updated Sign Code Clean Copy 05-2021
Page 19

Staff Report pg. 14
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Maximum Width{Total [Height [Miscellaneous

or Length Size [to
(sq. ft.)Bottom
Bracket/projecting36;inch;/24;inch; (6 8; ft; 36;inch; wide-maximum bracket]

and sign projection from wall =
44:inch;—24;inch; wide maximum|
bracket and sign projection from
wall = 32;inch;

Freestanding 36;inch;/30;inch; (7.5 IN/A Maximum 4;ft;6;inch; to top of sign|

structure
Post 36;inch;/30;inch; (7.5 8; ft;
Accessory 2 IN/A 1 per business, wall only
Wall 2:1t;/3;ft; 6 IN/A
Facia 1;ft; widel6 IN/A Must be placed above windows and]
6;ft; long doors

e. Exception. Notwithstanding the above, businesses fronting on Avenida Menendez
between Cuna Street and Bridge Street having a one-hundred-fifty-linear-foot street
frontage on Avenida Menendez are permitted to have three (3) signs with a total
square footage not to exceed eighty (80) square feet, and provided further that
businesses, having sixty-linear foot street frontage on Castillo Drive south of Orange
Street shall be permitted a total of three (3) signs with a total square footage not to
exceed forty (40) square feet, all in accordance with requirements otherwise
applicable to Historic Zone 3 pursuant to subsection (3).

f. Multiple frontage lots. One (1) additional sign allowed if the structure or use is located
on more than two (2) street frontages; provided that the business has an entrance on more
than two (2) streets and provided further that a single business located in a single building
occupying one hundred (100) lineal feet on one (1) street will be allowed sixty (60) square
feet of signs with no single sign to exceed twenty-four (24) square feet. Page)36 0P 383



Pre-approved Color Samples

Dark Brownstone Fairfax
(SW 6089) (SW 2856)

Rookwood Medium Brown Aurora Brown
(SW 2807) (SW 2837)

Rookwood Dark Brown
(SW 2808)

PANTONE
161C

Shutter Blue
(Benjamin Moore 748)

Grey Blue
(Benjamin Moore 744)

Proposed Colors For Reference

PANTONE
3105C

Staff Report pg. 16
Page 37 of 383
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Received November 19, 2021
Planning and Building Department

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE
HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION

0 OPINION m CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

$50.00 Alterations to single family home, site work, and site feature

$150.00 | Construction of new single family home, major alterations, ad valorem tax exemption

E‘i 00.00' Alterations to all other buildings, site work, or features except single family home

$200.00 | New construction except single family home
BDAC Project No._ PL2021-0162

Receipt No. 2246440 Meeting Date: __December 16, 2021

Advertising Costs $ Postage $ Receipt No.

NAME OF APPLICANT Leslie Kill
Business (if applicable)Aunt Matilda's Steampunk Trunk

Address 142 St. George Street
City St. Augustine stateF L Zip Code 32084
Daytime telephone 419-627-0707 Other phone/email matilda@auntmatildas.com

The above contact information will be used for correspondence. Please ensure this information is accurafe.
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER Sarf Of St Augustine LLC

Business (if applicable)

Address 2 \t\/ 9 o Skf ’Cﬁ"_
city_{\Je wion state_ NC ZipCode_ 25 %

Daytime telephone (required) L‘Cﬂ = Flcl (- AS> L[ Other phone
PROJECT STREET ADDRESS 142 St. George Street

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lot6  Block 15 Subdivision_City of St Aug Parcel_1977200000
EXISTING USEShop PROPOSED USE Shop

PROPOSED PROJECT WORK

A. DEMOLITION (if historic architectural features will be permanently removed a Certificate of Demolition is required and must
be heard simultaneous with this application) [1YES [E NO
B. REHABILITATION (check repair or replace and provide a description on the line provided)

REPAIR REPLACE
Roof

Roof structures (dormers, chimneys, etc.),

Exterior finishes (stucco, masonry, siding)

Porch/Deck/Balcony

Awning/Canopy

Exterior Doors

Windows
Shutters

Foundation (including infill)

Exterior lighting & other appurtenances

Existing fences, walls & gates

o[ g
0 1 - 7 O <

Existing parking, walkways & other site features

October 2017
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Recelved November 19, 2021
Planning and Building Department

C. NEW CONSTRUCTION (check and specify all work items that apply)
New building

New addition

New roof structures (dommers, chimneys, etc.)

New porch/deck/balcony

New awning/canopy.

New entrances

New window opening/sashes

New exterior lighting

New fencefwall/gate

New parking/walkways/other site features

0000000 e

Exterior utility service/mechanical equipment
D. PAINT COLORS (check one)

D Scheme with pre-approved paint colors (exterior colors available upon request)

1 Custom color scheme (provide color samples & building elevations showing color placement)
No painting associated with proposed project
7. OVERALL PROJECT DESCRIPTION (attach additional pages if necessary)

Addition of new sign to reflect the new lessor of the properly. Signage details are atiached.

8. AGREEMENT

If the applicant is different than the property owner, the application must be signed by both parties. A letter of
authorization signed by the property owner must be submitted in absence of the property owner’s signature or
where an authorized agent signs in lieu of the property owner.

In filling out this application, | understand that it becomes part of the Public Record of the City of St. Augustine
and hereby certify that all information contained herein is accurate to the best of my knowledge.

{ further understand that if this application is for an Opinion of Appropriateness, | must still obtain a Certificate
of Appropriateness before project work can begin. If this application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness
and it is approved, | am required to obtain other development approvals, archaeological review, and a building
permit as necessary prior to sitarting project work. Once a hearing date has been set and a legal nolice has
been published or posted, the applicant must be prepared fo present the request af the scheduled hearing
date. Subsequent hearings requiring re-notice as a result of the applicant posiponing or re-scheduling any
hearing will also be assessed fo the applicant. -

» FERY 2
PRINT APPLICANT'S NAME Leche ){\j L . ,
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT Koal A0 ﬁ/ A pate__ [ |/] géﬁlo& {
PRINT OWNER'S NAME SP}BF of St. Augustine, LLC.
SIGNATURE OF OWNER_M\_E A pATE 11/18/2021

<2

Florida Statute 286.0105 states that a person appealing any decision by this board at any meeting regarding this application may need a
verbatim record of the proceedings which includes testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

@
I
|
@
1
i
E
|
|
i
1
|
;
5
?
l
|
|
%

’ October 2017
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VL 20 -0 L7 }F-/ Z Ph 6@»3& Jj""‘u* Received November 19, 2021

Planning and Building Department

Application Sufficiency Review

COMPLETENESS REVIEW CHECKLIST

A Certificate or Opinion of Appropriateness appiication and refated plans shall be submitted for review and
approval by the Historic Architectural Review Board for exierior alterations and new construction associated
with any building in designated historic preservation zoning districis (HP-1 through HP-5). In addition, a
Ceriificate of Appropriateness shall be required for any proposed work on buildings immediately adjacent and
in view of historic preservation zoning districts HP-1, HP-2, and HP-3. All proposed work items shall be
reviewed for consistency and compliance with the 2011 edition of the Archifectural Guidelines for Histforic
Preservation, Cily of Saint Augustine, Florida. Copies of this document are available for a fee upon request
and on the website at: http://www.staugustinegovernment.com/your government/documents/AGHP2.pdf

Relevant information necessary for Certificate or Opinion of Appropriateness review shall include but not be
limited to the below items depending on the scope and scale of the project and as referenced in the “Plan
Requirements” section in the Architectural Guidelines for Historic Preservation. The minimum application
requirements for each scope of work are indicated below. Discuss the project with Planning Staff if the project
is unique and needs to be addressed in a different manner. Applications must be sufficiently complete at the
time of submittal or will be advertised as incomplete and may be delayed. Minor details may be submitted up
to 10 days before the meeting to the Planning and Building Department and HARB will determine if additional

:“‘" : materials may be presented at the meeting.
1ASE=2 INITIAL CONFIRMING YOU HAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE STATEMENTS

*The below is a list of requirements based upon the scope of work. To be completed by planning stafi
ROOFS AND ROOFING (sheathing, framing, chimneys, dormers, cupola, parapet, cornice, eave, bracket, drainage system, etc.)

OK  Need NA
[ [0 [OPhotographs of existing roof and affected features
(g)u D\ O O [IBrochure or sample of proposed roof surface including applicable colors, patterns, material, texture
\ =] O [IDocumentation of justification for changing roof and/or roof feature and the extent of the affected area. Permanent
removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.
1& z YO (| [[IScaled drawing of existing and proposed conditions if roof or roof feature will change its shape, scale, size, profile,

pattern (not necessary for roof sheathing changes only)

EXTERIOR FINISHES (wood siding and decorative features, masonry surfaces and feafures, stucco)

Need N/A

[IPhotographs of existing surface or feature including close-up and full building perspective

[IBrochure or sample of proposed finish including applicable colors, patterns, material, texture, dimensions of reveals,
mortar width/color as applicable

[IDocumentation of justification for changing the siding, finish, or feature and the extent of the affected area

[(IScaled drawing of existing and proposed conditions if full replacement material is proposed which will change the
appearance of the building through its shape, scale, size, profile, pattern, and/or texture

oo ooR
oo od

PORCHES, DECKS, BALCONIES (including loggias/colonnades, porch enclosures, associated decorative features)

oK NA

[IPhotographs of existing porch/deck/balcony or location of proposed porch/deck/balcony

[IScaled site plan showing the building and existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony and property lines if applicable

[IScaled elevation(s) showing the building and existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony

[IScaled detail of existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony showing material, consiruction detail, finish details

[IDocumentation of justification for changing the existing porch/deck/balcony and the extent of the affected area.
Permanent removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application. :

W[ W]
o o

AWNING/CANOPY _

OK  Need NA

[0 [  [IPhotographs of existing awning/canopy or location of proposed awning/canopy

] ] [IScaled site plan showing the building and existing or proposed awning/canopy location and property lines if applicable

[} O [IScaled elevation(s) showing the building fagade and existing or proposed awning/canopy. A ‘typical’ elevation can be
used if all awning/canopies are exactly the same and have the same impact to the facade g

O O [IScaled detail of existing or proposed awning/canopy showing shape, placement, color, and construction details to
include supporting structure, framing, hardware, and anchors/attachment details

O (| [CIDocumentation of justification for changing the existing awning/canopy and the extent of the affected area

EXTERIOR DOORS (door openings, doors, screen doors, trim and details such as transoms, sidelights, hoods, hardware)
OK  Need N/A

[} [} [ IPhotographs of existing door(s) or location of proposed new door opening(s)

O O [IScaled elevation(s) showing the building fagade and existing or propesed door (not necessary for just replacement door
in existing door opening)

[0 [O  [CFor new openings, a scaled wall section

(] ] [IBrochure, sample, or scaled drawing of proposed door(s) including material, all dimensions, finish, glazing, and
hardware

O [O [ODocumentation of justification for changing the existing door(s) and the extent of the affected area.

October 2017
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CONTINUED
*The below is a list of requirements based upon the scope of work. (7o be completed by planning staff)*

WINDOWS (windows, shuiters, and other associated features)
Need NA
[IPhotographs of affected window(s) or location(s) of proposed new window opening(s)
LCIFor new openings, a scaled wall section with proposed window
[IBrochure or sample showing the material, window type, all dimensions and profiles, finish, glazing, and hardware
[IScaled elevation of existing and proposed window; a “typical” elevation can be used if multiple windows are affected as
long as the existing and proposed conditions are identical at each location
[JFor replacing historic windows: a window evaluation including locations, condition of paint, condition of frame and sill,
condition of sash (rails, stiles, muntins), glazing problems, hardware type and condition, overall condition
assessment by qualified professional.
FOUNDATION (replacement, infill, alteration including elevation)
Need  N/A :
] [IPhotographs of affected foundation in detail and in context of whole building and adjacent buildings
O [JScaled site plan showing building footprint and extent of existing and proposed foundation wall/piers/slab or infill
|| [IMaterial sample, scaled detail drawing, and/or brochure showing the proposed material(s), colors, finish, pattern, and
construction details
| 1 Documentation of justification for changing the existing foundation and the extent of the affected area. Permanent
removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.
EXTERIOR ELECTRICAL/MECHANICAL (light fixtures, vents, utilities, pool systems, vending)
OK  Need NA
0] LI [dPhotographs of existing details and context of affected site area within view of the proposed project
[0 [0  [IBrochure, sample, or scaled drawing showing the materials, light intensity and source, hardware, colors/finish
O O [IFor new equipment, scaled drawing showing proposed project with contex site and/or building

O OOoog
O OoOoO

I R [

FENCES/WALLS/GATES

| O [IPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed fence/wall/gate and detail photo of any existing fence/wall/gat:

O [l [IScaled site plan showing the property line, building footprints, sidewalks, driveways and other major site features and j
proposed fence/wall (smaller projects may not require a scaled site plan like short extensions of existing
fences/walls)

|} | [IDrawing of proposed fence/wall/gate showing material, finish, height, spacing distance, shapes, patterns, hardware,

construction section
&LIaND,

PARKING, LANDSCAPE OR OTHER SITE FEATURE (plant materials, sidewalk, driveway, fountain, pool, ramp, trellis, well)

| % [IPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed feature and detail photo of any existing affected features

|} BdScaled site plan showing the property line, building footprints, sidewalks, driveways and other major site features and
proposed feature (smaller projects may not require a scaled site plan if limited to a small area)

m =l [IDetails of proposed features including material, finish, height, spacing, shapes, patterns, hardware, construction details
such as a section drawing

1 1 mz‘lant material list with identification, quantity, size at planting and maturity, spacing

NEW CONSTRUCTION (accessory structure/outbuilding, garage, and other new buildings)

[0 [ [OPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed construction with context area
O O [IScaled site plan showing the property line and existing site features like buildings, sidewalks, driveways
O [  [IScaled site plan showing the property fine and proposed construction
[0 [ [OScaled landscape plan
[0 [ [IScaled elevation drawings showing existing building(s) and major site features
O [ [JScaled elevation drawings showing proposed building(s) and major site features
O (M| [Iwall sections
O || [CIRefer to required details above for related roof, finishes, porches, doors, windows, foundation, electrical/mechanical
O O [IScaled elevation drawing (line drawing with minimal detail) showing the existing and proposed streetscape
[0 [  [IScaled footprint diagram showing proposed building footprint(s) and surrounding existing building footprints
™ (| [IWritten summary describing existing and proposed conditions and project’s consistency with zoning code _
% Other details necessary for review: "
& -~ \ .
— Pleasrd Providg QoAl sl aldernahree vmal ﬁrz.f)\. Co &M\u
i not Alowwd por ow Arhildwral Gude " R N/ prdl
v -
Nl {7\0}0/‘ g,{ buw |ding & Contexs a,/frot) L wonld be Aejp ﬂ\l
. - . Frag?
Project number: ?LZV h-0lbl Project Address: H Z— ‘ﬂ} 6” P(SL (y
: \"H\ﬂ"} . 20U
Reviewed by: J\\\\ v O" ol Date: ) ). 23- 20
October 2017
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Received November 19, 2021
Planning and Building Department

Aunt Matilda’s Steampunk Trunk - 142 St. George St.

mounting
points

Double-faced Maxmetal sign with adhesive vinyl graphics
Total sign area: 5.84 sf
Four colors: pms 161¢, pms 3105¢, pms 871c (metallic), hlack



Received November 19, 2021
Planning and Building Department

Aunt Matilda’s Steampunk Trunk - 142 St. George St.

AUNT MATILDAS

Sign graphic detail
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Planning and Building Department

Aunt Matilda’s Steampunk Trunk - 142 St. George St.

mounting
points

AUNT MATILDAS

Total sign area: 5.84 sf
Four colors: pms 161¢, pms 3105¢, pms 871c¢ (metallic), black



Proposed Colors detailed by Applicant

(Black also proposed, but not pictured)

PANTONE PANTONE

3105 C 161C PANTONE®
871 C
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Public Records of St. Johns County, FL Clerk # 2008043372, O.R. 3110 PG 1779,
08/04/2008 at 10:55 AM REC. $13.00 SUR. $14.00 Doc. D $8570.10

EXE

Prepared by:
/N+ Holly Sheppard
FET ySheppard & Sheppard, P.A.
1301 Plantation Island Drive South, Suite 204A.
Saint Augustine, Florida 32080-3111

File Number: 08-0603

General Warrantp Deed

Made this July 28, 2008 A.D. by Dulcy Freeman and Sloane A. J. Freeman, hereinafter called the

grantor, to SARF of St. Augustine, LLC, a Florida limiied liability eompany, whose post office address is: 211
West 9th Street, Newton, NC 28658, hereinafter called the grantee:

{Whenever used herein the term "grantor” and "grantee” include all the partties to this instrument and the heirs,

legal representatives and assigns
of individuals, and the successors and assigns of curporations)

Wimesseth, that the grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars, ($10.00) and other
valuable considerations, receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, hereby grants, bargains, sells, aliens,

remises, releases, conveys and confirms unto the grantee, all that certain land situate in St. Johns County,
Florida, viz:

Lot 6, Block 15, CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE, according to the official map of said City of St. Augustine
on file in the office of the Clerk of the Circuit Court, St. Johns County, Florida.

Parcel ID Number: 197720-0000

[Said property is not the homestead of the Grantor under the laws and constitution of the State of Florida in
that neither Grantor nor any members of the household of Grantor reside thereon.]

Together with all the tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereto belonging or in anywise

appertaining.
To Have and to Hold, the same in fee simple forever.

And the grantor hereby covenants with said grantee that the grantor is lawfully seized of said land in
fee simple; that the grantor has good right and lawful authority to sell and convey said land; that the grantor
hereby fully warrants the title to said land and will defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons

whomsoever; and that said land is free of all encumbrances except taxes accruing subsequent to December 31,
2007.

DEED Individual Warranty Deed - Legal on Face 2pgs
Closers' Choice
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OR BK 3110 PG 1780

Prepared by:
- Holly Sheppard
Sheppard & Sheppard, P.A.
1301 Plantation Island Drive South, Suite 204A
Saint Augustine, Florida 32080-3111

File Number: 08-0603

In Witness Whereof, the said grantor has signed and sealed these presents the day and year first above
written.

Signed, sealed and delivered in our presence:

%/Q g
( //
T /\J
y ¥r -
Witness Printed Name /\/OLL\/ SHEIPALD Addresss Pos Off1c<_a Box 4508
/ St. Augustine, FL 32085

\OMNLe o 084 hwe

Witgx)ess Printed Name &)E’&g\% %CE\"\'ME

State of Florida
County of __ Y Johns

80‘“%

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this July 28, 2008, by Duley Freeman, who is/are
personally known to me or who has produced valid drivers license as identification.

ALY

(Affix Notary Seal) Notary Public \
Print Name:

My Commission Expires;

. HOLLY SHEPP,

D 3 MY COMMISSION ¥ DD 746090
EXPIRES: January 3, 2012

Bonded Thru Notary Public Undecwriters

DEED Individual Warranty Deed - Legal on Face 2pgs
Closers’ Choice
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OR BK 3110 PG 1781

Prepared by:

Holly Sheppard

Sheppard & Sheppard, P.A.

1301 Plantation Island Drive South, Suite 204A
Saint Augustine, Florida 32080-3111

File Number: 08-0603

Signed, sealed and delivered in our presence:

A__. A .
v

v ‘ Sloamzél(. J. FW ‘
Witness Printed Name 4 /) Address: 211 West 9th Street, Newton, NC 28658

Fohiln Vi
Witness Pnntedd ﬁéHEQ_\/__lZ&LIG#N

State of North Carolina
County of _LJ AD colnl

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this July 28, 2008, by Sloane A. J. Freeman, who
is/are personally known to me or who has produced valid drivers license as identification.

(Affix Notary Seal) " gAERSG™, I’uhhc
Y o2 h“‘ "»,__ Print Name: (/\S oS- &C\ VevsSo

' g :E My Commission Expires: Y -J¥-OS

R ITTIT N

DEED Individual Warmranty Deed - Legal on Face 2pgs
Closers' Choice
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PROPERTY APPRAISER

Eddie Creamer

gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1977200000

St. Johns County, FL

Apply for Exemptions

|

|

Sales Questionnaire Form

If you are a new owner of this property, please click here to submit a Sales Questionnaire

|

|

2021 TRIM Notice

|

Summary

Parcel ID
Location Address

Neighborhood
Tax Description*

Property Use Code
Subdivision
Sec/Twp/Rng
District

Millage Rate
Acreage
Homestead

1977200000

140 ST GEORGE ST

142 ST GEORGE ST

144 ST GEORGE ST

SAINT AUGUSTINE 32084-0000

City St Aug ON St George St (COM) (610.07)
CITY OF ST AUG LOT 6 BLK 15 OR3110/1779

*The Description above is not to be used on legal documents.

Stores (1100)

City of St Augustine

18-7-30

City of St Augustine (District 452)
19.3368

0.170

N

Owner Information
Owner Name Sarf Of St Augustine LLC 100%

Mailing Address

https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=9608&LayerlD=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1977200000

211W9THST
NEWTON, NC 28658-0000
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https://www.sjcpa.us/
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/cyclomedia/streetsmartmap.aspx?AppID=960&viewpoint=556896.16608,2021362.3946&proj=EPSG:2236&yaw=111.53030891&hFov=100&pitch=0&creds=86Ky7Qq0cxB-7qp4D0JFkuu2JmVJJs9yflhgqpd0ia4pywmz3J5WLQuYqrzrIlFvARqybfQEzOKuQ45MjWP_4Czny9ZknT2qI3N1_K4-eJk1
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=2126098112&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=2126098112&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=2126098112&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=749142393&KeyValue=1977200000
https://cyclomedia.com/
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=749142393&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qPublic.net

11/22/21, 10:15 AM

Valuation Information

Building Value

Extra Features Value
Total Land Value
Agricultural (Assessed) Value
Agricultural (Market) Value
Just (Market) Value
Total Deferred

Assessed

Value

Total Exemptions

Taxable Value

Historical Assessment Information

Year

2021
2020
2019
2018
2017
2016
2015
2014
2013
2012
2011
2010

Building
Value
$195,928
$205,267
$140,322
$145,161
$181,451
$186,290
$191,129
$115,267
$116,690
$119,537
$122,383
$123,806

Extra Feature
Value

$377
$377
$377
$377
$669
$669
$669
$669
$669
$669
$669
$669

Building Information

Building
Year Built

Actual Area
Conditioned Area

Use
Style
Class

Exterior Wall

Description
BASE AREA
CANOPY (COMMERCIAL)
CANOPY (COMMERCIAL)
Total SqFt

https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=9608&LayerlD=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1977200000

1

1933
3432
3328

Stores (City/Historical)

04
N

gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1977200000

Values listed are from our working tax roll and are subject to change.

Total Land
Value

$748,000
$748,000
$673,200
$598,400
$598,400
$306,680
$291,720
$291,720
$278,850
$278,850
$309,238
$343,200

Concrete Block, Concrete Stucco

Ag (Market)
Value

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Ag (Assessed)
Value

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Roof Cover

Roof Structure
Interior Flooring
Interior Wall
Heating Type
Air Conditioning
Bedrooms

Baths

Just (Market)
Value

$944,305
$953,644
$813,899
$743,938
$780,520
$493,639
$483,518
$407,656
$396,209
$399,056
$432,290
$467,675

Built Up
Rigid Frame
Ceramic Tile
Drywall

Air Duct
Central

Square Footage
3328

52

52

3432

Assessed
Value

$794,406
$722,187
$656,534
$596,849
$542,590
$493,264
$448,422
$407,656
$396,209
$399,056
$432,290
$467,675

Exempt
Value

$149,899
$231,457
$157,365
$147,089
$237,930
$375
$35,096
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

2022
$186,598
$377
$748,000
$0

$0
$934,975
$61,128
$873,847
$0
$873,847

Taxable
Value

$794,406
$722,187
$656,534
$596,849
$542,590
$493,264
$448,422
$407,656
$396,209
$399,056
$432,290
$467,675
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https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=1&PageID=0&Q=397770502&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=397770502&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=397770502&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=397770502&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=397770502&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qPublic.net

11/22/21, 10:15 AM

Sketch Information

gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1977200000

Room Type

Base

CCN

&6

22

&8

Extra Feature Information

Code Description
Wood Fence
Concrete Paving

Land Information

Use Description Front
Stores 55

Depth
136

Status

Total Land Units
7480

Value

377

Unit Type
SF

Land Value
$748,000

https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=9608&LayerlD=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1977200000 Page 52 of gés


https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=1168298430&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=1938826358&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=1938826358&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&KeyValue=1977200000
https://qPublic.net

11/22/21, 10:15 AM gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1977200000

Sale Information

Recording Instrument
Date Sale Date Sale Price Type Book Page Qualification Vacant/Improved Grantor Grantee
7/28/2008 $1,224,300.00 WARRANTY 3110 1779 V] | FREEMAN DULCY & SARF OF ST AUGUSTINE LLC
DEED FREEMAN SLOANE A J
8/3/2004 $59,200.00 QUIT CLAIM 2255 876 U | FREEMAN AVERY (HER FREEMAN DULCY
DEED 1/31INT)
5/2/2000 $100.00 PERSONALREP 1533 1384 U | FREEMAN JACQUELINE FREEMAN DULCY, AVERY &
ESTATE SLOANE (T/C)
1/13/1999 $0.00 OTHER 1383 196 U | FREEMAN JACQUELINE FREEMAN JACQUELINE
INSTRUMENT (DECD 11/25/98) ESTATE (LETT OF ADMIN)
5/7/1971 $0.00 WILL 1383 190 U [ FREEMAN JACQUELINE FREEMAN JACQUELINE
(WILL)
No data available for the following modules: Exemption Information.
. : € Schneider
User Privacy Policy GEOSPATIAL

GDPR Privacy Notice
Last Data Upload: 11/19/2021,11:41:29 PM

https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=9608&LayerlD=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1977200000 Page 53 of 4\')%3


https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=3110&pagenumber=1779
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=3110&pagenumber=1779
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=2255&pagenumber=876
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=2255&pagenumber=876
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=1533&pagenumber=1384
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=1533&pagenumber=1384
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=1383&pagenumber=196
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=1383&pagenumber=196
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=1383&pagenumber=190
https://apps.stjohnsclerk.com/Landmark/Document/GetDocumentByBookPage/?booktype=OR&booknumber=1383&pagenumber=190
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=1938826358&KeyValue=1977200000
https://www.schneidergis.com/privacypolicy
https://www.schneidergis.com/gdprprivacynotice
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/LastUpdated.aspx?BaseDoc=StJohnsCountyFL&AppID=960
http://schneidergis.com/
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&KeyValue=1977200000
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Previous on List Next on List Return to List Fictitious Name Search

Eiling History

Fictitious Name Detail

Fictitious Name
AUNT MATILDA'S STEAMPUNK TRUNK

Filing Information
Registration Number G16000071132

Status ACTIVE
Filed Date 07/19/2016
Expiration Date 12/31/2026
Current Owners 1

County ST. JOHNS
Total Pages 2

Events Filed 1

FEI/EIN Number 47-1970360

Mailing Address

106 SAINT GEORGE ST
STEB
ST AUGUSTINE, FL 32084-366

Owner Information

KILL, LESLIE A

4880 LAS FLOTRES C
ELKTON, FL 32137
FEI/EIN Number: NONE
Document Number: NONE

Document Images

07/19/2016 -- Fictitious Name Filing | View image in PDF format |

07/05/2021 -- Fictitious Name Renewal Filing [ IELT IRERPS (T DI LeliiE ]

Previous on List ~ Nexton List = Return to List Fictitious Name Search

Eiling History

dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficidet.exe?action=DETREG&docnum=G16000071132&rdocnum=G 16000071132 Page 54 of géS


http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficidet.exe?action=DETRPL&name=&docnum=G16000071132&rdocnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficidet.exe?action=DETRNL&name=&docnum=G16000071132&rdocnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficregl.exe?action=REGRET&docnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficevent.exe?docnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficidet.exe?action=DETRPL&name=&docnum=G16000071132&rdocnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficidet.exe?action=DETRNL&name=&docnum=G16000071132&rdocnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficregl.exe?action=REGRET&docnum=G16000071132
http://dos.sunbiz.org/scripts/ficevent.exe?docnum=G16000071132
http://www.sunbiz.org/FIC/2016/0719/60121586.tif
http://www.sunbiz.org/FIC/2021/0706/70469067.tif
http://dos.myflorida.com/sunbiz/
http://dos.myflorida.com/
https://sunbiz.org

11/22/21, 10:17 AM Detail by Entity Name

DivisioN oF CORPORATIONS
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Department of State / Division of Corporations / Search Records / Search by Entity Name /

Detail by Entity Name

Florida Limited Liability Company
SARF OF ST. AUGUSTINE, LLC

Filing Information

Document Number LO8000056000
FEI/EIN Number N/A

Date Filed 06/05/2008
State FL

Status ACTIVE

Principal Address

140-144 ST. GEORGE STREET
ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084

Mailing Address

211 WEST 9TH STREET
NEWTON, NC 28658

Registered Agent Name & Address
BOLES, JOSEPH LJR.

19 RIBERIA ST.
ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084

Name Changed: 04/06/2012

Address Changed: 04/06/2012
Authorized Person(s) Detail

Name & Address

Title MGR
FREEMAN, SLOANE A

211 WEST 9TH STREET
NEWTON, NC 28658

Annual Reports

Report Year Filed Date
2019 02/06/2019
2020 01/16/2020
2021 01/09/2021

https://search.sunbiz.org/lnquiry/CorporationSearch/SearchResuItDetaiI?inquirytype=EntityName&directionType=Initial&searchNameOrder=§§§5§T§5. of ?3%3


http://dos.myflorida.com/
http://dos.myflorida.com/sunbiz/
http://dos.myflorida.com/sunbiz/search/
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/ByName
http://dos.myflorida.com/sunbiz/
http://dos.myflorida.com/
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/SearchResultDetail?inquirytype=EntityName&directionType=Initial&searchNameOrder=SARFSTA

11/22/21, 10:17 AM

Document Images

01/09/2021 -- ANNUAL REPORT

01/16/2020 -- ANNUAL REPORT

02/06/2019 -- ANNUAL REPORT

01/22/2018 -- ANNUAL REPORT

03/17/2017 -- ANNUAL REPORT

04/14/2016 -- ANNUAL REPORT

04/01/2015 -- ANNUAL REPORT

02/02/2014 -- ANNUAL REPORT

03/21/2013 -- ANNUAL REPORT

04/06/2012 -- ANNUAL REPORT

02/20/2011 -- ANNUAL REPORT

04/18/2010 -- ANNUAL REPORT

04/29/2009 -- ANNUAL REPORT

06/05/2008 -- Florida Limited Liability

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format

View image in PDF format
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https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-4f9e98db-ad24-4caa-b6a6-5a79bbeb180d&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-4f9e98db-ad24-4caa-b6a6-5a79bbeb180d&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-e9b64a42-5023-43ae-a454-35b4769b5182&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-e9b64a42-5023-43ae-a454-35b4769b5182&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-6ed2610a-0b32-4981-99b8-f65741b39295&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-6ed2610a-0b32-4981-99b8-f65741b39295&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-4fedfcdc-1382-44fa-9131-81856ff0aea8&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-4fedfcdc-1382-44fa-9131-81856ff0aea8&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-37f92936-e70d-4c28-a7eb-5604107f3152&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-37f92936-e70d-4c28-a7eb-5604107f3152&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-a589363a-cbc9-4048-9fdc-54f9a609d9fc&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-a589363a-cbc9-4048-9fdc-54f9a609d9fc&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-563d8fad-660a-4570-8e89-6d5d0989e1eb&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-563d8fad-660a-4570-8e89-6d5d0989e1eb&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-0219f22f-e80e-4f77-a08c-4ad8ddf1a9ed&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-0219f22f-e80e-4f77-a08c-4ad8ddf1a9ed&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-cf268bb6-f09a-4aa7-be63-87f0f7ce6891&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/GetDocument?aggregateId=flal-l08000056000-b91ff1a5-8da6-40fa-857c-69d710541dc7&transactionId=l08000056000-cf268bb6-f09a-4aa7-be63-87f0f7ce6891&formatType=PDF
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/ConvertTiffToPDF?storagePath=COR%5C2012%5C0407%5C27741067.tif&documentNumber=L08000056000
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https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/ConvertTiffToPDF?storagePath=COR%5C2011%5C0221%5C95326443.tif&documentNumber=L08000056000
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https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/ConvertTiffToPDF?storagePath=COR%5C2008%5C0611%5C30268814.Tif&documentNumber=L08000056000
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/SearchResultDetail?inquirytype=EntityName&directionType=Initial&searchNameOrder=SARFSTA

cATY OF

stTAUGUSTINE.

EST. 1565

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
Prepared for December 16, 2021 Meeting
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Application PL2021-0161 Address: 3 St. George Street
Applicant: Les Thomas, Architect
Property Owner: Historic Fraser Properties, LLC

Project description: To construct a bathroom addition to the rear/east elevation
of the existing building.

e
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COA PL2021-0161
3 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

“Spanish Colonial”

Architectural Style:  Interpretation Florida Master Site File:  N/A
Town Plan National Register
National Register:  Historic District Construction date: c. 1978
Archaeology Zone: |A Zoning District: HP-3
Parcel number: 1963700010
COA F2015-0188
Agenda ltem: 6(b) Previous Action(s): (New building on site)

S
STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:

1. This building was constructed in the late 1970s according to the St. Johns County Property Appraiser records and
is bounded by St. George Street to the west and Castillo Drive to the east, just south of Orange Street.

2. A Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) application was previously approved by the HARB to construct a one-story
detached restroom facility structure to the northern part of the property (F2015-0188: listed under 1 St. George
Street), but building records were not found to indicate this was constructed in that location. An addition to the
south side of the existing 3 St. George Street building was completed around 2018 under permit PR2017-2289.

3. According to the Architectural Guidelines for Historic Preservation (AGHP), for the HP-2 and HP-3 Zoning Districts,
“all new structures, regardless of use, shall conform to the design characteristics described in The Houses of St.
Augustine 1565-1821, by Manucy,” or an accredited authority. Further, “new construction must reproduce designs
reflecting one of the three distinctive Colonial periods.” While this building is a new interpretation, the addition is to
follow the requirement that “additions to pre-1821 buildings must reproduce all elements of the St. Augustine Style.”

4. A small (224 sq feet) attached addition is now proposed to be constructed to the rear of the existing building with
this new COA application to accommodate restrooms that will be relocated to free up more room at the front. An
opening is proposed on what will become a shared interior wall to access the new addition from the interior. The
rear wing will be located within the existing service yard adjacent to the rear/east elevation which is enclosed with
one of the building’s exterior walls and a tall wood fence to the north and east with double gates along the east.

5. A new, but shorter 56" high wood board fence will extend flush with the adjacent building’s fence line and meets
the AGHP’s minimum height requirement for First and Second Spanish Colonial buildings, materials, and flat-top
treatment. The 59” total width of the proposed double gates slightly exceed the AGHP’s recommendation of 50”
being the most appropriate width, but may be similar in width to the existing gate.

6. Exterior materials on the addition are proposed to match the existing stucco building.

7. The low one-story wing with flat roof is in keeping with the design of the existing Spanish Colonial interpretation

building along with some of the examples from Manucy, and appears to be compatible in design and scale to the

existing building. The proposed design does not appear that it will make a significant impact to the overall
building as it will be: located on a rear elevation and not visible from the front fagade or primary streetscape;
located in what is currently/proposed service area, behind a 5’6” high fence; and will be subservient to the primary

building with its height and mass (the overall height of the addition is 11'4").

Any redevelopment plans may require additional zoning review.

9. Based on the preliminary plans, the proposed project may meet the ground-disturbance criteria outlined in the
archaeological preservation ordinance and need a new A14 Archaeological Review Application. Coordination with
the City Archaeologist should begin as soon as possible to avoid interruptions in the construction schedule.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Based on a review of the AGHP, and without the support of evidence to the contrary, staff finds that the board can
APPROVE a Certificate of Appropriateness at 3 St. George Street if the HARB finds that the design of the

proposed addition is compatible with the existing building and meets the applicable Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for Rehabilitation 2 and 9.

Julie Courtney
Julie Courtney, Historic Preservation Officer

©
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COA PL2021-0161
3 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK:

1. Construct a 224 square feet addition to the rear / east elevation of the existing building with exterior
materials on the addition are proposed to match the existing stucco building to include:
a. A flat built-up type roof to match the existing
b. Three-coat stucco with a smooth finish
2. Construct a new 56" high Cyprus wood fence and set of double 59” wide gates to extend from the same
existing eastern fence line of the adjacent property.

Page 3 of 7
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COA PL2021-0161
3 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

CITY CODES/DESIGN GUIDELINES:
ARCHITECTURAL GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Secretary of the Interior’s Standard’s for Rehabilitation 2, 3, 8, 9, and 10 apply.
2. Retention of Distinguishing Architectural Character

3. Recognition of Historic Period

8. Protection and Preservation of Significant Archaeological Resources

9. Compatible Contemporary Design for New Alterations and Additions

10. Reversibility of New Alterations and Additions

Architectural Styles for New Construction

Buildings may not use distinctive design elements and features from a period different from the one being
reproduced. While it may be appropriate for some later period details to be included on an earlier period
building to reflect its evolution over time, it is never appropriate to place earlier period features on a later period
building.

HP-2 and HP-3

Reconstructions in the St. Augustine Style with all the permutations of development from 1565 to 1821, are the
only forms of new construction permitted in Historic Preservation-Two and -Three (HP-2 and HP-3). All new
structures, regardless of use, shall conform to the design characteristics described in The Houses of St. Augustine
1565-1821, by Albert Manucy, or as documented and verified for pre-1821 St. Augustine structures by the St.
Augustine Historical Society, Historic American Building Survey or other accredited authority. * New construction
within these districts must reproduce designs reflecting one of the three distinctive Colonial periods: First Spanish
(1702-1763), British (1764-1783) or Second Spanish (1784-1821). Reproductions reflecting First Spanish Period
design are recommended. See sections below regarding pre-1821 designs for new construction.

Pre-1821 Designs for New Construction

* Pre-1821 Site Plans

For buildings constructed in the St. Augustine Style, the front facade is located directly on the street. If the finished
floor elevation requires it, the building may be set back the width of one step. If more steps are required, they
must be within the building.

The remainder of the front property line is enclosed by a wall or fence. Most properties should be completely
enclosed by a wall or fence.

Buildings are usually oriented to the south or east, with the building constructed on the north or west property line.
This arrangement provides both shade and a usable side yard.

On all First Spanish Period and most Second Spanish Period buildings, the entrance to the house is through a
gate into the yard, loggia or porch. The door into the building itself is under the loggia or porch or faces the yard.
The British introduced doors into the street facade, although in many instances the Spanish style entry was
retained.

* Pre-1821 Building Plans
There are three basic building plan types in the St. Augustine Style. These are the Common Plan, St. Augustine
Plan and the Wing Plan.

Page 4 of 7
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COA PL2021-0161
3 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

The Common Plan is a simple one or two room building used by both the Spanish and the British. Quite often,
the longer dimension of the building was perpendicular to the street. This type of building grew and expanded
with the fortune and family of the owner, usually in single file.

The St. Augustine Plan is an adaptation of the Common Plan to the Florida climate. A loggia or gallery, usually
located on the south or east facade, provides shade and shelters doors and windows. A Common Plan building
could be converted to the St. Augustine Plan by the addition of a loggia or gallery. The British retained this building
plan and adapted it for several new buildings.

The Wing Plan is an expansion of a Common Plan or St. Augustine Plan building through the addition of a wing.
This plan may be L-shaped or (less commonly) U-shaped. Usually, a gallery on the inside of the building connects
the rooms.

In general, facades should be simple and balanced, often symmetrical, and almost devoid of decoration. There
is a rhythm of solids and voids, with a greater proportion of solid wall to doors and windows.

Additions

o Place functions and services required for a new use in non character defining interior spaces rather than
constructing a new addition.

o Keep new additions to historic buildings and adjacent new construction to a minimum.

e Locate an attached exterior addition at the rear or on an inconspicuous side of an historic building, and limit
its size and scale in relationship to the historic building.

o Design for new work should always be clearly differentiated from the historic building and should be
compatible in terms of mass, materials, relationship of solids to voids, and color.

Don't...

o Expand the size of an historic building by constructing a new addition when the requirements of the new use
could be met by altering non-character-defining interior spaces.

e Attach a new addition so that the character-defining features of the historic building are obscured, damaged
or destroyed.

¢ Design a new addition so that its size and scale are out of proportion to the historic building, thus diminishing
its historic character.

¢ Duplicate the exact form, material, styling and detailing of the historic building in the new addition so that the
new work appears to be part of the historic building.
Imitate a historic style or period of architecture in new additions, especially those used for contemporary uses.
Design and construct new additions that result in the diminution or loss of the historic character of the building
including its design, materials, workmanship, location or setting.

e Use the same wall plane, roof line, cornice height, materials, siding lap or window type to make the new
addition appear to be part of the historic building.

Pre-1821
Additions to pre-1821 buildings must reproduce all elements of the St. Augustine Style.

Post-1821
Additions to post-1821 buildings should reference design motifs from the historic building.

Page 5 of 7
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COA PL2021-0161
3 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

Fences, Walls and Gates
Do...

e Retain and repair existing historic fences, walls and gates.

Don't...

e Remove historic fences and walls.

o Install cinder block walls; or ornate iron or wood, rough cedar, chain link, wire or post and rail fences.

o Install fences of inappropriate scale that obscure the overall design of the building or its individual features.

Pre-1821

The fence or wall is an extension of the building along the front property line. All front property lines must be enclosed
by a fence or, more commonly, a masonry wall. All First Spanish Period and most Second Spanish Period buildings
are entered first through a gate in the front wall and then through a door in the side of the building facing the yard. This
is one of the defining features of St. Augustine Plan architecture. All exposed side and rear yards must be enclosed
as well.

First Spanish Period fences may be poles, stakes or random width boards. Masonry walls are covered with
smooth finish stucco or plaster with a rounded or steeply angled cap.

British Period and Second Spanish Period fences may be poles, stakes, pickets, board or clapboard. Masonry
walls are covered with smooth finish or ashlar joint stucco, or plaster. Caps may be round, steeply angled or
flat with a slight overhang.

Fences must be nailed or pegged, not stapled. Exposed nail heads must appear as hand wrought colonial nails.
Boards should be substantial, not flimsy. Board fences are generally flat topped, while poles, pickets and stakes have
sharply angled tops. Wood fences may be painted white or left unpainted.

Walls may be constructed of poured coquina concrete, tabby, course squared coquina stone, or masonry finished with
smooth stucco or plaster. Walls may be painted to match the structure or painted white. A zocalo may also be used.
Gates in fences should reflect the design of the fence. Gates may be single or double leaf, ship lap, tongue-and-
groove, beaded boards, square edged boards, or multi-paneled. Fences and walls continue over the gate at a higher
elevation. Gates in walls should be topped by a substantial lintel two to three feet higher than the wall.

First and Second Spanish Period fences and walls must be a minimum of five and one-half feet high. British
Period fences and walls must be a least six feet high.

The most appropriate gate width is fifty inches with the smallest opening being forty-four inches.

Hardware should be made of wood, leather or iron. Iron must be painted black. Brass generally is not appropriate for
St. Augustine. Modern locks must be installed flush with the gate face and painted black. Hinges are black iron and
should not appear machine stamped or flimsy. Exposed nail heads must reflect the design of 18th Century hand made
nails. Modern nail heads should not be visible.

Figure 1 in AGHP depicts pre-1821 walls and fences.

Page 6 of 7
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COA PL2021-0161
3 St. George Street
December 16, 2021

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS:
1. Staff Photographs
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STAFF PHOTOGRPAHS
3 St. George Street

Front fagade of building and side addition, facing east from St. George Street
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STAFF PHOTOGRPAHS
3 St. George Street
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Rear/east elevation of building: Facing north toward project area’s location behind wooden fence and south
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STAFF PHOTOGRPAHS
3 St. George Street

Rear/east elevation of building: Facing north and west toward project area’s proposed location behind wooden fence
with adjacent building’s fenced in area to the north
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STAFF PHOTOGRPAHS
3 St. George Street

Rear/east elevation of building:
Facing west and south toward
project area’s proposed location
behind existing wooden fence.
*Note that a new proposed fence with
gates would be shorter at 5’6" high.

Staff Report pg. 12
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STAFF PHOTOGRPAHS
3 St. George Street

South elevation of
building, facing west
toward St. George Street
location behind
wooden fence,
with adjacent building and
fenced-in area to the
north

Front of building: Facing
north toward the city gates
and Orange Street
from St. George Street

Rear of building: Facing northwest toward proposed location
of project area behind wooden fence
with adjacent building and fenced-in area to the north

Staff Reportk Pg. 1‘3
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STAFF PHOTOGRPAHS
3 St. George Street

| o T L P : Facing east toward Castillo Drive from rear

.....

GoogleMaps Image (March 2021) from Castillo Drive:
Facing west toward proposed location of project area
behind wooden fence
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' 207
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE NOV 19 2071
HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD APPI;ICATIONp;anmr,q/

3 1 OPINION M\CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

$50.00 Alterations to single family home, site work, and site feature

$150.00 | Construction of new single family home, major alterations, ad valorem tax exemption

P

< $100.00 terations to all other buildings, site work, or features except single family home

200.00 | New construction except single family home

BDAC Project No.__P1.2021-0161

g 2 i
Receipt No.?'ZLH,_)' L‘\ Meeting Date:
Advertising Costs $ Postage $ Paid on Receipt No.
]

. 2 ri /]
NAME OF APPLICANT__L2<, | hoprre /z;l@f/t\ TEN
Business (if applicable) 57)1/1/) &
Address % /:@”‘(Z/OL“UJ% St
City___ 7. Aqas_ State_[ 7~ Zip Code___ 370 £4-
Daytime telephone q'@’ 5’24 N ‘/9'51’:? Other phone/email et ~F Ll "éZé 7
The above contact information will be used for correspondence. Please ensure this information is accurate.
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER __ [/ STeyze e *720%
Business (if applicable) / : . T
Address___ 73 St. 2 ZA T
City. ,ﬁ. VAN ('*)State 7 Zip Code_ B2 & <7L
Daytime telephone (é(}uired) Other phone 304" ZO‘F ‘ [f77
PROJECT STREET ADDRESS 7z 3 S ceorCE ST _
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lot _Block Subdivision Parcel_
EXISTING USE_{ZZsscizm A/ PROPOSED USE ___ [z41,
PROPOSED PROJECT WORK

A. DEMOLITION (If historic architectural features will be permanghtly removed a Certificate of Demolition is required and must
be heard simultaneous with this application) [ YES NO
B. REHABILITATION (check repair or replace and provide a description on the line provided)

REPAIR REPLACE
Roof

Roof structures (dormers, chimneys, etc.)

Exterior finishes (stucco, masonry, siding)

Porch/Deck/Balcony

Awning/Canopy

Exterior Doors

Windows
Shutters

Foundation (including infill)

Exterior lighting & other appurtenances

Existing fences, walls & gates

oobbooooooon

D@\DDDDDDDDDD

Existing parking, walkways & other site features

October 2017
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C. NEW CONSTRUCTION (check and specify all work items that apply)
New building

New addition_ 774 5F.

New roof structures (dormers, chimneys, etc.)

Planning/Building Dept

New porch/deck/balcony

New awning/canopy

New entrances

New window opening/sashes

New exterior lighting

New fence/wall/gate

New parking/walkways/other site features

Exterior utility service/mechanical equipment
D. PAINT COLORS (check one)

1~ Scheme with pre-approved paint colors (exterior colors available upon request)

D Custom color scheme (provide color samples & building elevations showing color placement)
| No painting associated with proposed project

7. OVERALL PROJECT D SCRlPTlO (attac additional pages if necessary) .
W-EW - (A

AGREEMENT

If the applicant is different than the property owner, the application must be signed by both parties. A letter of
authorization signed by the property owner must be submitted in absence of the property owner's signature or
where an authorized agent signs in lieu of the property owner.

In filling out this application, | understand that it becomes part of the Public Record of the City of St. Augustine
and hereby certify that all information contained herein is accurate to the best of my knowledge.

! further understand that if this application is for an Opinion of Appropriateness, | must still obtain a Certificate
of Appropriateness before project work can begin. If this application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness
and it is approved, | am required to obtain other development approvals, archaeological review, and a building
permit as necessary prior to starting project work. Once a hearing date has been set and a legal notice has
been published or pasted, the applicant must be prepared to present the request at the scheduled hearing
dafe. Subsequent hearings requiring re-notice as a result of the applicant postponing or re-scheduling any
hearing will also be assessed to the apphcant

PRINT APPLICANT'S NAME 47? “74 T m/_x_/ﬁ )
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT _. Y L= prt )
PRINT OWNER'S NAME __ !‘M I8 2w .

SIGNATURE OF OWNER _f A = Z ,;' - S’;L"'"’""" é‘m‘“&ﬁ&TE / / /C:"-—’%\

Florida Statute 286.0105 states that a person ‘é';:"lpealing any decision by this board at any meeting regarding this application may need a
verbatim record of the proceedings which includes testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

Oclober 2017
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Application Sufficiency Review

COMPLETENESS REVIEW CHECKLIST

A Certificate or Opinion of Appropriateness application and related plans shall be submitted for review and
approval by the Historic Architectural Review Board for exterior alterations and new construction associated
with any building in designated historic preservation zoning districts (HP-1 through HP-5). In addition, a
Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required for any proposed work on buildings immediately adjacent and
in view of historic preservation zoning districts HP-1, HP-2, and HP-3. All proposed work items shall be
reviewed for consistency and compliance with the 2011 edition of the Architectural Guidelines for Historic
Preservation, City of Saint Augustine, Florida. Copies of this document are available for a fee upon request
and on the website at: http://www.staugustinegovernment.com/your _government/documents/AGHP2.pdf

Relevant information necessary for Certificate or Opinion of Appropriateness review shall include but not be
limited to the below items depending on the scope and scale of the project and as referenced in the “Plan
Requirements” section in the Architectural Guidelines for Historic Preservation. The minimum application
requirements for each scope of work are indicated below. Discuss the project with Planning Staff if the project
is unique and needs to be addressed in a different manner. Applications must be sufficiently complete at the
time of submittal or will be advertised as incomplete and may be delayed. Minor details may be submitted up
to 10 days before the meeting to the Planning and Building Department and HARB will determine if additional

Ir“""= materials may be presented at the meeting.

L_———J INITIAL CONFIRMING YOU HAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE STATEMENTS

*The below is a list of requirements based upon the scope of work. To be completed by planning staff*

= [ROOFS AND ROOFING (sheathing, framing, chimneys, dormers, cupola, parapet, cornice, eave, bracket, drainage system, etc.)
Need N/A
B+ [OPhotographs of existing roof and affected features
B, [CIBrochure or sample of proposed roof surface including applicable colors, patterns, material, texture
O EIPocumentation of justification for changing roof and/or roof feature and the extent of the affected area. Permanent
removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.
| EScaled drawing of existing and proposed conditions if roof or roof feature will change its shape, scale, size, profile,
pattern (not necessary for roof sheathing changes only)

EXTERIOR FINISHES (wood siding and decorative features, masonry surfaces and features, stucco) < '\? ) @/ (v p’ m
Need N/A e o 7 Nal nat
[CIPhotographs of existing surface or feature including close-up and full building pectivi 3 ~(oaf Pro fo ~A,
[CIBrochure or sample of proposed finish including applicable colors, patterns@aterial!' textdre,”dinTensions of reveals,
mortar width/color as applicable =
| BDocumentation of justification for changing the siding, finish, or feature and the extent of the affected area

| [AScaled drawing of existing and proposed conditions if full replacement material is proposed which will change the
appearance of the building through its shape, scale, size, profile, pattern, and/or texture

I o [

OO oo

PORCHES, DECKS, BALCONIES (including loggias/colonnades, porch enclosures, associated decorative features)

N/A

[JPhotographs of existing porch/deck/balcony or location of proposed porch/deck/balcony

[IScaled site plan showing the building and existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony and property lines if applicable

[IScaled elevation(s) showing the building and existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony

[CJScaled detail of existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony showing material, construction detail, finish details

[CJDocumentation of justification for changing the existing porch/deck/balcony and the extent of the affected area.
Permanent removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.

Z
]
(]
(%

o o
OOo0ood

[IPhotographs of existing awning/canopy or location of proposed awning/canopy

[[IScaled site plan showing the building and existing or proposed awning/canopy location and property lines if applicable

[[IScaled elevation(s) showing the building fagade and existing or proposed awning/canopy. A ‘typical’ elevation can be
used if all awning/canopies are exactly the same and have the same impact to the facade

[CIScaled detail of existing or proposed awning/canopy showing shape, placement, color, and construction details to
include supporting structure, framing, hardware, and anchors/attachment details

[CJDocumentation of justification for changing the existing awning/canopy and the extent of the affected area

EXTERIOR DOORS (door openings, doors, screen doors, trim and details such as transoms, sidelights, hoods, hardware)
Need N/A
[IPhotographs of existing door(s) or location of proposed new door opening(s)
[IScaled elevation(s) showing the building fagade and existing or proposed door (not necessary for just replacement door
in existing door opening)
[JFor new openings, a scaled wall section
[[IBrochure, sample, or scaled drawing of proposed door(s) including material, all dimensions, finish, glazing, and
hardware
[CJDocumentation of justification for changing the existing door(s) and the extent of the affected area.

O OO oo
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CONTINUED
*The below is a list of requirements based upon the scope of work. (To be completed by planning staff)*

WINDOWS (windows, shutters, and other associated features)

N/A

[IPhotographs of affected window(s) or location(s) of proposed new window opening(s)

[C]For new openings, a scaled wall section with proposed window

[CIBrochure or sample showing the material, window type, all dimensions and profiles, finish, glazing, and hardware

[IScaled elevation of existing and proposed window; a “typical” elevation can be used if multiple windows are affected as
long as the existing and proposed conditions are identical at each location

[IFor replacing historic windows: a window evaluation including locations, condition of paint, condition of frame and sill,
condition of sash (rails, stiles, muntins), glazing problems, hardware type and condition, overall condition
assessment by qualified professional.

FOUNDATION (replacement, infill, alteration including elevation)

N/A

[[]Photographs of affected foundation in detail and in context of whole building and adjacent buildings

[[]Scaled site plan showing building footprint and extent of existing and proposed foundation wall/piers/slab or infill

[CIMaterial sample, scaled detail drawing, and/or brochure showing the proposed material(s), colors, finish, pattern, and
construction details

(M ] Documentation of justification for changing the existing foundation and the extent of the affected area. Permanent

removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.

EXTERIOR ELECTRICAL/MECHANICAL (light fixtures, vents, utilities, pool systems, vending)

OK  Need NA

] [ [[IPhotographs of existing details and context of affected site area within view of the proposed project

1 [l [CIBrochure, sample, or scaled drawing showing the materials, light intensity and source, hardware, colors/finish
(] (| [IFor new equipment, scaled drawing showing proposed project with context site and/or building

Z
]
o]
Q.

O OOoog
[ | [

Z
]
@
o

O Ooog
OoO

FENCES/WALLS/GATES
X [CIPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed fence/wall/gate and detail photo of any existing fence/wall/gate
™ [Scaled site plan showing the property line, building footprints, sidewalks, driveways and other major site features and

&
n

+»| proposed fence/wall (smaller projects may not require a scaled site plan like short extensions of existing
ad) fences/walls)

@i

O [CIDrawing of proposed fence/wall/gate showing material, finish, height, spacing distance, shapes, patterns, ardwaEgV

construction section Vg‘\ ‘d; I ilf
A

‘ _—’_——#
D{M'\‘QJ if Ok“‘b\\L ey d}fm\f o N
PARKING, LANDSCAPE OR OTHER SITE FEATURE (plant materials, sidewalk, driveway, fountain, pool, ramp, trellis, well)
= [CIPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed feature and detail photo of any existing affected features

[IScaled site plan showing the property line, building footprints, sidewalks, driveways and other major site features and
proposed feature (smaller projects may not require a scaled site plan if limited to a small area)

[[IDetails of proposed features including material, finish, height, spacing, shapes, patterns, hardware, construction details
such as a section drawing

[IPlant material list with identification, quantity, size at planting and maturity, spacing

NEW CONSTRUCTION (accessory structure/outbuilding, garage, and other new buildings)

[CJPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed construction with context area

[[IScaled site plan showing the property line and existing site features like buildings, sidewalks, driveways g

[IScaled site plan showing the property line and proposed construction [ Harol Jo  r@md (Whare FN(?Q"";;)/
caled landscape plan Jnor ane)

[CIScaled elevation drawings showing existing building(s) and major site features

[[IScaled elevation drawings showing proposed building(s) and major site features

[ ]Wall sections

[ |Refer to required details above for related roof, finishes, porches, doors, windows, foundation, electrical/mechanical

[ |Scaled elevation drawing (line drawing with minimal detail) showing the existing and proposed streetscape

[[IScaled footprint diagram showing proposed building footprint(s) and surrounding existing building footprints

l:IWri@ summary describing existing and proposed conditions and project’s consistency with zoning code

Naed more dotar) ke ovorall lob 72 £ Jok Fovarage /L,
U - v

HOOOOOROO0

% Other details necessary for review: ;
- Nad mMose detar)? on fance/ wal ~ Jates .‘F naw zre meo/’U(/
— Phete/ god drawinf/ o/ &irPg 0ant elevaren ¢ nopths Jovah
AL honld be Rajp ful

Project number: PL Z1-0)b) Project Address: 3 &fh GQOFSQ JM
Reviewed by: ()U‘:Q’ pr’f*\%"X Date: 11 .23- 202l
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11/22/21, 9:45 AM gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1963700010

L —
proerty appraiste — St. Johns County, FL

Eddie Creamer

Apply for Exemptions

| |

Sales Questionnaire Form
If you are a new owner of this property, please click here to submit a Sales Questionnaire

| |

2021 TRIM Notice

| |

Summary

Clicking Image Opens Cyclomedia Viewer In a New Tab

12/4/2020 >

Parcel ID 1963700010
Location Address 1ST GEORGE ST

3 ST GEORGE ST

SAINT AUGUSTINE 32084-0000
Neighborhood City St Aug ON St George St (COM) (610.07)

Tax Description* 69/49-50 FRASER REPLAT LOT 1A
*The Description above is not to be used on legal documents.
Property Use Code Restaurants & Cafeterias (2100)

Subdivision Fraser Replat

Sec/Twp/Rng 18-7-30

District City of St Augustine (District 452)
Millage Rate 19.3368

Acreage 0.210

Homestead N

Owner Information

Owner Name Historic Fraser Properties LLC 100%
Mailing Address 11 MAGNOLIA AVE
SAINT AUGUSTINE, FL 32084-0000

https://gpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=960&Layer|D=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1963700010 Page 77 of gés
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https://cyclomedia.com/
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=1605729711&KeyValue=1963700010
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&KeyValue=1963700010
https://qPublic.net

11/22/21, 9:45 AM

qPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1963700010

Valuation Information

Building Value

Extra Features Value

Total Land Value

Agricultural (Assessed) Value
Agricultural (Market) Value
Just (Market) Value

Total Deferred

Assessed Value

Total Exemptions

Taxable Value

Historical Assessment Information

Building Extra Feature Total Land
Year Value Value Value
2021 $333,002 $25,313 $756,825
2020  $404,400 $26,307 $756,825
2019  $379,912 $24,644 $741,520
2018  $312,785 $8,420 $741,520
2017  $318415 $9,999 $741,520
2016  $393594 $10,390 $300,316
2015  $403,372 $10,781 $271,118
2014  $386,032 $10,972 $271,118
Building Information
Building 1
Year Built 1978
Actual Area 4110
Conditioned Area 2600
Use Mixed Use (Store/Office/Residential Combo)
Style 04
Class N
Exterior Wall Concrete Siding, Concrete Stucco
Description

CANOPY (COMMERCIAL)
CANOPY (COMMERCIAL)

BASE AREA
FINISHED UPPER STORY
MASONRY ADDITION
Total SqFt
Building 2
Year Built 1986

https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=9608&LayerlD=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1963700010

Values listed are from our working tax roll and are subject to change.

Ag (Market)

Value
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Ag (Assessed)
Value

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Roof Cover

Roof Structure
Interior Flooring
Interior Wall
Heating Type
Air Conditioning
Bedrooms

Baths

Roof Cover
Roof Structure

Just (Market) Assessed
Value Value

$1,115,140 $1,115,140
$1,187,532 $1,093,970
$1,146,076 $994,518
$1,062,725 $852,203
$1,069,934 $774,730
$704,300 $704,300
$685,271 $685,271
$668,122 $668,122

Cedar Shanks
Gable Hip
Hardwood
Drywall

Air Duct
Central

Square Footage
1010

500

1000

1300

300

4110

Built Up
Rigid Frame

Exempt
Value

$0
$93,562
$151,558
$210,522
$295,204

$0

$0

$0

2022
$325,000
$24,318
$756,825
$0

$0
$1,106,143
$0
$1,106,143
$0
$1,106,143

Taxable
Value

$1,115,140

$1,093,970
$994,518
$852,203
$774,730
$704,300
$685,271
$668,122
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https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=1&PageID=0&Q=1254357820&KeyValue=1963700010
https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=960&LayerID=21179&PageTypeID=4&PageID=9059&Q=1605729711&KeyValue=1963700010
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11/22/21, 9:45 AM gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1963700010

Actual Area 2482 Interior Flooring  Concrete Finish, Ceramic Tile
Conditioned Area 2346 Interior Wall Drywall
Use Mixed Use (Store/Office/Residential Combo) Heating Type Air Duct
Style 04 Air Conditioning  Central
Class N Bedrooms
Exterior Wall Concrete Stucco Baths
Description Square Footage
BASE AREA 1340
MASONRY ADDITION 750
MASONRY ADDITION 256
CANOPY (COMMERCIAL) 72
CANOPY (COMMERCIAL) 64
Total SqFt 2482
Sketch Information
Room Type
MAD
FINISHED UPPER STORY
Base
& & CCN
&
f=ta ]
30
35 25 25 35
52
fad ad
5o 5
42 40
30
25
25 25
8 12
40

https://qpublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?ApplD=9608&LayerlD=21179&PageTypelD=4&PagelD=9059&KeyValue=1963700010
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11/22/21, 9:45 AM gPublic.net - St. Johns County, FL - Report: 1963700010

Room Type
CCN
| IMAD |
Base
30
13
12
&
5 12 .
I
8 1 45
27
30
10
5
g 3
g 8
9
9 28 o
Extra Feature Information
Code Description Status Value
Sprinkler Wet 3536
Detached Finished Open Porch 1421
Asphault Paving 2246
Wood Fence 835
Concrete Paving 382
Cabin (1 Room) 5502
Brick Pavers (1001-3000) 10396
Land Information
Use Description Front Depth Total Land Units Unit Type Land Value
Restaurants & Cafeterias 0 0 7058 SF $635,220
Restaurants & Cafeterias 0 0 2211 SF $121,605
No data available for the following modules: Exemption Information, Sale Information.
Schneider
User Privacy Policy "GEOS"AT'A'—

GDPR Privacy Notice
Last Data Upload: 11/19/2021,11:41:29 PM
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11/22/21, 9:39 AM Detail by Entity Name

DivisioN oF CORPORATIONS
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Department of State / Division of Corporations / Search Records / Search by Entity Name /

Detail by Entity Name

Florida Limited Liability Company
HISTORIC FRASER PROPERTIES, LLC

Filing Information

Document Number L12000028164
FEI/EIN Number 45-4668008
Date Filed 02/27/2012
State FL

Status ACTIVE

Principal Address

11 MAGNOLIA AVE.

ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084
Mailing Address

11 MAGNOLIA AVE.

ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084
Registered Agent Name & Address
BAILEY, JOHN DJR.

780 N. PONCE DE LEON BLVD.
ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084

Authorized Person(s) Detail

Name & Address

Title MGR

FRASER, JOHN W

11 MAGNOLIA AVE.

ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084

Title MGR

FRASER, V. BRYAN

117 2ND STREET

ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FL 32080

Title MGR

BINNINGER, JOAN E

: i i 1 el i = i i i =|niti =
https://search.sunbiz.org/Inquiry/CorporationSearch/SearchResultDetail?inquirytype=EntityName&directionType=Initial&searchNameOrder: "ﬁ%Tg%Ré‘t of 33%3


http://dos.myflorida.com/
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11/22/21, 9:39 AM Detail by Entity Name

114 HERONS NEST LANE
ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32080

Title MGR

FRASER, ELAINE

C/O OLDEST WOODEN SCHOOL HOUSE
14A ST GEORGE STREET

ST. AUGUSTINE, FL 32084

Title MGR

BINNINGER, STEVEN P

114 HERONS NEST LANE
ST AUGUSTINE, FL 32080

Annual Reports

Report Year Filed Date
2019 02/14/2019
2020 02/05/2020
2021 02/11/2021

Document Images

02/11/2021 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
02/05/2020 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
02/14/2019 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
01/30/2018 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
01/27/2017 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
02/13/2016 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
02/09/2015 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
01/23/2014 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
02/05/2013 -- ANNUAL REPORT View image in PDF format ‘
02/27/2012 -- Florida Limited Liability View image in PDF format ‘
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cATY OF

stTAUGUSTINE.

EST. 1565

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
Prepared for December 16, 2021 Meeting

: I_ Exterior Exhaust Duct to Terminate roughly
1' above existing parapet wall

=]

Approximate Location of New
Exterior Exhaust Duct to
Service Interior Hood

Application PL2021-0163 Address: 61 Spanish Street
Applicant: Len Weeks Construction Design Development
Property Owner: 108-110 St. George Street, LLC

Project description: To construct a walk-in cooler addition and add an exterior
exhaust vent to the rear/northeast corner of the existing building.

COVER SHEET Staff Report pg. 1
Page 83 of 383



COA PL2021-0163
61 Spanish Street
December 16, 2021

“Spanish Colonial” N/A
Architectural Style:  Interpretation Florida Master Site File:  for new building
Town Plan National
National Register:  Register Historic District  Construction date: c. 2017
Archaeology Zone: IA Zoning District: HP-2
Parcel number: 1975900010
COA F2013-0087
for building, with
Agenda Item: 6(c) Previous Action(s): many related COAs

T
STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:

1. Located on the east side of Spanish Street, between Hypolita and Treasury Streets, this building is newer
commercial building that has not yet received its Certificate of Occupancy, which was constructed starting about
4-5 years ago in the HP-2 Zoning District and St. Augustine Town Plan National Register Historic District.

2. A walk-in cooler, with spec dimensions listed as 9'9” square and a height of 77", is proposed to be placed directly
behind the building that fronts Spanish Street and located in the rear courtyard that is enclosed with a property wall.
.26-guage stucco galvanized panels with a white finish will cover all exposed exterior walls, including the roof, and
the single metal door will face south according to the applicant. A framed building addition will not be constructed
to accommodate this mechanical unit.

3. Additionally, an exhaust vent with intake and exhaust fans and related ductwork is also proposed on the roof at the
rear/northeast corner of the existing building. The applicant indicated to staff that possibly one of the ducts could
be run through the interior, but a second would have to run up to the mechanical venting equipment that will be
placed on the second story roof and would extend from below the 2 floor balcony of the east/rear elevation.

4. According to the Architectural Guidelines for Historic Preservation (AGHP), “mechanical equipment should be
placed in an inconspicuous location behind buildings or where it is screened .... This equipment should not be
visible from the street and should not be located on street facades...or within patios. This equipment may be
located on the roof if it is completely screened by a parapet wall or lattice.” Similarly, the AGHP states that vents
should not be conspicuous and “should be made unobtrusive by shape, color and location.”

5. While the cooler unit will be screened from Spanish Street by the building, it will not be completely screened. At
least the upper portion will be visible from behind the south side wall along the property, which is bounded by a
large parking lot. Verification is needed on the actual appearance of the exterior cooler walls and door.

6. By placing the venting system’s units on the rear portion of the roof, which has a parapet wall, they will not be fully
visible, but confirmation on the parapet wall’s height is needed. The ductwork running to the roof may be partially
visible when looking toward the rear of the building from Spanish Street. To help be as inconspicuous as possible,
vents and flashing should be painted to match the color of the building or the roof, as recommended by the AGHP.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Based on a review of the AGHP, and without the support of evidence to the contrary, staff finds that the board can take

the following actions for a Certificate of Appropriateness at 61 Spanish Street.

1. APPROVE if the HARB finds that the proposed exterior mechanical equipment consisting of a walk-in cooler and
ventilation system mechanical units meets the Secretary of the Interior's Standards 9, will not radically change the
appearance of the building, and will be located in the least conspicuous area, with the following condition:

a. thatthe any visible units, vents, or ductwork be painted to match the color of the building or the roof

2. Continue to provide the applicant time to consider a way to fully screen the walk-in cooler and any of the mechanical
unit equipment that will be visible

Julie Courtney
Julie Courtney, Historic Preservation Officer
Page 2 of §
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SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK:

1. Install a walk-in cooler directly behind the building, with listed specifications:
a. Dimensions: 99" square and 7’7" H
b. Exterior finish: . 26-guage stucco galvanized panels, white - for all exposed exterior walls/roof

2. Install ventilation system on northeast corner of 2nd story parapeted roof and ductwork® on northeast
corner of rear / east elevation to extend below 2n floor balcony to the roof, with listed dimensions:
a. Exhaust Fan: 64"Hx35"W
b. Supply Fan: approximately 70"Hx121"W
*Duct will terminate approximately 1" above the existing parapet wall according to the elevation plans in
the application packet.

Page 3 of 5§
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CITY CODES/DESIGN GUIDELINES:
ARCHITECTURAL GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Secretary of the Interior’s Standard’s for Rehabilitation 2, 5, 8 and 9 apply.
2. Retention of Distinguishing Architectural Character

5. Sensitive Treatment of Distinctive Features and Craftsmanship

8. Protection and Preservation of Significant Archaeological Resources
9. Compatible Contemporary Design for New Alterations and Additions

Electrical and Mechanical Equipment

Modern electrical and mechanical equipment can be intrusive on both the site and the neighborhood. Electrical and
mechanical equipment includes: electric meters, panels and risers; vents and stacks; and similar electrical and
mechanical devices.

Do...

¢ Install a completely new mechanical system if required for the new use so that it causes the least alteration possible
to the building’s floor plan and exterior elevations, and the least damage to historic building materials.

o Install vertical runs of ducts, pipes and cables in closets, service rooms, chases and wall cavities.

o Install air conditioning units, if required by the new use, in such a manner that the historic materials and features
are not damaged or obscured.

¢ |Install heating and air conditioning units in window frames in such a manner that the sash and frames are protected.
Window installations should be considered only when all other viable heating and cooling systems would result in
significant damage to historic materials.

Don't...

e Install a new mechanical system so that character-defining structural or interior features are radically changed,

damaged or destroyed.

Install vertical runs of ducts, pipes and cables in places where they will obscure character-defining features.

Cut through features such as masonry walls in order to install air conditioning units.

Radically change the appearance of an historic building, or damage or destroy windows by installing heating or air

conditioning units in historic window frames.

Pre-1821

Electrical and mechanical equipment should be placed in an inconspicuous location behind buildings or where it
is screened by walls, fences, gates or lattice. This equipment should not be visible from the street and should not
be located on street facades, adjacent to galleries or loggias, or within patios. This equipment may be located on
the roof if it is completely screened by a parapet wall or lattice. Meters and connection boxes located on a street
facade must be placed in a wall niche with an opaque wood door or cover. Pipes and wiring mounted on the
exterior of the building should be painted to match the color of the building.

Vents should be as unobtrusive as possible. Whenever possible, vents should be located on the side of the
building opposite the street. Vents and flashing should be painted to match the color of the building or the roof.
Vents should not interrupt roof lines or project into the silhouette of the building.

Post-1821

Electrical and mechanical equipment should be covered or screened to be as inconspicuous as possible, and may only
be installed when it does not damage or conceal important architectural features, is not visible from the street and is
not located on significant facades. This equipment is not appropriate on visible roof locations.

Vents should be as unobtrusive as possible. Vents should not be visible in the silhouette of the building and should be
made unobtrusive by shape, color and location.
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS:
1. Staff photographs
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street
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Front facade/west elevation and south elevation,
from Spanish Street
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street

Front fagade/west elevation and south elevation, view from Spanish Street and parking lot to the south
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street
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Facing south elevation from parking lot and east toward building behind 61 Spanish, which faces St. George Street

Staff Report pg 8
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street

Rear courtyard and northeast corner behind 61 Spanish, facing proposed location of walk-in cooler and ventilation system ductwork
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street

Rear/east elevation and location of proposed cooler/ ductwork;
View from rear courtyard to rear of building behind 61 Spanish, which faces St. George Street

Staff Report pg. 10
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street
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Building’s rear/east elevation and northeast corner and the rear courtyard behind 61 Spanish,
facing proposed location of walk-in cooler and ventilation system ductwork

Staff Report pg. 11
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STAFF PHOTOGRAPHS
61 Spanish Street
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GoogleMaps Image (July 2019) from Spanish Street: Facing north down Spanish Street toward 61 Spanish
Facing south toward 61 Spanish

Staff Report pg. 12
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE  pjanning and Building Department
HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION

[0 OPINION m CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

$50.00 Alterations to single family home, site work, and site feature

$150.00 | Construction of new single family home, major alterations, ad valorem tax exemption

$100.00 | Alterations to all other buildings, site work, or features except single family home

$200.00 | New construction except single family home

BDAC Project No.__ PL.2021-0163

Receipt No._ 2244388 Meeting Date: December 16, 2021
Advertising Costs $ Postage $ Receipt No.

NAME OF APPLICANT Schaffer Weeks
Business (if applicable) Len Weeks Construction Design Development

Address 62 Hypolita Street

City St. Augustine State FL Zip Code 32084

Daytime telephone 904-669-1672 Other phone/email sweeks@LWCDD.com

The above contact information will be used for correspondence. Please ensure this information is accurate.

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER Jonathan Rice
Business (if applicable) 108 - 110 St. George Street, LLC

Address 2 Hadden Road

City Scarsdale State NY Zip Code 10583
Daytime telephone (required) 914-682-4722 Other phone
PROJECT STREET ADDRESS 61 Spanish Street

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lot3 __ Block X4 Subdivision Parcel_197590 0000
EXISTING USEg New Construction / Vacant PROPOSED USE 1st Floor Restaurant

PROPOSED PROJECT WORK

A. DEMOLITION (if historic architectural features will be permanently removed a Certificate of Demolition is required and must
be heard simultaneous with this application) [ YES [ NO

B. REHABILITATION (check repair or replace and provide a description on the line provided)

REPAIR REPLACE

Roof

Roof structures (dormers, chimneys, etc.)

Exterior finishes (stucco, masonry, siding)

Porch/Deck/Balcony.

Awning/Canopy

Exterior Doors

Windows

Shutters

Foundation (including infill)

Exterior lighting & other appurtenances

Existing fences, walls & gates

N I I R W B R O
Doudoodoogodd

Existing parking, walkways & other site features

October 2017
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C. NEW CONSTRUCTION (check and specify all work items that apply)
New building

New addition

New roof structures (dormers, chimneys, etc.)

New porch/deck/balcony

New awning/canopy

New entrances

New window opening/sashes

New exterior lighting

New fence/wall/gate

New parking/walkways/other site features

HOOOOoOoOoogdod

Exterior utility service/mechanical equipment EXterior Walk-In Cooler and Hood Exhaust Vent

D. PAINT COLORS (check one)

] Scheme with pre-approved paint colors (exterior colors available upon request)
|:| Custom color scheme (provide color samples & building elevations showing color placement)
] No painting associated with proposed project

7. OVERALL PROJECT DESCRIPTION (attach additional pages if necessary)

61 Spanish Street (New Construction) is currently vacant on the 1st floor, with plans for the 1st floor to house a
restaurant. The property owner has signed a lease with a restaurant (Treylor Park) to occupy th 1st floor and
Construction Documents are currently being developed. The 2nd floor is currently under construction with active
Building Permit #PR2020-0744, to be (2) short-term rentals. This Opinion is for the 1st floor restaurant to receive
approval for the necessary exterior walk-in cooler and exhaust vent. As shown in the attached PDF, the location of
both exterior utilities is tucked away in the back of the property. The utilities are not at all visible from the East,
North, or West. On the South the utilities are behind a 6' CMU stucco wall (existing).

AGREEMENT

If the applicant is different than the property owner, the application must be signed by both parties. A letter of
authorization signed by the property owner must be submitted in absence of the property owner’s signature or
where an authorized agent signs in lieu of the property owner.

In filling out this application, | understand that it becomes part of the Public Record of the City of St. Augustine
and hereby certify that all information contained herein is accurate to the best of my knowledge.

| further understand that if this application is for an Opinion of Appropriateness, | must still obtain a Certificate
of Appropriateness before project work can begin. If this application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness
and it is approved, | am required to obtain other development approvals, archaeological review, and a building
permit as necessary prior to starting project work. Once a hearing date has been set and a legal notice has
been published or posted, the applicant must be prepared to present the request at the scheduled hearing
date. Subsequent hearings requiring re-notice as a result of the applicant postponing or re-scheduling any
hearing will also be assessed to the applicant.

PRINT APPLICANT'S NAME_Schaffer Weeks
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT _ S © Wecks DATE 11/19/2021
PRINT OWNER'S NAME Jongthan Rice

SIGNATURE OF OWNER l)/{ Jﬁ/ﬂ/ T

Florida Statute 286.0105 states that a person appealing any decision by this board at any meeting regarding this application may need a
verbatim record of the proceedings which includes testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

October 2017
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COMPLETENESS REVIEW CHECKLIST

A Certificate or Opinion of Appropriateness application and related plans shall be submitted for review and
approval by the Historic Architectural Review Board for exterior alterations and new construction associated
with any building in designated historic preservation zoning districts (HP-1 through HP-5). In addition, a
Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required for any proposed work on buildings immediately adjacent and
in view of historic preservation zoning districts HP-1, HP-2, and HP-3. All proposed work items shall be
reviewed for consistency and compliance with the 2011 edition of the Architectural Guidelines for Historic
Preservation, City of Saint Augustine, Florida. Copies of this document are available for a fee upon request
and on the website at: http://www.staugustinegovernment.com/your_government/documents/AGHP2.pdf

Relevant information necessary for Certificate or Opinion of Appropriateness review shall include but not be
limited to the below items depending on the scope and scale of the project and as referenced in the “Plan
Requirements” section in the Architectural Guidelines for Historic Preservation. The minimum application
requirements for each scope of work are indicated below. Discuss the project with Planning Staff if the project
is unique and needs to be addressed in a different manner. Applications must be sufficiently complete at the
time of submittal or will be advertised as incomplete and may be delayed. Minor details may be submitted up
to 10 days before the meeting to the Planning and Building Department and HARB will determine if additional
ré'k\';\'/': materials may be presented at the meeting.
L _———J INITIAL CONFIRMING YOU HAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE STATEMENTS
*The below is a list of requirements based upon the scope of work. To be completed by planning staff*

&UL ROOFS AND ROOFING (sheathing, framing, chimneys, dormers, cupola, parapet, cornice, eave, bracket, drainage system, etc.)
Q Need N/A
V(“& [CIPhotographs of existing roof and affected features Ty
[CIBrochure or sample of proposed roof surface including applicable colors, patterns, material, texture - Oatsi)e y
(L [0  KXIDocumentation of justification for changing roof and/or roof feature and the extent of the affected area. Permanent
removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.
(| [0 MXscaled drawing of existing and proposed conditions if roof or roof feature will change its shape, scale, size, profile,
pattern (not necessary for roof sheathing changes only)

ISHES (w idi nd decorativ S, mason nd features, . i; |
EXTEI:I:;R FLP;JA S (wood siding a tive feature ry surfaces a tures stucco)xmw’o‘a 6>»~o vi M A b "'M
[CIPhotographs of existing surface or feature including close-up and full building perspective
[CIBrochure or sample of proposed finish including applicable colors, patterns, material, texture, dimensions of reveals, Qﬂ_
mortar width/color as applicable e 2
(| [CJDocumentation of justification for changing the siding, finish, or feature and the extent of the affected area -— “))\
| [IScaled drawing of existing and proposed conditions if full replacement material is proposed which will change the
appearance of the building through its shape, scale, size, profile, pattern, and/or texture

OO OO

TN

PORCHES, DECKS, BALCONIES (including loggias/colonnades, porch enclosures, associated decorative features)

Need N/A
[IPhotographs of existing porch/deck/balcony or location of proposed porch/deck/balcony
[]Scaled site plan showing the building and existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony and property lines if applicable
[]Scaled elevation(s) showing the building and existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony
[[]Scaled detail of existing or proposed porch/deck/balcony showing material, construction detail, finish details
[CJDocumentation of justification for changing the existing porch/deck/balcony and the extent of the affected area.

Permanent removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.

o o o o

AWNING/CANOPY

NA

[IPhotographs of existing awning/canopy or location of proposed awning/canopy

[[IScaled site plan showing the building and existing or proposed awning/canopy location and property lines if applicable

[IScaled elevation(s) showing the building fagade and existing or proposed awning/canopy. A ‘typical’ elevation can be
used if all awning/canopies are exactly the same and have the same impact to the facade

[JScaled detail of existing or proposed awning/canopy showing shape, placement, color, and construction details to
include supporting structure, framing, hardware, and anchors/attachment details

[CIDocumentation of justification for changing the existing awning/canopy and the extent of the affected area

O O OOoog

EXTERIOR DOORS (door openings, doors, screen doors, trim and details such as transoms, sidelights, hoods, hardware)

NA

[IPhotographs of existing door(s) or location of proposed new door opening(s)

[JScaled elevation(s) showing the building fagade and existing or proposed door (not necessary for just replacement door
in existing door opening)

[CIFor new openings, a scaled wall section

[Brochure, sample, or scaled drawing of proposed door(s) including material, all dimensions, finish, glazing, and
hardware

&Documentation of justification for changing the existing door(s) and the extent of the affected area.

0O O FEeR
O RX =
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CONTINUED Planning and Building Department
*The below is a list of requirements based upon the scope of work. (To be comprvlleted%yp lanning s at%g P

- WINDOWS (windows, shutters, and other associated features)

N/A

[IPhotographs of affected window(s) or location(s) of proposed new window opening(s)

[CJFor new openings, a scaled wall section with proposed window

[IBrochure or sample showing the material, window type, all dimensions and profiles, finish, glazing, and hardware

[[IScaled elevation of existing and proposed window; a “typical” elevation can be used if multiple windows are affected as
long as the existing and proposed conditions are identical at each location

[IFor replacing historic windows: a window evaluation including locations, condition of paint, condition of frame and sill,
condition of sash (rails, stiles, muntins), glazing problems, hardware type and condition, overall condition
assessment by qualified professional.

FOUNDATION (replacement, infill, alteration including elevation)

O OOOoOg

OK eed N/A
[ %— []Photographs of affected foundation in detail and in context of whole building and adjacent buildings
‘% []  [Scaled site plan showing building footprint and extent of existing and proposed foundation wall/piers/slab or infill
™

[IMaterial sample, scaled detail drawing, and/or brochure showing the proposed material(s), colors, finish, pattern, and
onstruction details N La_i Aoras)2 o PL A1 ApAse
O [O B Documentation of justification for changing the existing founddtion and’the &xtent of the affected area. Permanent

removal of major historic architectural features requires partial demolition application.

EXTERIOR ELECTRICAL/MECHANICAL (light fixtures, vents, utilities, pool systems, vending)

Need  N/A

38 [OPhotographs of existing details and context of affected site area within view of the proposed project @,\Im
X [IBrochure, sample, or scaled drawing showing the materials, light intensity and source, hardware, co‘lors/ﬁnish> )
] [OFor new equipment, scaled drawing showing proposed project with context site and/or building Fal

oK
O
O
O

0N
FENCES/WALLS/GATES ochaje
= O [JPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed fence/wall/gate and detail photo of any existing fence/wall/gatg
=] o [IScaled site plan showing the property line, building footprints, sidewalks, driveways and other major site features and
proposed fence/wall (smaller projects may not require a scaled site plan like short extensions of existing
fences/walls)
(| (| [IDrawing of proposed fence/wall/gate showing material, finish, height, spacing distance, shapes, patterns, hardware,
construction section

PARKING, LANDSCAPE OR OTHER SITE FEATURE (plant materials, sidewalk, driveway, fountain, pool, ramp, trellis, well)
(| (M| [CIPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed feature and detail photo of any existing affected features
O [} [[IScaled site plan showing the property line, building footprints, sidewalks, driveways and other major site features and
proposed feature (smaller projects may not require a scaled site plan if limited to a small area)
(| = [Details of proposed features including material, finish, height, spacing, shapes, patterns, hardware, construction details
such as a section drawing
O O  [drlant material list with identification, quantity, size at planting and maturity, spacing
Need
NEW%NIS_"I'RUCTION (accessory structure/outbuilding, garage, and other new buildings)
| [CIPhotographs of existing site area within view of proposed construction with context area
| [[IScaled site plan showing the property line and existing site features like buildings, sidewalks, driveways
[CIScaled site plan showing the property line and proposed construction
TScaled landscape plan
[IScaled elevation drawings showing existing building(s) and major site features « n
[CIScaled elevation drawings showing proposed building(s) and major site features ( need M*a" If / how
5 s q_J’ M
[CIwall sections 6) P
[CJRefer to required details above for related roof, finishes, porches, doors, windows, foundation, electrical/mechanical
[IScaled elevation drawing (line drawing with minimal detail) showing the existing and proposed streetscape
[XScaled footprint<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>