
 

 
HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 

*AMENDED* 
A G E N D A 

THURSDAY, MARCH 19, 2026 - 1:00 PM 
ALCAZAR ROOM 

 
1. Roll Call 

 

2. General Public Comments for Items not on the Agenda 
 

3. Approval of Minutes  
 

  a) February 19, 2026 - Regular Meeting 
      

 

4. Modification and approval of Agenda 
 

*5. Recommended Expedited Hearing Items (to be recommended one week in advance) 
 

  a) HP2026-0013 Leanna Freeman - Applicant 
Victor Green - Owner 

      10 Elkton Lane 

      To demolish a residential building, constructed. c. 1905-1910, that is 
recorded in the Florida Master Site File and not located in a district. 

        
 

6. Certificate of Appropriateness 
 

  a) HP2026-0011 Duncan Dailey - Applicant 
Old City Leasing LLC –Owner 

      130 St. George Street 

      To replace the existing storefront with a new storefront system; 
and, to install a handicap access ramp.  

        
 

7. Certificate of Demolition and Partial Demolition 
 

  a) HP2026-0010 Cabe Nolan - Applicant and Owner 
      17 Salt Run Court 

      

To demolish three (3) residential buildings, constructed c.1936, that 
are recorded in the Florida Master Site File and not located in a 
district. 
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  b) HP2026-0014 Florida Specialty Roofing Services LLC - Applicant 
Ancient City Baptist Church - Owner 

      27 Sevilla Street 

      

For partial demolition of a church building, constructed in 1895, that 
is recorded in the Florida Master Site File and contributing to the 
Model Land Company National Register Historic District, including 
removal of existing roofing materials on the main church structure 
and towers and replacement with roof covering of a different 
design. 

        
 

8. Planning and Building Staff Communications 
 

  a) Staff Approved Permits Report 
      

 

9. Other Business 
 

  a) Thank you for your service, Paul Weaver! 
      

 

10. Next Scheduled Meeting Date(s): 
 

  a) April 16, 2026 - Regular Meeting 
      

 

11. 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 
February 19, 2026 

 
The Historic Architectural Review Board met in formal session at 1:00 P.M., Thursday, 
February 19, 2026, in the Alcazar Room at City Hall, St. Augustine, Florida. Brad Beach, 
Chairperson, called the regular meeting to order, and the following were present: 
 

1. ROLL CALL:  Brad Beach, Chairperson 
Linda Potter, Vice-Chairperson 

   Paul Weaver, III 
Catherine Duncan 
Gaere MacDonald 

    
    
City Staff:   Julie Courtney, Historic Preservation Officer 
    Candice Seymour, Historic Preservation Planner 
    Isabelle Lopez, City Attorney  
    Michele Fudo, Recording Secretary 
 

2. General Public Comments for Items not 
on the Agenda 
 
none  
 
3. Approval of Minutes 
 
MOTION 
 
Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE the 
December 18, 2026 minutes with the 
following clarification: that mahogany 
doors would be used on the first floor and 
light fixtures would be bronze finish on 
the mediterranean side of the building 
and black metal finish on the colonial side 
of the building. The motion was 
SECONDED by Mr. MacDonald. 
 
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: Weaver, MacDonald, Duncan, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
MOTION 
 
Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE the 
January 15, 2026 minutes as presented. 
The motion was SECONDED by Ms. 
Potter. 

VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: Weaver, Potter, MacDonald, 
Duncan, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
4. Modification and approval of Agenda 
 
Staff recommended Continuance for item 6.c 
HP2025-0083 to a date uncertain. 
 
Item 7.b. HP2026-0006 requested 
continuance to the May 21, 2026 meeting. 
 
MOTION 
 
Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE the 
Agenda including the following changes: 
item 6.c HP2025-0083 would be continued 
to a date uncertain and item 7.b HP2026-
0006 would be continued to May 21, 2026. 
The motion was SECONDED by Mr. 
MacDonald. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: Weaver, MacDonald, Duncan, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

Page 3 of 269



Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting 
February 19, 2025 

 

     2  

5. Recommended Expedited Hearing 
items (to be recommended one week in 
advance): 
 
5. (a) HP2026-0002 – Les Gallagher & 
Scott Rae – Applicant 
Terri & Ryan Pereira – Owner  
201 Inlet Drive 
 
To demolish a residential building, 
constructed c. 1972, that is recorded in 
the Florida Mater Site File and not located 
in a district. 
 
Ms. Seymour 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 201 Inlet Drive 
because it is not a local landmark or 
otherwise designated as a historic building.  
 
Scott Rey waived the right to a presentation 
as this was an expedited hearing.  
 
Ex Parte Communication: 
 
(None) 
 
Mr. Beach reviewed the certified notice 
responses and emails received for the 
application. 
 
Public hearing was opened; however, there 
was no response. 
 
The Board discussed: 
 
• Had renovation been considered prior to 

the decision to demolish and rebuild a 
two-story house 

• Renovation had been considered; 
however, the danger of flooding 
influenced the decision to tear down and 
rebuild 

• There were many other two-story houses 
in the neighborhood 

• This was not in an historic district  

• Administrative approval depended on the 
current elevation compared to FEMA 
requirements 

• Were there any salvageable materials 
available for reuse in another project  

• It did not appear that there were any such 
materials 

 
MOTION 
 
Mr. MacDonald MOVED to APPROVE 
application HP2026-0002 at 201 Inlet Drive 
with a good faith effort to salvage any 
materials that had value. The motion was 
SECONDED by Ms. Duncan. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: MacDonald, Duncan, Weaver, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Ms. Lopez advised the applicant that this 
approval was not the final step, that building 
permits would need to be obtained and 
approved. 
 
6. Certificate of Appropriateness 
 
6. (a) HP2025-0074 – Central Southern 
Services, LLC – Applicant & Owner  
264 St George Street 
Continued from November 20, 2025 
 
To install a new metal gate across an 
existing driveway. 
 
Ms. Seymour 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 Appropriateness at 264 St. 
George Street if the HARB finds that the 
proposed new gate meets the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #9 
as a compatible contemporary design if the 
proposed width is found appropriate.  
 
Ashley Butey reviewed the application. 
 
Ex Parte Communication: 
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(None) 
 
Public hearing was opened; however, there 
was no response. 
 
The Board discussed: 
 
• The new drawings were good  
• Fifteen feet was a big gate 
• Would rather see a tail on the column on 

the right side to bring balance to the 
structure 

• This met the spirit if not the letter of the 
guidelines 

• The height seemed proportionate to the 
width  

• The AGHP allowed for at least four feet 
but not more than five feet of height 

• Preferred a twelve-foot gate which would 
narrow the opening 

  
MOTION 
 
Mr. MacDonald MOVED to APPROVE 
application HP2025-0074 at 264 St. 
George Street with the condition that the 
gate be narrowed from fifteen feet two 
inches to twelve feet of open space, the 
column in the reciprocating position to 
accommodate the change, and a wall to 
match to the north at an appropriate 
distance. The motion was SECONDED by 
Mr. Weaver. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: MacDonald, Weaver, Duncan, 
Potter, Beach  
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Ms. Lopez advised the applicant that this 
approval was not the final step, that building 
permits would need to be obtained and 
approved. 
 
6. (b) HP2025-0080 – Studio Femke – 
Applicant 
58 Charlotte Street – Owner  
58 Charlotte Street 
Continued from December 18, 2025 

For design changes to outdoor spaces. 
 
Ms. Seymour 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 Appropriateness at 58 
Charlotte Street if the HARB finds that 
proposed scope of work meets the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 
#9 as a compatible contemporary design.  
 
Femke Lang reviewed the application.  
 
Ex Parte Communication: 
 
(None) 
 
Public hearing was opened; however, there 
was no response. 
 
The Board discussed: 
 
• Was a firepit historically appropriate for 

the area 
• A modified well feature with a water 

circulation system could be used 
• The fire pit would be about three to four 

feet around and about three feet high and 
would provide ambience for the area 

• This would be an ornamental feature 
• The door should be a darker color  
• Need to look at the true historic 

appearance  
• Cushions were being considered for use 

on the stucco seating  
• Historically almost every lot would have 

had a firepit  
• The appearance of too much brick had 

been addressed 
• Be sure to use authentic design and 

materials for the fire pit feature 
• The color of the door was within the 

guidelines 
• Sand set the brick rather than use mortar  
• Existing brick had been sand set   
• Use coquina for the fire pit 
• Be sure to use 4-inch-thick brick for sand 

setting in the courtyard 
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• Canvas cushions with no design should 
be used for the seating   

• Podocarpus was the selected plant and 
was a “friendly” plant, widely used in the 
area   
 

There was further discussion to determine 
the height and materials for the fire pit, which 
would not be visible from the street. It was 
recommended that two feet high was 
sufficient, with a four-foot diameter, using 
coquina.  
 
MOTION 
 
Mr. MacDonald MOVED to APPROVE 
application HP2025-0080 with the old 
Columbian bricks to be used in the rear 
and would be sand set and reusing the 
wood molds from the front; the fire pit in 
the back was preferred to be coquina but 
could use white stucco with maximum 
diameter of four feet and two feet in 
height with a recommendation to not 
make it one foot thick; the ocher color 
was approved for the entry doors and 
cushions would be approved in canvas; 
Podocarpus was approved for the 
plantings, any other plant choices could 
be taken to staff for approval. The motion 
was SECONDED by Mr. Weaver. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: MacDonald, Weaver, Duncan, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Ms. Lopez advised the applicant that this 
approval was not the final step, that building 
permits would need to be obtained and 
approved. 
 
6. (c) HP2025-0083 – Shawn Lumley – 
Applicant 
Ivan Topalov – Owner  
27 Grove Avenue 
Continued from January 15, 2026 
STAFF RECOMMENDS CONTINUANCE 
 

This item was continued to a date uncertain, 
see item four. 
 
For after-the-fact replacement of original 
wood windows with new wood windows 
of a different design. 
 
6. (d) HP2026-0003 – KRB Construction 
LLC – Applicant 
SAR 2020 Partners LLC – Owner  
7 Aviles Street 
 
To remove and replace the south 
masonry wall of the existing structure. 
  
Ms. Seymour 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 
7 Aviles Street: 
 
1 APPROVE the application if the Board 
finds that the proposed south wall 
reconstruction meets the Secretary for the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #9 as 
a compatible contemporary design with the 
condition that sufficient structural safeguards 
are added or already in place to prevent 
damage to the remaining structure while the 
existing wall in removed; OR, 
 
2 CONTINUE the application to allow the 
applicant time to provide additional 
information including the material make-up of 
the existing wall and the proposed finish of 
the reconstructed wall.  
 
Chad Swanager reviewed the application. 
 
Mr. Weaver confirmed that the entire section 
of the wall would have to come down and 
was obscured by the neighboring building. 
 
Mr. Swanager advised that there were eight 
inches of clearance between the two 
buildings and much of this wall was not 
visible. 
 
Mr. MacDonald agreed that an emergency 
demolition was necessary and should be 

Page 6 of 269



Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting 
February 19, 2025 

 

     5  

done as quickly as possible.  He described a 
method that could be used to replace the 
wall, that would be acceptable. 
 
Ex Parte Communication: 
 
(None) 
 
Public hearing was opened.  
 
Frank Ringhaver, architect of record for the 
project, suggested a texture coating that 
would match the sand finish that already 
existed.   
 
Public hearing was closed. 
 
The Board discussed: 
 
• Texture coating needed to be 

waterproofed and tended to look fake 
• Kime paint was another alternative that 

was long lasting 
• Trinity Church had used this type of paint 

with a good result 
• Fully supportive of the project, including 

the demolition  
• Confirmed that there would be no stucco 

 
MOTION 
 
Mr. MacDonald MOVED to APPROVE 
application HP2026-0003 at 7 Aviles 
Street to demolish the south wall and 
reconstruct it with block with a washed 
joint and paint the outside with Kime paint 
that would match the existing colors and 
any openings on the wall needed to be 
maintained. The motion was SECONDED 
by Mr. Weaver. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: MacDonald, Weaver, Duncan, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Ms. Lopez advised the applicant that this 
approval was not the final step, that building 

permits would need to be obtained and 
approved. 
 
7. Certificates of Demolition and Partial 
Demolition 
 
7. (a) HP2026-0005 – Ancient City Capital 
LLC – Applicant & Owner  
317 Anastasia Boulevard (PID 
2189700030) 
 
To demolish a residential duplex, 
constructed c. 1930, that is recorded in 
the Florida Master Site File and not 
located in a district. 
 
Ms. Seymour 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 317 
Anastasia Boulevard: 
 
1 APPROVE because it is not a local 
landmark or otherwise designated as a 
historic building; OR 
 
2 CONTINUE to allow staff time to explore 
eligibility of the Thomas Tourist Court 
buildings for Local Historic Landmark status.  
 
Christopher Walker reviewed the application. 
 
Ex Parte Communication: 
 
(None) 
 
Public hearing was opened; however, there 
was no response. 
 
The Board discussed: 
 
• Confirmed that the proposed parking, 

after the demolition, would be for the 
business owned by the applicant.  

• Recommended that the building be 
photographed prior to demolition 

• Weaver referenced two Florida Master 
Site Files.  
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• There were no historic photos available 
for the building  

• Final determination could be requested 
from the state if necessary  

• Staff had completed due diligence, and 
this building did not appear to have any 
significance historically 

• Confirmed that the other two buildings 
would not be torn down 

 
MOTION 
 
Mr. Weaver MOVED to APPROVE 
application HP2026-0005 at 317 Anastasia 
Boulevard to demolish a residential 
duplex based on the fact that this building 
appears to have no historical or 
architectural significance either as a City 
of St. Augustine landmark National 
Register property or a building 
contributing to a potential National 
Register District. The motion was 
SECONDED by Ms. Duncan. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: Weaver, Duncan, MacDonald, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY1 
 
Ms. Lopez advised the applicant that this 
approval was not the final step, that building 
permits would need to be obtained and 
approved. 
 
7. (b) HP2026-0006 – Sarah Ryan 
Architect, LLC – Applicant 
Clifton and Rachelle Miller – Owner  
68 Oneida Street 
 
For partial demolition of a residential 
building, constructed c. 1871-1885, that is 
recorded in the Florida Master Site File 
and contributing to the Lincolnville 
National Register Historic District, for 
work related to building elevation and 
rehabilitation, including modifications to 
the foundation and enclosed front porch 

 
1 Break 2:52 – 3:07 pm 

and removal and replacement of rear 
additions. 
 
This application had requested a 
continuance to the May 21, 2026 meeting. 
See item four. 
 
8. Certificates of Demolition 
 
8. (a) HP2025-0072 – Matthews | DCCM – 
Applicant 
Sisters of St. Joseph, Inc – Owner  
241 St. George Street 
 
To construct a new institutional building 
on the northern portion of the property 
with associated alterations and repairs to 
existing masonry perimeter walls and 
new hardscape and landscape designs. 
 
Ms. Seymour 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 Appropriateness at 241 St. 
George Street if the Board finds that the new 
structure meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation #9 as a  
compatible contemporary design along the 
streetscape and within the HP-1 district as 
presented or modified by the HARB.  
 
Shane Larsen, Kyle Soward, and Eric 
Wainwright reviewed the application.  
 
Ex Parte Communication: 
 
(None) 
 
Public hearing was opened; however, there 
was no response. 
 
The Board discussed: 
 
• The wall sections showed a soffit 
• The roof would have exposed rafters 
• The trim detail on the column looked like 

a shelf, it was too big 
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• The same feature on the older building 
was not as pronounced 

• The fence served as protection so that no 
one would fall into the pond 

• There was an approximate grade of four 
feet down to the pond 

• The elevation on Aviles Street had been 
improved and softened 

• A true brick paver had not been selected 
as the concrete pavers were porous 

• The guidelines indicated that the brick 
should be clay  

• There was an historic existing clay brick 
on site 

• The modern paver may not blend well 
with the older bricks 

• There was another option that was not 
porous but allowed water to pass through 
the gaps between the pavers  

• The brick should be replaced in kind for 
the city sidewalk/right-of-way 

• Confirmed that there would be no 
fountain in the pond; there would be an 
aeration system for the pond  

• The water level was 4 feet below grade 
• There was landscaping on the inside of 

the fence around the pond 
• The roof on the chapel cupola would be 

done in a wrapping pattern 
• Increase the size of the bottom trim  
• Use Ogee trim on the bottom of the 

columns 
• A French Drain system could be used to 

support the drainage from clay pavers 
• Aluminum Clad windows would be used 
• The gate design as presented was 

acceptable 
• The landscape did not block the view of 

the building, rather it would define the 
building 

 
A discussion of the landscaping showed 
some of the different plants that would be 
used on the site. 
      
• The canopies over the balconies were 

concrete and steel   
 

A discussion followed showing the details 
from the construction drawings for the 
balconies and the associated canopies. 
 
MOTION 
 
Ms. Duncan MOVED to APPROVE 
application HP2025-0072 at 241 St. 
George Street with the following 
conditions; the pavers in the driveway 
would be a clay brick paver; stucco on the 
CMU would be a traditional three coat 
stucco; there would be exposed rafters 
on all of the overhangs; the column 
capitols would be all the way around the 
column and a Roman ogee profile would 
be used at the bottom. The motion was 
SECONDED by Mr. Weaver. 
  
VOTE ON MOTION: 
AYES: Duncan, Weaver, MacDonald, 
Potter, Beach 
NAYES: NONE 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Ms. Lopez advised the applicant that this 
approval was not the final step, that building 
permits would need to be obtained and 
approved. 
 
 
9. Planning and Building Staff 
Communications 
 
9. (a) Planning and Building Staff 
Approved Permits Report 
 
(Provided for informational purposes) 
 
10. Other Business 
 
10. (a) National Alliance of Preservation 
Commissions January 22, 2026 webinar: 
Supporting Skilled Preservation Trades at 
the Local Level: What Commissions and 
City Staff Need to Know (recorded 
version available to view) 
 
Ms. Courtney provided a summary of the 
webinar she participated in, in January.  
 

Page 9 of 269



Historic Architectural Review Board Regular Meeting 
February 19, 2025 

 

     8  

10. (b) Legislative Update 
 
Ms. Lopez provided a legislative update.  
 
11. Next Scheduled Meeting Date(s): 
 
11.(a) March 19, 2026 – Regular Meeting 
 
12. Adjournment  
 

There being no further business, the meeting 
was adjourned at 4:31 P.M.2  
 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Brad Beach, Chairperson 
 
 

 
2 Transcribed by Michele Fudo 
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

Prepared for March 19, 2026 Meeting 
 

Application HP2026-0013    Address:  10 Elkton Lane  

Leanna Freeman – Applicant        Victor Green - Owner 
 

Project description:  To demolish a residential building, constructed. c. 1905-1910, 
that is recorded in the Florida Master Site File and not located in a district. 

 

Staff Report Pg. 1
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COD HP2026-0013 
10 Elkton Lane 
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STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:   
 

This one-story residential structure, built between 1905 and 1910, is located on the west side of Elkton Lane 
one lot south of W. King Street in West Augustine and is surrounded on three sides by City-owned property 
which includes Fleet Maintenance.  
 

The building features a cross-gable metal roof with several shed roof additions off the south, west, and north 
sides of the building. The primary entrance to the home is accessed from the west elevation. Siding is mostly 
Hardie-lap, though some wood novelty siding is visible within the gable ends. Windows are a combination of 
1/1 aluminum and vinyl windows and 2/2 aluminum windows with horizontal muntins. A large picture window 
with an aluminum awning faces Elkton Lane.  
 

Detailed analysis and additional comments can be found in the staff responses to the Demolition Review 
Criteria on page 3 of this staff report. Any full demolition of a structure aged 50 years or older requires review 
and approval by the HARB.   
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK: 

  

Architectural Style: Frame Vernacular Florida Master Site File: SJ00791 
National Register: N/A Construction date: c. 1905-1910 
Archaeology Zone: N/A Zoning District:   CM-2 
Parcel number:   1117400000   
Agenda Item:   5(a) Previous Action(s):   N/A 

1. Demolition of a residential building. 
 

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 10 Elkton Lane because it is not a local landmark or otherwise 
designated as a historic building. 
 
Candice Seymour 
Candice Seymour, Historic Preservation Planner 

Staff Report Pg. 2
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DEMOLITION REVIEW CRITERIA (AGHP):   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

1. Whether or not the structure is within or is immediately facing a locally designated historic preservation zoning 
district. N/A 
 
2. The contribution of the structure to the mass and scale of the streetscape. The building has a similar mass and scale 
as the other remaining one-story residential building along the streetscape. These residential structures are dwarfed by 
surrounding commercial and institutional buildings. Elkton Lane ends at a city property access gate.  
 
3. The impact of the loss of the structure on the streetscape. The building does not have a unique typology for the area 
but is one of only two remaining residential buildings on the street.    
 
4. Whether or not the structure will be replaced and the impact of a replacement structure, or lack thereof, on the 
streetscape.  No design requirements are in place for this area; however, it is encouraged not to replicate historic styles and to 
use inspiration of the immediate context area to design a compatible building with respect to height, mass, scale, rhythms, 
materials, site plans, etc.  Any redevelopment plans should consider the Tree and Landscape Ordinance and meet zoning 
requirements. 
 
5. The historical or cultural merit of the structure. The building is listed on the Florida Master Site File but is not located in 
a district.  No historic or cultural associations are known that would qualify the building for listing individually, it would not 
contribute to a district due to alterations according to the Florida Master Site File survey. The first Polk City Directory entry for 
this property was in 1927. Prior to that date, West Augustine was not included in Polk City Directories. Original residents of the 
structure were African American laborers, domestic workers, and fishermen. The longest recorded owner was Herman Lawton, a 
laborer with the City Streets Department.   
 
6. The impact of the loss of the structure on the historical or cultural integrity of the city, district and neighborhood.  
The building is not designated as historic and is not eligible for individual designation or to be considered contributing to a 
historic district. 
 
7. Whether or not the structure is representative of a style or type of architecture or a method of construction.  
The building is an example of a simple one-story Frame Vernacular residence that has seen alterations and suffered from deferred 
maintenance over time.  
  
8. Whether or not the structure is one of the last surviving examples of its style or type of architecture or a method of 
construction.  The building typology is commonly found throughout St. Augustine particularly in the residential areas of West 
Augustine.  
 
9. Whether or not the structure is of such design, craftsmanship or materials that it either could not be reproduced, 
or could be reproduced only with great difficulty or expense. The condition of the structure, and the possibility of 
rehabilitating or relocating the structure. The wood frame building does not have a unique architectural style or 
characteristics that would be difficult to reproduce but new construction will be significantly different in appearance. 
 
10. The justification for the proposed demolition.  The applicant is in the process of purchasing the property and seeks to 
demolish the building and maintain the vacant lot.  
 
 
 

Staff Report Pg. 3
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APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS, ELIGIBILITY FOR DEMOLITION REVIEW, CONDITIONS FOR 
DEMOLITION APPROVAL: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Eligibility for Demolition Review (Section 28-87(3), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
The review of all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for historic or regulated structures. Also, review all 
applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for primary structures within historic preservation zoning districts and 
National Register districts for potential designation as an historic landmark, and review of partial demolition permits for 
regulated structures not eligible for administrative approval. Privately owned single-family residential structures that qualify 
for complete demolition by statute and are not otherwise exempt pursuant to F.S. ch. 553.79(25), will be processed consistent 
with state law. 
 

National Register Status (Section 28-89(7), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
Applications for certificate of demolition of a building or structure that is of exceptional significance including a local historic 
landmark, has been a contributing property to a National Register of Historic Places District or has been individually listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places shall require the following with the burden of proof to be on the applicant. The board 
may also require the following of structures considered to be contributing to the historical character of the city: 1) requiring 
submittal of a condition assessment report performed by a qualified professional; 2) requiring the applicant to prove “undue 
economic hardship” to justify demolition; and 3) allowing HARB the option to deny the demolition request if an undue economic 
hardship is not proven and removal of the building or structure will be detrimental to the historic and architectural character 
of the city.   

 
Local Landmark Designation (Section 28-87(3) & (10), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 

HARB is assigned the authority of reviewing all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for historic or regulated 
structures.  Also, review all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for primary structures within historic 
preservation zoning districts and National Register districts for potential designation as an historic landmark”… for potential 
designation as an historical landmark. “Local historic landmarks” are defined as a building, object, site or structure of the 
highest historical, architectural, cultural or archaeological importance and whose demolition, removal, relocation, or alteration 
would constitute an irreplaceable loss to the character and quality of the city.   

 
Conditions for Demolition Approval (Section 28-89(6), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 

HARB has the discretion in its review of an application for Certificate of Demolition to require, as conditions for approval, one 
or more of the following:   
• Architectural Salvage - As a condition of issuing a certificate of demolition, 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. 

• Archival Documentation - 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 shall not be limited to, photographs and measured 
drawings. 

 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

 
The building was built by 1910 and is thus more than 50 years old.  The building is not in a Historic Preservation Zoning 
District or National Register Historic District, or individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places but is 
recorded on the Florida Master Site File. 
 
The requirements for review have been sufficiently met.  
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Additional References for Demolition Review From City Code: 
 
Sec 28-89(3) (as revised in 2024): In the case of the proposed demolition of an existing historic structure, or a project 
that constitutes partial demolition of a historic structure that the removal of such structure or architectural features will 
not be detrimental to the historic and architectural character of the city or that, balancing the interest of the city in 
preserving the integrity of the city and interest of the owner of the property.  
a. Approval of the plans for demolition in the latter event the board may issue an order postponing demolition for a 

period of not to exceed twelve (12) months after which the owner must reapply. The board may issue a second 
postponement with the total postponement period not to exceed two (2) twelve-month periods. If the board 
concludes that the demolition should be postponed, it shall, before issuing any final order with respect to such 
postponement, afford the applicant an opportunity to appear before the board to offer any evidence they may 
desire to present concerning the proposed order. Within the period of postponement, the board shall ascertain 
what the city or other agency or organization may do to preserve such structure and shall make recommendations 
to that effect to the city commission or otherwise cause the structure to be preserved. This section shall not apply 
to any permit for demolition which has been applied for, in proper form, prior to the effective date of this section.   

b. If the building or structure is of exceptional significance including a local historic landmark, is a contributing property 
to a National Register of Historic Places District or has been individually listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places, the board can deny the demolition if the board finds the removal of such building or structure will be 
detrimental to the historic and architectural character of the city and the applicant has not proven the denial will 
cause an undue economic hardship.  

 
Sec 28-87(10) under (HARB) Responsibilities:   
Designate historic landmarks. As utilized herein the term "local historic landmark" shall mean a building, object, site, 
or structure of the highest historical, architectural, cultural, or archaeological importance and whose demolition, 
removal, relocation, or alteration would constitute an irreplaceable loss to the character and quality of the city. In the 
event the historic architectural review board desires not to issue a demolition or partial demolition permit for a structure 
that it finds could meet the criteria for a historic landmark, the historic architectural review board shall initiate 
proceedings for designation of the structure as a historic landmark. In the designation of a historic landmark, the historic 
architectural review board shall evaluate the subject property using criteria and standards established by the National 
Register of Historical Places for national landmarks, or if evaluating the structure as a potential local historic landmark 
substituting the importance of the resource to the city and state rather than the nation as a whole. No property shall be 
designated as a historic landmark without first providing the owner of the proposed historic landmark with notice and 
an opportunity to be heard in the same manner as that provided for a rezoning of property. In addition, consistent with 
F.S. ch. 553.79(25), a local landmark designation for a privately owned single-family residential structure that qualifies 
for complete demolition by statute must include the consent of its owner. Any determination of the historic architectural 
review board shall be subject to appeal by any affected person to the city commission without any fee being charged 
or levied.  
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UNREASONABLE OR UNDUE ECONOMIC HARDSHIP: 
Defined as an onerous and excessive financial burden that would be placed upon a property owner by the 
denial of a certificate of demolition or a similar burden which would be placed on a property owner by 
conditions which the Commission seeks to place on the granting of a certificate.  (Section 28-2 CoSA Code 
of Ordinances) 
Is applicant entitled to a Certificate of Demolition independent of any hardship?   Yes  No 
Did applicant submit evidence of undue economic hardship?    Yes      No 
  
In any instance where an undue economic hardship, as defined in this chapter, is claimed by a property owner, the property owner 
may submit to the board any or all of the following information before the board makes a decision on the application for certificate 
of demolition:  (Section 28-89(7)b, CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
 
(Materials submitted by applicant noted with a checked box) 
 
 1. An estimate of the cost of the proposed construction, alteration, demolition, or removal;  
 2. The estimated market value of the property in its current condition; after completion of the proposed construction, 

alteration, demolition, or removal; and, in the case of a proposed demolition, after renovation of the existing property for 
continued use;  

 3. In the case of a proposed demolition, an estimate from an architect, developer, licensed contractor, real estate 
consultant, appraiser, or other real estate professional experienced in rehabilitation as to the economic feasibility of 
rehabilitation or reuse of the existing structure on the property;  

 4. The annual gross income from the property for the previous two (2) years; itemized operating and maintenance expenses 
for the previous two (2) years; and depreciation deduction and annual cash flow before and after debt service, if any, during 
the same period;  

 5. The remaining balance on any mortgage or other financing secured by the property and annual debt service, if any, for 
the previous two (2) years;  

 6. All appraisals obtained within the previous two (2) years by the owner or applicant in connection with the purchase, 
financing, or ownership of the property;  

 7. Any listing of the property for sale or rent, price asked, and offers received, if any, within the previous two (2) years;  
 8. The assessed value of the property according to the two (2) most recent assessments;  
 9. The real estate taxes for the previous two (2) years;  
 10. The form of ownership or operation of the property, whether an individual, sole proprietorship, for profit or not-for-profit 

corporation, limited partnership, joint venture, or other;  
 
Any other information considered necessary by the board to a determination as to whether the property does yield or may yield 
a reasonable return to the property owner. The board may require that the property owner furnish such additional information 
as the board believes is relevant to the board's determination of any alleged undue economic hardship. No decision of the board 
shall result in undue economic hardship for the property owner. In any case where undue economic hardship is claimed, the 
board shall make two (2) specific findings. First, the board shall determine if the owner would be entitled to a certificate of 
demolition without consideration of undue economic hardship. Second, the board shall determine whether the owner 
demonstrated an undue economic hardship. 
 
Additional information requested by HARB as per above: 
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1. Staff Photographs 
2. Florida Master Site File survey 
3. Sanborn Map(s) 
4. Polk City Directory Research 
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Staff Photographs
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Interior
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SANBORM MAPS 
10 Elkton Lane 

 

 
1910 

 

 
1917 
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SANBORM MAPS 
10 Elkton Lane 

 

 
1924 

 

 
1930 updated to 1960 
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10 Elkton Lane (c. 1905-1910) 
SAHS POLK CITY DIRECTORY RESEARCH 

 
 

DATE(S) NAME SYMBOLS PROFESSION 
+1927 Abraham Gainer (w: Anna) (c) Laborer 
1930 Mary J. Harris (c) Domestic 
1937 Elijah J. Brooks (c) Not Listed 
1940 VACANT   
1949 Edward Halyard  

(w: Rosa B.) 
(c) Laborer 

1955 Edward Halyard  
(w: Rosa B.) 

(o) Fisherman 

1960 Edward Halyard  
(w: Rosabelle B.) 

(o) Fisherman 

1965 Herman Lawton  
(w: Rosabelle) 

(o) Laborer, City Streets Department 

1970 Herman Lawton  
(w: Rosabelle) 

(o) Laborer, City Streets Department 

1975 Herman Lawton  
(w: Rosabelle) 

(o) Laborer, City Streets Department 

1980 Herman Lawton  
(w: Rosabelle) 

(o) Retired 

1985 Herman Lawton  
(w: Alvecia) 

(o) Retired 

 
  

 
+    First entry found for this address  
(o)  Owner 
(c)  Colored 
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE

HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION

Certificate of Demolition (Full)

Case Number: HP2026-0013 Meeting Date: Thursday, March 19, 2026

1. NAME OF APPLICANT:

Business (if applicable):

Address: 

City: State: Zip Code: 

Daytime Telephone: E-Mail Address:

2. NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER:

Business (if applicable):

Address: 

City: State: 

Daytime Telephone: E-Mail Address:

3. PROJECT LOCATION:

4. LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

Leanna Freeman

255 West King St.

St. Augustine FL 32084

Available upon request Available upon request

Victor Jerome Green

158 Zancara St.

St. Augustine FL

Available upon request
Zip Code: 32084 

Available upon request   

10 ELKTON LN, Saint Augustine, FL, 32084

(2) DANCY TRACT S85FT OF LOT 1 BLK 18 OR5103/1705

SCOPE OF WORK:5. to demolish a residential building, constructed. c. 1905-1910, that is recorded in 

the Florida Master Site File and not located in a district.

Information attached by applicant includes:

• Application Agreement
• Photographs of Existing Conditions
• Statement Regarding Replacement 
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Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.

Application Pg. 12
Page 55 of 269



Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.

Application Pg. 15
Page 58 of 269
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Planning and Building Dept.
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Leanna Freeman 
255 West King St.  
St. Augustine, FL 32084 
 
Re:   10 Elkton Lane 
 Certificate of Demolition Application 
 
February 26, 2026 
 
 
 

PROPOSED REPLACEMENT 
 

NONE- applicant, who is also adjacent property owner intends to leave the 
property as vacant treed land.  

Received February 26, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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COVER SHEET 

 

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

Prepared for March 19, 2026 Meeting 
 

Application HP2026-0011    Address:   130 St. George Street 

Applicant:  Duncan Dailey 

Property Owner:  Old City Leasing LLC 
 

Project description: To replace the existing storefront with a new storefront 
system; and, to install a handicap access ramp. 
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STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:   
 

1. This Mediterranean Revival commercial structure is located on the west side of St. George Street on the block 
between Treasury and Hypolita Streets in the Historic Preservation-Two (HP-2) zoning district. The building, 
formally addressed 128 St. George Street, is designated as contributing to the St. Augustine National Register 
Historic District and currently features three individual storefronts. The central storefront, 130 St. George 
Street, is the primary subject of this application. 

2. The applicant is seeking to replace the existing wood frame storefront with brick bulkhead with a new 
aluminum storefront system and construct a handicap access ramp in front of the entry door that the applicant 
intends to match at the 128 St. George Street unit as well.  

3. A Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) was approved for the existing storefront at 130 St. George Street in 
April of 2001. The scope of work for that previous COA included installation of a new fabric awning and a new 
entry door for the unit which appears to have had its door removed prior to 1980. A door is not extant on this 
central unit in the 1980 Florida Master Site File photograph. The plans for the door and awning approved in 
2001 are attached to this staff report for reference.  

4. While no clear justification for the update storefront was provided, a wall framing plan was submitted 
under the building permit application showing instillation of a new steel header beam and steel support 
columns set in new footings around the storefront opening. The applicant should clarify whether this work 
is necessary for the structural stability of the building or only proposed in preparation of the proposed 
new aluminum storefront system.  

5. The Architectural Guidelines for Historic Preservation (AGHP) recommends that replacement storefronts be 
consistent with the architectural and historic character of the building and streetscape. The proposed 
aluminum storefront system, finished in black to match the existing paint on the storefront, is a modern feature 
that is not consistent with time-period of the structure or the historic character of the streetscape within the 
HP-2 zoning district. Plans appear to indicate that the brick bulkhead will remain with the new aluminum 
system; however, it is unclear whether the existing transom above the door will remain.  

6. Some metal storefront systems have been approved by the HARB to replace existing wood storefronts on 
other commercial structures in HP-2, but only if the aluminum framing can be encased in wood to match the 
original storefront or be consistent with AGHP requirements. Adjacent storefronts at 128 and 132 St. George 
Street have been altered over time but still feature the wood framing and doors consistent with the 
building’s architectural style and period.  

7. Due to potential trip hazards, Public Works staff have confirmed that installation of proposed handicap 
access ramps will not be approved unless the applicant can provide clear evidence that the ramps would 
not impose on the St. George Street right-of-way. The only graded accessibility ramps allowing access 
from St. George Street appear to be storefronts that are inset from the front plane of the building, allowing 
the ramp to reach the entry door threshold without projecting out into St. George Street. 

8. This building may qualify for waivers or exceptions to accessibility requirements due to its status as a 
contributing building and/or the potential hardship of installing accessibility features on the building. The 
applicant should explore these options since the proposed ramps appear to be infeasible.  

Architectural Style: Mediterranean Revival Florida Master Site File: SJ01909 

National Register: 
St. Augustine NRHD: 
Contributing Construction date:  c. 1894-1899 

Archaeology Zone: IA Zoning District:   HP-2 
Parcel number:   1976300000   
Agenda Item:   6(a) Previous Action(s):   COA 2001-0297 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK:   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

1. Install new YKK AP aluminum storefront system: 
a. Install new steel header and posts 

i. New concrete footers 
b. New metal storefront door and aluminum framing in black finish 

i. 2” framing width 
2. Install concrete handicap access ramp (may be infeasible per Public Works): 

a. 12” run for every 1” of rise 
b. Finished with coquina shell 

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 Appropriateness at 130 St. George Street to allow the applicant time to modify the 
proposed storefront system in keeping with AGHP requirements as recommended by the HARB, to provide 
drawings that more clearly depict the visual impacts of the new storefront system, and to explore alternatives to 
the handicap access ramp which may not be permissible as proposed.  
 

Candice Seymour 
Candice Seymour, Historic Preservation Planner 
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CITY CODES/DESIGN GUIDELINES: 

ARCHITECTURAL GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standard’s for Rehabilitation 2, 3, 4, 6, 9, and 10 apply. 
2. Retention of Distinguishing Architectural Character 
3. Recognition of Historic Period 
4. Retention of Significant Later Alterations and Additions 
6. Repair or Replacement of Deteriorated or Missing Architectural Features Based on Historic Evidence 
9. Compatible Contemporary Design for New Alterations and Additions 
 

Storefronts 
 

Do... 
• Retain and repair existing storefronts, including windows, sash, doors, transoms and decorative features where 

such features contribute to the architectural and historic character of the building. 
• Evaluate the overall condition of storefront materials to determine whether more than protection and maintenance 

are required. 
• Repair storefronts by reinforcing the historic materials.  Repairs will also generally include the limited replacement 

in kind, or with compatible substitute materials, of those extensively deteriorated or missing parts of storefronts 
where there are surviving prototypes such as transoms, kick plates and pilasters. 

• Where original or early storefronts no longer exist or are too deteriorated to save, retain the commercial character 
of the building through contemporary design which is compatible with the scale, design, materials, color and texture 
of the historic buildings; or an accurate restoration of the storefront based on historic research and physical 
evidence. 

 

Don’t... 
• Remove or radically change storefronts and their features which are important in defining the overall historic 

character of the building so that, as a result, the character is diminished. 
• Introduce a storefront or new design element on the ground floor, such as an arcade, which alters the architectural 

and historic character of the building and its relationship with the street or its setting, or which causes destruction 
of significant historic fabric. 

• Use materials which detract from the historic or architectural character of the building. 
• Alter the entrance through a significant storefront. 
• Fail to provide adequate protection of materials on a cyclical basis so that deterioration of storefronts results. 
• Strip storefronts of historic material such as wood, cast iron, terra cotta, pigmented structural glass or brick. 
• Replace an entire storefront when repair of materials and limited replacement of its parts are appropriate. 
• Use substitute material for the replacement parts that does not convey the same visual appearance as the 

surviving parts of the storefront or that is physically or chemically incompatible. 
• Remove a storefront that is unrepairable and not replace it; or replace it with a new storefront that does not convey 

the same visual appearance. 
• Create a false historical appearance because the replaced storefront is based on insufficient historical, pictorial, 

and physical documentation. 
• Introduce a new design that is incompatible in size, scale, material, and color. 
 

Post-1821 
Storefronts on post-1821 commercial buildings should be consistent with the architectural and historic character of the 
building and the streetscape. 
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Accessibility 
 

The Florida Accessibility Code for Building Construction contains detailed requirements implementing both the federal 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the more stringent Florida Americans with Disabilities Accessibility 
Implementation Act of 1993. 
 

Historic sites and buildings, replicas, reproductions and reconstructions are not exempt from these regulations.  
However, historic properties and new buildings can generally be made accessible while preserving their architectural 
character through careful planning and sensitive design. 
 

Do... 
• Review the historical significance of a property and identify character-defining features. 
• Assess the property's existing and required level of accessibility. 
• Evaluate accessibility options within a preservation context. 
• Comply with barrier-free access requirements in such a manner that character-defining spaces, features and 

finishes are preserved. 
• Work with local disability groups, access specialists and historic preservation specialists to determine the most 

appropriate solution to access problems. 
• Provide barrier-free access that promotes independence for the disabled person to the highest degree practical, 

while preserving significant historic features. 
• Provide barrier-free access through removable or portable, rather than permanent, ramps 
• Design new or additional means of access that are compatible with the historic property and its setting. 
• If providing barrier-free access threatens the integrity of an historic property, consult with the State Historic 

Preservation Officer (SHPO) about using alternative minimum requirements.  These alternative minimum 
requirements have been established for qualified historic properties that cannot be made physically accessible 
without threatening or destroying their significance.  Qualified historic properties include those listed or eligible to 
be listed in the National Register of Historic Places, those in locally designated historic preservation zoning districts 
HP-1 through HP-5, or those abutting HP-1, HP-2 or HP-3.  Owners of qualified historic properties must first consult 
with the SHPO before using the alternative minimum requirements.  If the SHPO determines that compliance with 
the full accessibility requirements would threaten or destroy the significance of the building, then the alternative 
minimum requirements may be used. 

 

The Florida Board of Building Codes and Standards of the Department of Community Affairs may grant individual 
modifications to, or exceptions from, the literal requirements of the Florida Accessibility Code for Building 
Construction.  These waivers or exceptions must be based on a determination of unnecessary or extreme 
hardship.  The waivers shall not violate federal accessibility laws or regulations, and must be reviewed by the 
Handicapped Accessibility Advisory Council.  Criteria for reviewing applications for waivers are established by 
Florida Administrative Code. 

 

Don’t... 
• Undertake code-required alterations before identifying those spaces, features or finishes which are character-

defining and must therefore be preserved. 
• Alter, damage or destroy character-defining spaces, features and finishes while making modifications to a building 

or site to comply with barrier free access. 
• Make changes to buildings without first seeking expert advice from access specialists and historic preservationists 

to determine solutions. 
• Install permanent access ramps that damage or diminish character-defining spaces. 
• Provide access modifications that do not provide a reasonable balance between independent, safe access and 

preservation of historic features. 
• Design new or additional means of access without considering the impact on the historic property and its setting.  
• Provide barrier free access which destroys significant features of an historic property without first consulting the 

State Historic Preservation Officer. 
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Staff Photographs 
2. Florida Master Site File 
3. Storefront Plans approved April 2021 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Staff Report Pg. 6
Page 66 of 269



Front (east) Elevation

Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Front (east) Elevation Staff Report Pg. 9
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Door Details Staff Report Pg. 11
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Door Details
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Ramp Location Staff Report Pg. 13
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Window Details Staff Report Pg. 14
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Window Details Staff Report Pg. 15
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

View of whole building from the northeast Staff Report Pg. 16
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Unit 128
Staff Report Pg. 17
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Unit 132
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Staff Photographs
130 St. George Street

Unit 132 Staff Report Pg. 19
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Received February 17, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Proposed Ramp
Submitted on 1/26/26 for Building 

Permit Added to application by StaffApplication Pg. 6
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Drawing of Existing Storefront
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Glazing Glass Setting Installation

Outside or 
Inside Center Set

Screw Spline, 
Shear Block or 

Can/Ribbon

*Based on NFRC 100. Lower values may be achieved through further simulation.

U-Factor: Values as low as 0.41*
CRF: Minimum 33frame and 58glass

Thermal Values:

Configuration:

www.ykkap.com

Landmark Hospital - Naples, FL

The YES 45 FI is a center set, flush glazed 
framing system developed for 1” insulating 
glass and other types of infill panels of varying 
thicknesses. The system will accommodate 
our hinged storefornt mullion, as well as an 
expansion mullion; these mullions allow more 
creative freedom where curves and angles 
become a functional part of the design.

•	 Outside and Inside Glazing options

•	 1” Standard Insulating Glazing with		
several glass infill options

•	 High Performance Sill Flashing 		
w No blind seals				  
w Tall back leg for enhanced water resistance	
w Patented 3-point attachment of end dam

•	 Screw Spline and Shear Block options,	
along with a Can/Ribbon configuration

•	 Integrates with our YKK AP Entrances      
and Sun Control Systems

YES 45 FI
Flush Glazed, Center Set Storefront 
System with Insulating Glass

Submitted on 1/26/26 for Building Permit 
Added to application by Staff
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Finish Options

Type Standard
Factory Anodized AAMA 612

Organic Paints AAMA 2604
AAMA 2605

Various System Options

Sidelite Bases, Glass Infills, Expansion 
Mullion, 90°, 135° and 158° Static 

Mullions, Hinged Mullions

©2025 YKK AP America Inc.

Additional information including CAD details, CSI specs, test reports and installation instructions are found
on the Product Guide by clicking this link or visiting www.ykkap.com/commercial/productguide

Thermal Imaging

Frame temperature values are based on
0ºF exterior and 70ºF interior air temperatures.

		2” back leg on sill flashing – enhanced water 	
		  resistance in the field and in water testing

		Three point attachment of end dam, with a 	
	   foldable tab and two screws into flashing splines

		No sill anchoring required if end reaction is 	
		  less than 500 lbs

n		No secondary penetration of sill and flashing 	
		  when properly sealed

With the use of our hinged mullion setup, the YES 45 system 
direction can be changed to allow angles and curves to create more 
a aesthetic and functional design with your building project. The 
3 mullion options available are: 93-133 degrees, 134-170 degrees 
and 165-180 degrees. Combined with a 90, 135 or 158 degree static 
mullion, the design possibilities are endless.

You can view details for the hinged mullions on the Product Guide.

Configuration where the head
and sill receptors are continuous
and the verticals snap into the
receptors. For more stability,
only the horizontal mullions
need a shear block.

Sill Flashing Design

Hinged Mullions Can/Ribbon Configuration

Glass Infill Options

YES 45 FI SPECS
Base Depth 4-1/2”

Sightline 2”

Config Outside & Inside Glazed / Center Set

Tested
Glass

1” IGU with Low-E
(C.O.G. U-Factor: 0.29)

Test Results Standards

Air
Infiltration

0.06 CFM/FT2 (1.10 m3/h·m2)
@ 6.24 PSF (299 Pa)

ASTM E 283

Water
Infiltration Static: 12 PSF (575 Pa) ASTM E 331

AAMA 501

Acoustical
(1” IGU)

Standard STC: 32
Standard OITC: 27

ASTM E 90 
ASTM E 1425

Laminated STC: 37
Laminated OITC: 30

Thermal Performance

Mullion Depth (1” IGU)               U-Factor - BTU/hr·ft2·°F CRF

2” x 4-1/2” 0.49 0.48 0.46 0.45 0.43 0.41 33 58
Center of Glass 0.30 0.28 0.26 0.24 0.22 0.20 Frame Glass

AAMA 507 & NFRC 100 AAMA 1503

E9-1040 1/
4”

1/
2”

3/
4”

5/
8”

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0064

E9-1039

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0053

E9-1040 1/
4”

1/
2”

3/
4”

5/
8”

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0064

E9-1039

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0053

E9-1040 1/
4”

1/
2”

3/
4”

5/
8”

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0064

E9-1039

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0053

E9-1040 1/
4”

1/
2”

3/
4”

5/
8”

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0064

E9-1039

E2-0052

E9-1039

E2-0053

02-5001-11
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Reason: I am approving this document 
Date: 2023.08.02 13:20:54 -04'00'
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WIDTH (W) FRAME HEIGHT

24.0 90.6 108.0

30.0 72.5 108.0

36.0 60.4 96.1

42.0 51.8 82.4

48.0 45.3 72.1

54.0 40.3 64.1

60.0 36.3 57.7

66.0 33.0 52.4

72.0 30.2 48.1

24.0 82.4 108.0

30.0 65.9 104.9

36.0 54.9 87.4

42.0 47.1 74.9

48.0 41.2 65.5

54.0 36.6 58.3

60.0 33.0 52.4

66.0 30.0 47.7

72.0 27.5 43.7

24.0 75.5 108.0

30.0 60.4 96.1

36.0 50.3 80.1

42.0 43.2 68.7

48.0 37.8 60.1

54.0 33.6 53.4

60.0 30.2 48.1

66.0 27.5 43.7

72.0 25.2 40.1

24.0 69.7 108.0

30.0 55.8 88.7

36.0 46.5 73.9

42.0 39.8 63.4

48.0 34.9 55.5

54.0 31.0 49.3

60.0 27.9 44.4

66.0 25.4 40.3

24.0 64.7 103.0

30.0 51.8 82.4

36.0 43.2 68.7

42.0 37.0 58.9

48.0 32.4 51.5

54.0 28.8 45.8

60.0 25.9 41.2

60.0

66.0

72.0

78.0

84.0

ANCHOR LOAD CAPACITY ‐ PSF

EXT. (+)  & INT. (‐)

NOMINAL DIMS. ANCHORS 

TYPE 'A'

ANCHORS 

TYPE 'B' WIDTH (W) FRAME HEIGHT

24.0 60.4 96.1

30.0 48.3 76.9

36.0 40.3 64.1

42.0 34.5 54.9

48.0 30.2 48.1

54.0 26.9 42.7

24.0 56.6 90.1

30.0 45.3 72.1

36.0 37.8 60.1

42.0 32.4 51.5

48.0 28.3 45.1

54.0 25.2 40.1

24.0 53.3 84.8

30.0 42.6 67.9

36.0 35.5 56.5

42.0 30.5 48.5

48.0 26.7 42.4

24.0 50.3 80.1

30.0 40.3 64.1

36.0 33.6 53.4

42.0 28.8 45.8

48.0 25.2 40.1

24.0 47.7 75.9

30.0 38.2 60.7

36.0 31.8 50.6

42.0 27.3 43.4

24.0 45.3 72.1

30.0 36.3 57.7

36.0 30.2 48.1

42.0 25.9 41.2

120.0

90.0

96.0

102.0

108.0

114.0

ANCHOR LOAD CAPACITY ‐ PSF

EXT. (+)  & INT. (‐)

NOMINAL DIMS. ANCHORS 

TYPE 'A'

ANCHORS 

TYPE 'B'
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COVER SHEET 

 

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

Prepared for March 19, 2026 Meeting 
 

Application HP2026-0010    Address:  17 Salt Run Court 

Cabe Nolan – Applicant and Owner 
 

Project description: To demolish three (3) residential buildings, constructed 
c.1936, that are recorded in the Florida Master Site File and not located in a 
district. 
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STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:   
 

This long, irregular parcel with three residential structures currently addressed 17, 21, and 23 Salt Run Court is located 
the northeast corner of Salt Run Court and Ocean Way on Anastasia Island. The property addresses and street names 
have changed over time. Until 1996, Salt Run Court was named Matanzas Avenue. According to the St. Johns County 
Property Appraiser, all three structures were built c. 1936; however, Sanborn Fire insurance map updated place the 
two cottages (21 and 23) as being built between 1955 and 1965 based upon comparisons between the 1955 update 
to the 1930 Sanborn Map and the 1965 update. Once all three structures were on the property, they were addressed 
from Ocean Way as 14, 16-1/2, and 16 respectively. Polk City Directory research notes the cottages a being 16a and 
16b by the mid-1980s.  
 

The primary structure, 17 Salt Run Court, has seen several alterations over time. The Sanborn Maps indicate a garage 
apartment structure with a masonry ground floor garage space and wood frame residence above. Permitting records 
show the building underwent large renovations between 1986 and 1994 which converted the ground floor garage into 
living space and later added a ground floor great room, entryway, and 1-car garage. The building now features an 
asphalt shingle side gable roof with a lower shed roof over the first floor on the front elevation and 1-story front gabled 
entry porch and garage. The upper story cladding appears to be aluminum or vinyl siding with a shell-dash finish below. 
Windows are primarily 1/1 vinyl and aluminum replacements.  
 

The cottages addressed 21 and 23 Salt Run Court appear to retain much of their historic integrity. Their asphalt shingle 
roofs are irregular in pattern with board and batten accents in the offset front gables and gabled entry stoop roofs. The 
exterior cladding for both cottages is a smooth, painted stucco with solid concrete block foundations. Windows are 
primarily 6/6 sash windows, though one side elevation of each building also features 2/2 wood windows with horizontal 
muntins.  
 

The applicant is seeking approval for demolition of all three structures; however, the applicant has expressed intent to 
rehabilitate, rather than demolish, the two cottages unless they are structurally unable to remain.  
 

Detailed analysis and additional comments can be found in the staff responses to the Demolition Review Criteria on 
page 3 of this staff report. Any full demolition of a structure aged 50 years or older requires review and approval by the 
HARB.   
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK: 

 

Architectural Style: Minimal Traditional Florida Master Site File: SJ06322 
National Register: N/A Construction date: c. 1936 
Archaeology Zone: N/A Zoning District:   RG-1 
Parcel number:   1578500000   
Agenda Item:   7(a) Previous Action(s):   N/A 

1. Demolition of three residential buildings 
 

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 17 Salt Run Court because the structures proposed for demolition are not 
local landmarks or otherwise designated as a historic buildings with the following condition: 
 

1. If demolition of the cottages is pursued, applicant must make a good-faith effort to salvage useable materials 
including windows, doors, structural wood, and interior wood paneling and flooring per seciton 28-89(6). 

 

Candice Seymour 
Candice Seymour, Historic Preservation Planner 
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DEMOLITION REVIEW CRITERIA (AGHP):   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

1. Whether or not the structure is within or is immediately facing a locally designated historic preservation zoning 
district. N/A 
 

2. The contribution of the structure to the mass and scale of the streetscape. The primary two-story structure is set back 
from the street, though it is larger in mass and scale than the immediately adjacent cottages. The cottages are similar in mass and 
scale to several others along Ocean Way.  
 

3. The impact of the loss of the structure on the streetscape. The primary building does not have a unique typology for the 
area and has undergone such extensive alteration that it’s original appearance as a garage apartment is unclear. While the 
cottages also do not have a unique typology for the area, they appear to retain much of their historic appearance and are more 
compatible with nearby structures that were likely built around the same time.    
 

4. Whether or not the structure will be replaced and the impact of a replacement structure, or lack thereof, on the 
streetscape.  The applicant proposes to replace the primary residence with a new residence. It is their intent to rehabilitate the 
cottages; however, if rehabilitation is determined to be infeasible, he is proposing to replicate both cottages on the same building 
footprints. A site plan was provided showing the proposed building footprint for the new primary residence. No design requirements 
are in place for this area; however, it is encouraged not to replicate historic styles and to use inspiration of the immediate context 
area to design a compatible building with respect to height, mass, scale, rhythms, materials, site plans, etc.  Any redevelopment 
plans must consider the Tree and Landscape Ordinance and meet zoning requirements. 
 
5. The historical or cultural merit of the structure. Only the primary building is recorded on the Florida Master Site File, 
though the cottages are mentioned in the survey form. The property is not located in a district.  No historic or cultural associations 
are known with the property that would qualify any or all of the structures for listing individually although the cottages could 
contribute to a district if one were created. Polk City Directory research first lists the property as an unaddressed residence on 
Matanzas Avenue in 1955 inhabited by Theodore Sikes, a Field Manager at Sinclair Refining, and his wife Pauline. Other residents 
include a city firefighter, an employee of Fairchilds, an employee of Florida East Coast Railway, and an employee of Scarlette 
O’Hara’s. There are several instances (1965, 1970, 1975, and 1985) where one or all of the addresses are listed as housing 
transients or being vacant.  
 

6. The impact of the loss of the structure on the historical or cultural integrity of the city, district and neighborhood.  
The building is not designated as historic and is not eligible for individual designation, according to the Florida Master Site File. 
Although the primary structure has been altered significantly altered, the two cottages could contribute to a district if one were 
extant.  
 

7. Whether or not the structure is representative of a style or type of architecture or a method of construction.  
17 Salt Run Court is an example of a Garage Apartment that has been heavily altered over time. The cottages are representative 
of the Minimal Traditional style.    

8. Whether or not the structure is one of the last surviving examples of its style or type of architecture or a method of 
construction.  The building typologies are commonly found in St. Augustine, primarily on Anastasia Island, though converted 
garage apartments can also be found in other St. Augustine neighborhoods.  
 

9. Whether or not the structure is of such design, craftsmanship or materials that it either could not be reproduced, or 
could be reproduced only with great difficulty or expense. The condition of the structure, and the possibility of 
rehabilitating or relocating the structure. The concrete block structures do not have a unique architectural style or 
characteristics that would be difficult to reproduce but new construction will be significantly different in appearance. On the 
cottages, staff observed several interior and exterior materials that could be salvaged if rehabilitation and/or demolition require 
their removal including the wood windows and interior ceiling planks.  
 

10. The justification for the proposed demolition.  The owner/applicant seeks to redevelop the property with a new single-
family home to replace the primary structure on the lot. They intend to rehabilitate the cottages, but are asking for demolition 
approval just in case they unable to be retained. Staff did not observe any outwardly visible signs of deterioration on the cottages 
during their site visit. If demolition of the cottages is necessary, the applicant intends to reconstruct the cottages on the same 
building footprints.  
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APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS, ELIGIBILITY FOR DEMOLITION REVIEW, CONDITIONS FOR 
DEMOLITION APPROVAL: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Eligibility for Demolition Review (Section 28-87(3), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
The review of all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for historic or regulated structures. Also, review all 
applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for primary structures within historic preservation zoning districts and 
National Register districts for potential designation as an historic landmark, and review of partial demolition permits for 
regulated structures not eligible for administrative approval. Privately owned single-family residential structures that qualify 
for complete demolition by statute and are not otherwise exempt pursuant to F.S. ch. 553.79(25), will be processed consistent 
with state law. 
 

National Register Status (Section 28-89(7), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
Applications for certificate of demolition of a building or structure that is of exceptional significance including a local historic 
landmark, has been a contributing property to a National Register of Historic Places District or has been individually listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places shall require the following with the burden of proof to be on the applicant. The board 
may also require the following of structures considered to be contributing to the historical character of the city: 1) requiring 
submittal of a condition assessment report performed by a qualified professional; 2) requiring the applicant to prove “undue 
economic hardship” to justify demolition; and 3) allowing HARB the option to deny the demolition request if an undue economic 
hardship is not proven and removal of the building or structure will be detrimental to the historic and architectural character 
of the city.   

 
Local Landmark Designation (Section 28-87(3) & (10), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 

HARB is assigned the authority of reviewing all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for historic or regulated 
structures.  Also, review all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for primary structures within historic 
preservation zoning districts and National Register districts for potential designation as an historic landmark”… for potential 
designation as an historical landmark. “Local historic landmarks” are defined as a building, object, site or structure of the 
highest historical, architectural, cultural or archaeological importance and whose demolition, removal, relocation, or alteration 
would constitute an irreplaceable loss to the character and quality of the city.   

 
Conditions for Demolition Approval (Section 28-89(6), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 

HARB has the discretion in its review of an application for Certificate of Demolition to require, as conditions for approval, one 
or more of the following:   
• Architectural Salvage - As a condition of issuing a certificate of demolition, 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. 

• Archival Documentation - 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 shall not be limited to, photographs and measured 
drawings. 

 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

 
The buildings were built by1960 and are thus more than 50 years old.  The buildings are not in a Historic Preservation 
Zoning District or National Register Historic District, or individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places but 
the primary structure is recorded in the Florida Master Site File. 
 
The requirements for review have been sufficiently met.  
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Additional References for Demolition Review From City Code: 
 
Sec 28-89(3) (as revised in 2024): In the case of the proposed demolition of an existing historic structure, or a project 
that constitutes partial demolition of a historic structure that the removal of such structure or architectural features will 
not be detrimental to the historic and architectural character of the city or that, balancing the interest of the city in 
preserving the integrity of the city and interest of the owner of the property.  
a. Approval of the plans for demolition in the latter event the board may issue an order postponing demolition for a 

period of not to exceed twelve (12) months after which the owner must reapply. The board may issue a second 
postponement with the total postponement period not to exceed two (2) twelve-month periods. If the board 
concludes that the demolition should be postponed, it shall, before issuing any final order with respect to such 
postponement, afford the applicant an opportunity to appear before the board to offer any evidence they may 
desire to present concerning the proposed order. Within the period of postponement, the board shall ascertain 
what the city or other agency or organization may do to preserve such structure and shall make recommendations 
to that effect to the city commission or otherwise cause the structure to be preserved. This section shall not apply 
to any permit for demolition which has been applied for, in proper form, prior to the effective date of this section.   

b. If the building or structure is of exceptional significance including a local historic landmark, is a contributing property 
to a National Register of Historic Places District or has been individually listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places, the board can deny the demolition if the board finds the removal of such building or structure will be 
detrimental to the historic and architectural character of the city and the applicant has not proven the denial will 
cause an undue economic hardship.  

 
Sec 28-87(10) under (HARB) Responsibilities:   
Designate historic landmarks. As utilized herein the term "local historic landmark" shall mean a building, object, site, 
or structure of the highest historical, architectural, cultural, or archaeological importance and whose demolition, 
removal, relocation, or alteration would constitute an irreplaceable loss to the character and quality of the city. In the 
event the historic architectural review board desires not to issue a demolition or partial demolition permit for a structure 
that it finds could meet the criteria for a historic landmark, the historic architectural review board shall initiate 
proceedings for designation of the structure as a historic landmark. In the designation of a historic landmark, the historic 
architectural review board shall evaluate the subject property using criteria and standards established by the National 
Register of Historical Places for national landmarks, or if evaluating the structure as a potential local historic landmark 
substituting the importance of the resource to the city and state rather than the nation as a whole. No property shall be 
designated as a historic landmark without first providing the owner of the proposed historic landmark with notice and 
an opportunity to be heard in the same manner as that provided for a rezoning of property. In addition, consistent with 
F.S. ch. 553.79(25), a local landmark designation for a privately owned single-family residential structure that qualifies 
for complete demolition by statute must include the consent of its owner. Any determination of the historic architectural 
review board shall be subject to appeal by any affected person to the city commission without any fee being charged 
or levied.  
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UNREASONABLE OR UNDUE ECONOMIC HARDSHIP: 
Defined as an onerous and excessive financial burden that would be placed upon a property owner by the 
denial of a certificate of demolition or a similar burden which would be placed on a property owner by 
conditions which the Commission seeks to place on the granting of a certificate.  (Section 28-2 CoSA Code 
of Ordinances) 
Is applicant entitled to a Certificate of Demolition independent of any hardship?   Yes  No 
Did applicant submit evidence of undue economic hardship?    Yes      No 
  
In any instance where an undue economic hardship, as defined in this chapter, is claimed by a property owner, the property owner 
may submit to the board any or all of the following information before the board makes a decision on the application for certificate 
of demolition:  (Section 28-89(7)b, CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
 
(Materials submitted by applicant noted with a checked box) 
 
 1. An estimate of the cost of the proposed construction, alteration, demolition, or removal;  
 2. The estimated market value of the property in its current condition; after completion of the proposed construction, 

alteration, demolition, or removal; and, in the case of a proposed demolition, after renovation of the existing property for 
continued use;  

 3. In the case of a proposed demolition, an estimate from an architect, developer, licensed contractor, real estate 
consultant, appraiser, or other real estate professional experienced in rehabilitation as to the economic feasibility of 
rehabilitation or reuse of the existing structure on the property;  

 4. The annual gross income from the property for the previous two (2) years; itemized operating and maintenance expenses 
for the previous two (2) years; and depreciation deduction and annual cash flow before and after debt service, if any, during 
the same period;  

 5. The remaining balance on any mortgage or other financing secured by the property and annual debt service, if any, for 
the previous two (2) years;  

 6. All appraisals obtained within the previous two (2) years by the owner or applicant in connection with the purchase, 
financing, or ownership of the property;  

 7. Any listing of the property for sale or rent, price asked, and offers received, if any, within the previous two (2) years;  
 8. The assessed value of the property according to the two (2) most recent assessments;  
 9. The real estate taxes for the previous two (2) years;  
 10. The form of ownership or operation of the property, whether an individual, sole proprietorship, for profit or not-for-profit 

corporation, limited partnership, joint venture, or other;  
 
Any other information considered necessary by the board to a determination as to whether the property does yield or may yield 
a reasonable return to the property owner. The board may require that the property owner furnish such additional information 
as the board believes is relevant to the board's determination of any alleged undue economic hardship. No decision of the board 
shall result in undue economic hardship for the property owner. In any case where undue economic hardship is claimed, the 
board shall make two (2) specific findings. First, the board shall determine if the owner would be entitled to a certificate of 
demolition without consideration of undue economic hardship. Second, the board shall determine whether the owner 
demonstrated an undue economic hardship. 
 
Additional information requested by HARB as per above: 
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COD HP2026-0010 
17 Salt Run Court 
March 19, 2026 
 

Page 7 of 7 
 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1. Staff Photographs 
2. Florida Master Site File survey 
3. Sanborn Map(s) 
4. Polk City Directory Research 
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court

Front (west) Elevation Staff Report pg. 8
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court

Northwest Elevation Staff Report pg. 10
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court
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Staff Photographs
*21 Salt Run Court*

Front (west) Elevation Staff Report pg. 20
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Staff Photographs
*21 Salt Run Court*
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Staff Photographs
*21 Salt Run Court*
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Staff Photographs
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Staff Photographs
*21 Salt Run Court*
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Staff Photographs
*21 Salt Run Court*
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Staff Photographs
**23 Salt Run Court**

Front (west) Elevation Staff Report pg. 27
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Staff Photographs
**23 Salt Run Court**
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Staff Photographs
**23 Salt Run Court**
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Staff Photographs
**23 Salt Run Court**

North Elevation Staff Report pg. 30
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Staff Photographs
**23 Salt Run Court**
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Staff Photographs
**23 Salt Run Court**
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court

Context Staff Report pg. 33
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Staff Photographs
17 Salt Run Court

Context
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SANBORN MAPS 
17 Salt Run Court (14 & 16 Ocean Way) 

 

 
1930 updated to 1955 

 

 
1930 updated to 1960 
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17 Salt Run Court (formerly 14 & 16 Ocean Way c. 1936) 
SAHS POLK CITY DIRECTORY RESEARCH 

 
 

DATE(S) NAME SYMBOLS PROFESSION 
*1955 Theodore B. Sikes  

(w: Pauline A.) 
 Field Manager, Sinclair Refining 

+1960 16: James Williams  City Firefighter 
1965 16: Transients   
1970 14: VACANT   
 16: William H. Burnett  Employee, Fairchilds 
 16: George J. Lane  Not Listed 
 16: Neil A Meir  Assistant to Auditor, F.E.C. 
1975 14: VACANT   
 16: VACANT   
1980 No Listing   
1985 16a: Gale Smith  Employee, Scarlett O’Hara’s 
 16b: VACANT   
1990 16: Mrs. Collee H. Pitts (o) Teacher, St. Johns Couty Schools 
 16a: Leland Richboury  Party Chief, Loren Jones Engineering 

Company 
 

  
 
+    First numeric entry found for original address  
*    No numeric, property listed as Matanzas Avenue (changed to Salt Run Court in 1996) 
(o)  Owner 
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE

HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION

Certificate of Demolition (Full)

Case Number: HP2026-0010 Meeting Date: Thursday, March 19, 2026

1. NAME OF APPLICANT:

Business (if applicable):

Address: 

City: State: 

Daytime Telephone: E-Mail Address:

2. NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER:

Business (if applicable):

Address: 

City: State: 

Daytime Telephone: E-Mail Address:

3. PROJECT LOCATION:

4. LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

Cabe Nolan

6 Sanchez Cove

Saint Augustine FL 32080

Available upon request
Zip Code:   

Cabe Nolan

6 Sanchez Cove

Saint Augustine FL 32080Zip Code: 

17 SALT RUN CT, Saint Augustine, FL, 32080

1-58 CARVERS ANASTASIA W PT LOTS 1 THRU 6 BLK 23 - 72.05 X

172.37 X 18.86 X 105.7 X 37.13 & LOT 1 BLK 24 OR1004/1241 &

1078/1321(C/D) & 1952/1984 & 4830/1503 & 6155/1815(D/C) &

6155/1807(L/A) & 6155/1804(P/R)

SCOPE OF WORK:5. to demolish three (3) residential buildings, constructed c.1936, that are recorded 

in the Florida Master Site File and not located in a district.

Information attached by applicant includes:

• Application Agreement

• Photographs of Existing Conditions

• Property Survey with Proposed Building Footprint

Available upon request

Available upon request Available upon request

Application Pg. 1
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HARB APPLICATION AGREEMENT 
 

 

In filling out this application: 
 

 I 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. 
 

 I  further understand that  if this application  is  for an Opinion of Appropriateness,  I must still obtain a 
Certificate of Appropriateness before applicable permits can be issued for project work to begin.  If this 
application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness, Demolition, or Partial Demolition, and it is approved, I 
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, I, or an authorized 
representative, must be prepared  to present  the  request at  the scheduled hearing date.   The cost of 
subsequent hearings requiring re‐noticing due to continuance will be assessed to the applicant. 

 

 I have been made aware that applications must be sufficiently complete at the time of submittal or may 
be delayed to a future meeting.  Relevant information necessary for application review shall include but 
not be limited to the items referenced in the “Plan Requirements” section of the Architectural Guidelines 
for  Historic  Preservation  (AGHP)  depending  on  the  scope  and  scale  of  the  project.  The minimum 
application requirements are marked as required submittal documents in this online application.  Contact 
Planning Staff if the project is unique and needs to be addressed in a different manner.  Minor details 
may be submitted in the portal up to 10 days before the meeting and HARB will determine if additional 
materials may be presented at the meeting. 

 

All  applicants/owners of  record must  sign  the  application  agreement.  If  the property  applicant/owner  is  a 
governmental agency; licensed business or company; incorporated organization; or an administered estate, an 
authorized agent may sign. If the applicant is different than the property owner, the application must be signed 
by both parties.  An Authorization Form signed by the property owner(s) and notarized, must be submitted only 
in the absence of the property owner’s signature or where an authorized agent signs  in  lieu of the property 
owner. 
 

Project Address: ___________________________________________________________________ 
 

Applicant’s Name: _______________________ Applicant’s Signature: ________________________ 
 

Owner’s Name: _________________________ Owner’s Signature: __________________________ 
 

Owner’s Name: _________________________ Owner’s Signature: __________________________ 
 

Owner’s Name: _________________________ Owner’s Signature: __________________________ 
(Can add additional signature page if needed) 

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.   

Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Approximate location of new
home +-3,200 sq. ft.

Received February 13, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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COVER SHEET 

 

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

Prepared for March 19, 2026 Meeting 
 

Application HP2026-0014    Address:  27 Sevilla Street 
 

Florida Specialty Roofing Services, LLC – Applicant         
Ancient City Baptist Church – Owner 

 

Project description: For partial demolition of a church building, constructed in 
1895, that is recorded in the Florida Master Site File and contributing to the Model 
Land Company National Register Historic District, including removal of existing 
roofing materials on the main church structure and towers and replacement with 
roof covering of a different design. 
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COD HP2026-0014 
27 Sevilla Street 
March 19, 2026 
 

Page 2 of 6 
 

 
STAFF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS:   
 

This Romanesque Revival church building is located on the northwest corner of Sevilla and Carrera Streets 
and is contributing to the Model Land Company National Register Historic District.  
 

The applicant is seeking approval to replace the existing roof materials on the primary church structures with 
a Brava synthetic slate shingle material.  
 

Detailed analysis and additional comments can be found in the staff responses to the Demolition Review 
Criteria on page 3 of this staff report. Any partial demolition of a structure that contributes to a National 
Register Historic District and entails permanent removal of an exterior architectural feature or replacement 
with a new feature that does not meet the criteria for in-kind replacement requires review and approval by 
the HARB.   
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

SUMMARY SCOPE OF WORK: 

  

Architectural Style: Romanesque Revival Florida Master Site File: SJ00336 

National Register: 
Model Land Company 
NRHD: Contributing Construction date: 1895 

Archaeology Zone: IIE Zoning District:   RS-1 
Parcel number:   2051100000   
Agenda Item:   7(b) Previous Action(s):   N/A 

1. Partial demolition to include:  
a. Removal of existing asphalt and cementitious roof materials on the primary church building and 

towers. 
b. Replacement with Brava synthetic slate tiles 

i. Color: Graphite (Dark Grey) 
ii. Tile sizes to be custom manufactured for the towers on-site. 

 
 

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 for Partial Demolition at 27 Sevilla Street if the HARB can make 
the following findings related to the proposed replacement roof material: 

1. It maintains the historic character and integrity of the structure and is compatible with the historic 
structure’s building envelope; and,  

2. It meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #9 as a compatible contemporary 
material that closely replicates slate roof shingles, although the proposed shingles may be thicker, wider, 
and have a different edge that the slate material originally on the roof.  

 
Candice Seymour 
Candice Seymour, Historic Preservation Planner 
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COD HP2026-0014 
27 Sevilla Street 
March 19, 2026 
 

Page 3 of 6 
 

DEMOLITION REVIEW CRITERIA (AGHP):   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

1. Whether or not the structure is within or is immediately facing a locally designated historic preservation zoning district. 
N/A 
 

2. Whether or not the structure is within and contributing to a National Register Historic District. Yes, the building 
contributes to the Model Land Company National Register Historic District.  
 

3. The contribution of the architectural element(s) being proposed for removal to the historic integrity of the building and 
the streetscape. The existing roofing material on the church is primarily a modern architectural shingle; however the conical primary 
entrance tower roof features a material that staff and the applicant have agreed appears to be a cementitious shingle, though a 
sample of the material is needed to confirm this hypothesis. Loss of these existing materials may not have an impact on the structure’s 
historic integrity if an appropriate replacement material is installed. According to historic documentation and evidence left within the 
structure’s iconic conical tower, the original roof of the church was a slate tile.   
 

4. The impact of the loss of the architectural element(s) on the building and along the streetscape. The Ancient City Baptist 
Church is architecturally unique and significant within the Model Land Company National Register Historic District, and the roof of 
the church is a prominent feature of the building. An inappropriate replacement roof material would visually impact the character-
defining roof and could impact the architectural integrity of the structure.  
 

5. Whether or not the architectural element(s) will be replaced, and the impact of replacement or lack thereof, on the 
building and along the streetscape.  The applicant proposes to replace the existing architectural and (probable) cementitious roof 
shingles with Brava synthetic slate shingles in a dark grey color that would emulate the color of the loose slate tiles found within the 
tower attic. The loose slate tiles, when compared with the proposed replacement are more matte in appearance and far thinner in 
profile than the 1” profile of the Brava tiles. There may be other synthetic slate materials that would more closely match the original 
in profile. The Brava tiles are also squared with heavy rustication on the bottom edge, unlike the rounded, slightly smoother edge of 
the original slate; however, the applicant has submitted evidence to show that the size and shape of the Brava tiles can be customized 
on-site as needed. The customized tile is proposed for the slate roof of the towers which would taper in size as the cone tapers to 
the top. The church’s standard sloping roofs are proposed to have 12” wide single width Brava tiles. Staff has not found any 
documentation relating to the original width of the slate tiles on the flat slopes of the roof. Preservation Brief 29: The Repair, 
Replacement, and Maintenance of Historic Slate Roofs indicates that, while there was no standard sizing for historic slate roofs, most 
slate tiles were between 6” and 14” in width, with tiles 8”-12” in width most common on residential and institutional buildings. The tiles 
found in the tower appear to have varied widths consistent with the tapering necessary to clad the conical roof. The sample slate 
provided to staff is ~6” wide at its greatest width.  
 

6. The historical or cultural merit of the structure and/or its architectural features.  The existing roof materials have little 
cultural merit and were likely chosen to reflect the original slate roof in a modern, economical material. It is unclear when the slate 
was removed. There is evidence of a roof permit issued in 1984, but no documentation related to the permit was found by staff.  
 

7. The impact of the loss of the architectural element(s) on the historical or cultural integrity of the structure, district, and 
neighborhood.  Loss of the original roofing material eroded the fabric of this architecturally significant structure. The applicant hope 
the proposed replacement material may replicate the original slate and restore the intended visual appearance of the church roof. 
 

8. Whether or not the structure and the architectural element(s) proposed for demolition are representative of a style or 
type of architecture or a method of construction. The existing roof material does not reflect the Romanesque Revival style of the 
building, thought the original slate tiles would have been representative of the architectural style.    

9. Whether or not the structure, or the architectural elements being removed, are the last surviving examples of its style 
or type of architecture or a method of construction.  This building is the only documented example of Romanesque Revival 
architecture in St. Augustine. The original slate roof would have been unique in this area, as slate was not a common roof material 
in the region.  
 

10. Whether or not the structure and/or architectural element(s) proposed for demolition are of such design, craftsmanship 
or materials that they either could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great difficulty or expense. The 
existing roofing materials are easily replaced with new materials in-kind; however, the original slate material would be difficult to 
replace and may be difficult to replicate precisely due to the lack of documentation or clear pictorial evidence. 
 

11. The justification for the proposed partial demolition.  The applicant seeks to reroof the entire structure for longevity as well 
as aesthetic purposes. Based upon discussions with the applicant and owner, the conical entry tower roof is a priority based upon its 
current deteriorating condition. Replacement of the roof with new authentic slate was deemed infeasible according to church staff, 
because the weight of the slate may strain the roof structures.  
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COD HP2026-0014 
27 Sevilla Street 
March 19, 2026 
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APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS, ELIGIBILITY FOR DEMOLITION REVIEW, CONDITIONS FOR 
PARTIAL DEMOLITION APPROVAL: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Eligibility for Partial Demolition Review (Section 28-87(3), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
  The Historic Architectural Review Board (HARB) is responsible for review of all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits 
for historic or regulated structures. Also, review of all applications for demolition or partial demolition permits for primary structures within historic 
preservation zoning districts and National Register districts for potential designation as an historic landmark, and review of partial demolition permits 
for regulated structures not eligible for administrative approval.  
 

Regulated Structures not eligible for administrative approval (Section 28-2 – Definitions, CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
Architectural feature limited review consists of the architectural review of limited physical elements of a regulated structure to be replaced 

after partial demolition. This limited review will focus on the overall character of the key elements of the structure visible from the street. Key 
elements that will be reviewed will be roofs (shape, size, placement), exterior windows and doors (number and placement of openings, shape and 
pattern of panes or lites, and design features visible from outside the regulated structure such as exterior muntin with a raised profile), porches, 
stoops, and balconies (shape, size, placement), exterior siding (vertical, horizontal, or diagonal placement of similar sized boards, siding profile and 
pattern). The review is for exterior elements and may include interior works or features of architectural elements. Applications that match the 
replacements after a partial demolition to these existing key architectural elements or use in-kind features or materials as existing will be deemed 
in compliance with this limited architectural review and can be approved administratively. Applicants who do not want to use in-kind features or 
materials as existing, not match the replacements to those existing key architectural elements after partial demolition will be heard at a public 
hearing before the HARB or other designated reviewing agency. This category of limited review does not apply to properties in the Historic 
Preservation Zoning Districts of the City. 

In-kind features or materials means using architecturally similar material and design to convey the visual appearance of the remaining 
parts of the feature and finish 

Partial demolition a partial demolition for purposes of proposed work on a historic structure or a regulated structure within the City of St. 
Augustine is considered the permanent removal of 50% of the appraised value or more of historic, individual elements of the building envelope 
(roof, walls, porches, windows, foundations). It also includes the removal of these historic features regardless of the percentage of the appraised 
value when they are on visible sides of the building (visible from the street). 

Regulated structure is a building or a part of a building that is the subject of a partial demolition and that is not located in the City’s Historic 
Preservation Zoning Districts but meets the following criteria of a Historic structure: It is individually listed as historic locally or nationally, or it is a 
contributing property in a designated National Register District, or it is a designated historic landmark. 
 

Criteria for Review of a Certificate of Partial Demolition (Section 28-89(2)d.4, CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
 In the case of partial demolition: the board shall find that the proposed replacement materials including historic materials as well as 
compatible substitute materials maintain the historic character and integrity of the structure and are compatible with the historic structure’s building 
envelope or the removal will not compromise the overall historic character and integrity of the structure. 
 

Criteria for Regulated Structures (Section 28-89(3), CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
Replacement elements for regulated structures as defined in this code will be reviewed consistent with the procedures for architectural feature 
limited review. The board will apply the adopted design criteria, if any, for the area or AGHP if applicable to the regulated structure. If no design 
criteria have been adopted, the board will accept evidence and testimony to establish relevant architectural features. Some regulated structures 
may have architectural features that support its historic character and historic period, as well as modifications or additions over time. The board will 
accept evidence and testimony to establish whether the architectural features should meet preservation or reconstruction standards.  
 

(Section 28-89(5), CoSA Code of Ordinances) Applications for partial demolition of buildings listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places, contributing or potentially contributing to a historic district in the National Register of Historic Places, listed as a local historic 
landmark pursuant to this Code, listed as a potential landmark identified in the Historic Preservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan, 
Master Plan or identified by historic preservation planning staff as culturally significant within the recent past, may apply for the demolition 
of additional components of the building as part of a more comprehensive rehabilitation plan. Staff may require that the application be reviewed as 
a full demolition with required documentation, appropriate condition assessment and a rehabilitation plan, recognizing that applicants may encounter 
unforeseen building damage, site conditions, flood mitigation obstacles, or other significant and demonstrable reasons justifying a more extensive 
partial demolition as part of the rehabilitation. In issuing a certificate of demolition or partial demolition, the board may include approval of both the 
partial demolition and potential related additional demolition and its rehabilitated replacement design under one application. This will allow the 
approval of drawings sufficient for a building permit and that all necessary requirements for the new construction related to the demolition or partial 
demolition are submitted for permitting review and approval by staff. 

~~~~~ 
The building was built by 1895, is not in a Historic Preservation Zoning District or individually listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places, but is recorded on the Florida Master Site File and listed as a contributing building in the Model Land Company National 
Register Historic District. The replacement roof material does not meet the criteria for in-kind replacement or precisely match the 
design of the previously existing slate. 
 

The requirements for review have been sufficiently met. 
Staff Report pg. 4
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UNREASONABLE OR UNDUE ECONOMIC HARDSHIP: 
Defined as an onerous and excessive financial burden that would be placed upon a property owner by the 
denial of a certificate of demolition or a similar burden which would be placed on a property owner by 
conditions which the Commission seeks to place on the granting of a certificate.  (Section 28-2 CoSA Code 
of Ordinances) 
Is applicant entitled to a Certificate of Demolition independent of any hardship? Yes  No 
Did applicant submit evidence of undue economic hardship?    Yes      No 
  
In any instance where an undue economic hardship, as defined in this chapter, is claimed by a property owner, the property owner 
may submit to the board any or all of the following information before the board makes a decision on the application for certificate 
of demolition:  (Section 28-89(7)b, CoSA Code of Ordinances) 
 
(Materials submitted by applicant noted with a checked box) 
 
 1. An estimate of the cost of the proposed construction, alteration, demolition, or removal;  
 2. The estimated market value of the property in its current condition; after completion of the proposed construction, 

alteration, demolition, or removal; and, in the case of a proposed demolition, after renovation of the existing property for 
continued use;  

 3. In the case of a proposed demolition, an estimate from an architect, developer, licensed contractor, real estate 
consultant, appraiser, or other real estate professional experienced in rehabilitation as to the economic feasibility of 
rehabilitation or reuse of the existing structure on the property;  

 4. The annual gross income from the property for the previous two (2) years; itemized operating and maintenance expenses 
for the previous two (2) years; and depreciation deduction and annual cash flow before and after debt service, if any, during 
the same period;  

 5. The remaining balance on any mortgage or other financing secured by the property and annual debt service, if any, for 
the previous two (2) years;  

 6. All appraisals obtained within the previous two (2) years by the owner or applicant in connection with the purchase, 
financing, or ownership of the property;  

 7. Any listing of the property for sale or rent, price asked, and offers received, if any, within the previous two (2) years;  
 8. The assessed value of the property according to the two (2) most recent assessments;  
 9. The real estate taxes for the previous two (2) years;  
 10. The form of ownership or operation of the property, whether an individual, sole proprietorship, for profit or not-for-profit 

corporation, limited partnership, joint venture, or other;  
 
Any other information considered necessary by the board to a determination as to whether the property does yield or may yield 
a reasonable return to the property owner. The board may require that the property owner furnish such additional information 
as the board believes is relevant to the board's determination of any alleged undue economic hardship. No decision of the board 
shall result in undue economic hardship for the property owner. In any case where undue economic hardship is claimed, the 
board shall make two (2) specific findings. First, the board shall determine if the owner would be entitled to a certificate of 
demolition without consideration of undue economic hardship. Second, the board shall determine whether the owner 
demonstrated an undue economic hardship. 
 
Additional information requested by HARB as per above: 
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1. Staff Photographs 
2. Florida Master Site File survey 
3. St. Augustine Historical Society Research: Documentation of slate roof material 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Staff Report pg. 6
Page 176 of 269



Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

South Elevation Staff Report pg. 7
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

Southeast Elevation Staff Report pg. 8
Page 178 of 269



Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

East Elevation Staff Report pg. 9
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

Northeast Elevation Staff Report pg. 10
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

North Elevation Staff Report pg. 11
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

West Elevation Staff Report pg. 13
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street
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Staff Photographs
27 Sevilla Street

Original Slate Tile (left) and comparison between the slate and proposed Brava shingleStaff Report pg. 15
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SANBORN MAPS 
27 Sevilla Street (Ancient City Baptist Church) 
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This February 1896 photo shows the Ancle�t Clfy--Baptl�t was late·;·�orn down, and ;oday the land provides area����=•Churc_h with the Barcelona Hotel In the foreground. The hotel church parking lot 

Ancient City to mark centennial Sunda)' 
Special to The Record ///II /J'lfS only permanent church building for on the slate roof. The slate shingles Hath gladly led our willing feet. '. Baptists at that time between Jack- were fastened with copper screws. During the 1987 celebration co'll1-Ancient City Baptist Church is sonville and Key West. Fl�gler paid Center for his work. memorating the centennial of the•or-marking i,ts 100th anniversary this In 1893 Dr. G.J. Johnson was sent Bricks for the walls and tower were ganization of the church, a living'his­weekend with a series of special ac- by the State Board of Missions to brought in Birmingham, Ala., with tory of Ancient City Baptist Churcli, tivitles. Special guest will be the pastor the congregation and build a an exception of 3,000 which could not "The Long Road With God" was Rev. Paul D. Carmichael, a former house of worship. During a service be furnished by the plant in Alabama made available to the public .. To pastor from 1962-6 9. He'll address a March 11, 1894, Dr. Johnson an- due to a plant fire. mark the 100th anniversary of the gathering of current and former nounced publicly that a site had been Three tourist ladies from Massa- erection of the church, local artlsl, 
members during 10:30 a.m. services given by Henry M. Flagler. At that chµsetts paid the cost of the interior K. David Brown has created a palrlt­
at the church erected in 1895 on the time, services were held in the St. decorations and furnishings of the ing of the church's exterior. It wilt be 
corner of Carrera and . Sevilla Johns County courthouse. church. Among the treasured relics unveiled during the 10:30 a.m. •ser­
streets. Flagler gave the land, it was. s�id, is 'a _silver communion pitcher with vice, and a limited edition prints 

This day marks not only a special with the con_di�ion- that the building chalices and a 40-pound Bible given numbered and signed by the artist 
day fo the members of the church, be· erected w1thm two years, at a_ cost in 1895 that graced the altar table. will be available after the morning 
but also an historical event in the life of 1,1ot under $10,000, and that it be Time has yellowed the pages and worship service. K. David Brow(! 
of st. Augustine and Florida Bap- debt free. . dimmed the ink on an original hymn will be present and will hand sign'the 
tists. Flagler also asked that the church composed for the church dedication. prints. (For further details, see ac-

The day begins with 9:15 a.m. ·never put a mortgage on the prope�- Somebody induced Dr. S.J. Smith companying story.) � 
Sunday school. During the morning ty and that a bell never_ be be �un� m �uthor,. of ,!he words to the hy�� There will be former members•, 
worship, Barry Bell and Todd Carr the tower. Flagler's horn�, K1�ks1de, America, 1to_ cornpose a spec�al staff and friends to celebrate on Suri­
will be licensed to preach, with the faced Valencia Street with his bed- hYfJln to commemorate the Baptist day. Following the morning worshi� 
Rev. Frank p_ Northcutt, pastor of room on Carrera_ Street, and some eve

1
�t. The first verse reads: hour, a catered luncheon will be fi�l4 

Ancient City, presenting them with believed that he did not want to hear ! Founded On Thee in the fellowship hall. A concert ill 
I • • h • bed • Our Only Lord the church sanctuary, by the Nortli the licenses. the be 1 boommg m IS room wm-

h h 1J St d Greenville College's Baptist Student, • Ancient City Baptist Church was dow. • ThyChurc s a an 
organized in 1887 with 18 charter The State Mission Board, anxious As Stands Thy Word Union ChriSti� music ense��!E!'1 
members. The first service was held to establish a permanent building .No Fear The Storm 

,,
Joyful Sound• will follow.· ,:· ·, 

in the Old Genovar Opera House along the east coast, appropriated :Nor Dread the
B
Shock 

f B t 
There will be no evening worship 

1 N rown o os on service this Sunday. ,. 1 which is where the St. George Phar- money towards the building and with Samue 
• d th t liberai Pastor Northcutt and Carl M . .f'�macy is presently located. The first pledges the total came to $14,345.37. Mass:, describe 

�\h
e 

;1��ing and ters II, minister of music, will)beconverts were baptized in the waters The cost of the building plus the coi)t�,b�tor tow�r 
h �ch �ouse also leading the service.s. Limited edi_tiotiof Matanzas Bay north of Fort Mar- property donated by Flagler made a fl.I, :nishmgs of th1s c
l � mn that was prints of the chill-c'il 'will be available

ion (now renamed Castillo de San property value in 1895 of240,000; free ,CQmposed a �pd�la 
tlo:. An opening 

I to the public through the church ·ot 
Marcos.) of all debt. • Q�� at the e ica 

'cts· flee at 27 Sevilla St. Also, church h�� _ . The first service at· the curre?t . .,..-Info�ma�ion in church files and_ a _ JJ!fse of his h���-
r
t:s s�cred place, tory books can be obtained from)� 

structure was held Feb. 10, ·1895, m • file mamtamed by the St. Augustine • ; "Today, 
w�ll cares, our safe re- office. These books provide history. Q( 

the Sunday School rooms. The sane- Historical Society show that the An- f From wor y St. Augustine along with the his(11ry 
tuary first used In April of tl�at year. clent City Baptist Church building treat, 

1 e 8 saviors grace of Ancient City Baptist Church.. :: i;_ 
The tan brick church building was constructed by a Mr. Manning of • A Fathers ov ':,_ ___ :__' ______ ,,,,..J!!!!!!!!!!!!!!��!!!!'/!!;;.:� with Its soaring Norman Spire, steep- Orlando. He brought a foreman and 

ly gabled roof and beautiful oval three. carpenters with him from Or­
stained glass windows was erected lando and hired two men from St. 
on land given by Henry M. Flagler. Augustine to do the masonry work -
In a "History of Florida Baptists" Benjamin Pacetti and Bartola Cano­
written by the late Rev. J.L. Rosser, va. 
pastor of Ancient City Baptist John L. Center was brought from Church from 1939-48. this was the West Palm Beach by Flagler to put 
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE

HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION

Certificate of Demolition (Partial)

Case Number: HP2026-0014 Meeting Date: Thursday, March 19, 2026

1. NAME OF APPLICANT:

Business (if applicable):

Address: 

City: State: 

Daytime Telephone: E-Mail Address:

2. NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER:

Business (if applicable): 

Address: 

City: State: 

Daytime Telephone: E-Mail Address:

3. PROJECT LOCATION:

4. LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

Cody Bates

Florida Specialty Roofing Services LLC

974 Explorer Cove Suite 144

Altamonte Springs FL 32701

Available upon request
Zip Code   : 

Available upon request

Hugh Peters

Ancient City Baptist Church

27 Sevilla St

St. Augustine FL 32084

Available upon request
Zip Code              :     

Available upon request

27 SEVILLA ST, Saint Augustine, FL, 32084

1-176 MODEL LAND CO SUB CITY LOTS 17 18 19 & 20 BLK I

SCOPE OF WORK:5. for partial demolition of a church building, constructed in 1895, that is recorded in the 

Florida Master Site File and contributing to the Model Land Company National Register 

Historic District, including removal of existing roofing materials on the main church 

structure and towers and replacement with roof covering of a different material and 

design.

Information attached by applicant includes:

• Application Agreement

• Project Proposal

• Photographs of Existing Conditions

• Proposed Replacement Product Specifications

• Custom Field Manufacturing and Installation Process

Application Pg. 1
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HARB APPLICATION AGREEMENT 
 

In filling out this application: 

 I 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.

 I  further understand that  if this application  is  for an Opinion of Appropriateness,  I must still obtain a

Certificate of Appropriateness before applicable permits can be issued for project work to begin.  If this

application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness, Demolition, or Partial Demolition, and it is approved, I

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, I, or an authorized

representative, must be prepared  to present  the  request at  the scheduled hearing date.   The cost of

subsequent hearings requiring re‐noticing due to continuance will be assessed to the applicant.

 I have been made aware that applications must be sufficiently complete at the time of submittal or may

be delayed to a future meeting.  Relevant information necessary for application review shall include but

not be limited to the items referenced in the “Plan Requirements” section of the Architectural Guidelines

for  Historic  Preservation  (AGHP)  depending  on  the  scope  and  scale  of  the  project.  The minimum

application requirements are marked as required submittal documents in this online application.  Contact

Planning Staff if the project is unique and needs to be addressed in a different manner.  Minor details

may be submitted in the portal up to 10 days before the meeting and HARB will determine if additional

materials may be presented at the meeting.

All  applicants/owners of  record must  sign  the  application  agreement.  If  the property  applicant/owner  is  a 

governmental agency; licensed business or company; incorporated organization; or an administered estate, an 

authorized agent may sign. If the applicant is different than the property owner, the application must be signed 

by both parties.  An Authorization Form signed by the property owner(s) and notarized, must be submitted only 

in the absence of the property owner’s signature or where an authorized agent signs  in  lieu of the property 

owner. 

Project Address: ___________________________________________________________________ 

Applicant’s Name: _______________________ Applicant’s Signature: ________________________ 

Owner’s Name: _________________________ Owner’s Signature: __________________________ 

Owner’s Name: _________________________ Owner’s Signature: __________________________ 

Owner’s Name: _________________________ Owner’s Signature: __________________________ 

(Can add additional signature page if needed) 

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.

27 Sevilla St, St. Augustine, FL 32084

Cody Bates

Hugh Peters Hugh Peters (Mar 1, 2026 18:36:47 EST)
Hugh Peters

Cody Bates (Mar 1, 2026 18:41:14 EST)

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department

Application Pg. 2
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Microsoft Word - HARB Full Acknowledgement
Final Audit Report 2026-03-01

Created: 2026-02-28

By: FL Specialty Roofing (office@flsroof.com)

Status: Signed

Transaction ID: CBJCHBCAABAA9ywef3-lpRhauseNrSlmoItALDQunlzU

"Microsoft Word - HARB Full Acknowledgement" History
Document created by FL Specialty Roofing (office@flsroof.com)
2026-02-28 - 10:42:52 PM GMT

Document emailed to Hugh Peters (hpeters154@att.net) for signature
2026-02-28 - 10:42:56 PM GMT

Email viewed by Hugh Peters (hpeters154@att.net)
2026-03-01 - 11:35:59 PM GMT

Document e-signed by Hugh Peters (hpeters154@att.net)
Signature Date: 2026-03-01 - 11:36:47 PM GMT - Time Source: server

Document emailed to Cody Bates (cody@flsroof.com) for signature
2026-03-01 - 11:36:49 PM GMT

Email viewed by Cody Bates (cody@flsroof.com)
2026-03-01 - 11:38:08 PM GMT

Document e-signed by Cody Bates (cody@flsroof.com)
Signature Date: 2026-03-01 - 11:41:14 PM GMT - Time Source: server

Agreement completed.
2026-03-01 - 11:41:14 PM GMT

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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3/10/26, 8:44 AM 20260310_083832.jpg

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/#inbox/KtbxLxGLlNhMVHzKhdXpRPSsjPvZTgqxxV?projector=1&messagePartId=0.1 1/1

Received March 10, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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FL Specialty 
Roofing 

PROJECT
PROPOSAL

Scope of Work:
FL Specialty Roofing proposes to provide the following material and labor services to ensure your project 

meets or exceeds all Florida Building Codes and Manufacture installation requirements.  

Project Name : Project Address :

Prepared For :

Date Prepared :

Additional Remarks:

Total Project Price: 
***Pricing is good for 30 days from the date of this proposal

Warranty:
FL Specialty 10 Year Workmanship Warranty 

BRAVA ENDURANCE Limited Lifetime Material 

Warranty

Ancient City Baptist Church
Bob Blake
bblakeusn@comcast.net

Ancient City Baptist Church - Brava Roof 
Replacement

27 Sevilla Street
St. Augustine, FL 32084

February 19, 2026

TEAR-OFF AND REMOVAL: 
1. Remove the existing roof down to the original wood deck, including drip edge, roof accessories, vents, and valley flashings. All debris will
be hauled away and properly disposed of.
2. At the eaves, remove decking as needed to access wall-to-truss connection points. Install Simpson Strong-Tie gusset straps at these
locations, then reinstall new decking once the straps are secured.
3. Install new 15/32" plywood decking over all existing spaced decking, except turrets, which will receive 1/4" plywood decking. Replace any
rotted or damaged fascia (painting not included). The base price includes all decking and a $1,500 lumber allowance for additional
wood/fascia replacement. Any work exceeding this allowance will require a Change Order at the rates listed below.
DRY-IN AND UNDERLAYMENT:
1. Furnish and install new drip edge, 24" W-valley metal, transition flashing, wall flashing, and surface-mounted headwall flashing where
required. At brick conditions, saw-cut (reglet) masonry and install new wall flashing. At siding conditions, carefully detach siding as necessary
to install concealed wall flashing, then reinstall siding. All flashings shall be fabricated from factory-painted .032" aluminum.
2. Install 1 layer of Polystick TU Plus Self-Adhering, Self-Sealing, High-Temperature Underlayment, direct to deck. On turrets, install
Polyglass 2-Ply (MTS Plus + TU Plus) Underlayment system.
3. On low slope areas, install Modified Bitumen cap and base sheet roofing system.
TILE INSTALLATION AND COMPLETION:
1. Install BRAVA Single-Width Slate Composite Tile, direct to deck, with all required BRAVA accessory components, using 2 stainless steel
fasteners. On turrets, install Brava Multi-Width Slate turret package.
2. Install all new Gooseneck Vents (painted), and Pipe Covers (painted).
PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND EQUIPMENT:
1. Dedicated field supervisor on site to coordinate materials, equipment, labor, and all aspects of the project.
2. Documented and communicated project schedule to ensure smooth and safe operations for all workers and residents.
3. Proper machinery and equipment to efficiently and safely perform all aspects of the project (tear off, loading, install).
4. Site cleaned daily and full site cleaning upon completion.

Includes all equipment and machinery required (scaffolding, 
manlift, forklift, equipter, etc.)

Received March 6, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Cody Bates

FL Specialty Roofing

Feb 19, 2026 | 30 Photos

Roof Inspection

Cover Page 1 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church - Roof Inspection

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

Section 1

Section 1 2 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

1

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:44 AM

2

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:44 AM

Section 1 3 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

3

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:14 AM

4

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:14 AM

Section 1 4 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

5

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:14 AM

6

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:14 AM

Section 1 5 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

7

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:13 AM

8

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:13 AM

Section 1 6 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

9

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:02 AM

10

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:02 AM

Section 1 7 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

11

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:01 AM

12

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:42 AM

Section 1 8 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

13

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:41 AM

14

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:42 AM

Section 1 9 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

15

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:42 AM

16

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:42 AM

Section 1 10 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

17

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:42 AM

18

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:44 AM

Section 1 11 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

19

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 10, 2026, 9:56 AM

20

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:45 AM

Section 1 12 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

21

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

22

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

Section 1 13 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

23

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

24

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

Section 1 14 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

25

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

26

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

Section 1 15 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

27

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:43 AM

28

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:45 AM

Section 1 16 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Roof Inspection Feb 19, 2026

29

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:44 AM

30

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Feb 2, 2026, 10:44 AM

Section 1 17 / 17 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Slate Roof Tile
Beautifully Authentic High-Performance Roofing

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Build 
With BRAVA

Whether you’re taking your first steps, 

navigating mountain trails, walking beach 

side under blue skies, or sharing laughs 

around a campfire, life’s core memories 

bring us back to one place: home.

Make it a home Built with BRAVA.

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Inspiring 
Beauty

Compression Molded

Compression molding makes our 
tiles stronger and more detailed.

Thicker, More Material

The gauge of BRAVA material is 
thicker and provides more headlap 
than comparable synthetic roofing 
products. The finished roof is 
more durable and dimensional.

Sustainable 

We turn plastic destined for the 
landfill into a beautiful and durable 
roof made of recycled material 
that itself is fully recyclable.

Every BRAVA Roof Tile 
Is A Choice Tile. 

Extraordinary color, superior 
mineral pigment throughout, 
variegation within each tile 
and super fine detail create an 
unparalleled natural 
stone look.

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Chemical or dye-based colorants get 

broken down by the sun over time and 

they degrade as you see in old comic 

books or photographs.

Pure mineral pigments keep a 3,000 

year old wall colorful and paintings that 

are hundreds of years old remain bright.

BRAVA tiles are made with pure 

mineral pigments found in nature – 

colorants that can last for centuries. 

Color For Life

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Arendale

Graphite

Atlantic

Light Arendale

Cottage

Onyx

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Victorian

Premium Blend

VIDEO: See how color 

changes throughout the day 

and access high resolution 

photos. Scan QR Code.

Washington Pine GreenEuropean

White

Premium Blend

Sandstone

Premium Blend

Premium BlendPremium Blend

Tuscan Clay

Premium Blend

Mother Nature 
Inspired Hues

Standard color line of natural color 

blends gives an authentic look of  

natural slate tile.

Premium striking color blends 

complimenting homes that strive for a 

luxurious look and feel.

Cool Roof Colors (Title 24 compliant)  

are  perfect for any home looking for  

the benefits of increased energy 

efficiency. 

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Available in 
Single Width & 
Multi-Width

Single width is standard and 

presents a more uniform look 

with all field slates being 12" .

12"

Single Width

12" 12" 12"

Arendale

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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6"9"

For a more traditional cottage style, our 

Multi-Width Slates are available in 6", 9", and 12" 

widths for greater variation across the roof.
Multi-Width

9" 9"12"

Arendale Multi-WidthArendale

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Lasting Color
Revolutionary fade-resistant 
technology ensures your roof 
will look stunning year after year.

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Lightweight
BRAVA materials are lightweight 
enough to be installed on homes 
without any structural reinforcement.

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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VIDEO: See the 
full story of this 
historical project - 
scan QR Code.

Mauchline Manor

Atlantic

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Trusted By 

Historical  
& Landmark Buildings

What we do is more than protecting 
homes. We set out to impact and 
inspire our communities.

Original 100 
Year Old Material

New BRAVA 
Material

Excellent Match for Historical Materials

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department
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Industry Leading Protection

BRAVA offers a Limited Lifetime  

Warranty with a coverage period of  

50-years making it one of the strongest 

warranties in the industry.

Limited  
Lifetime Warranty

Save money with grants and insurance 

policy discounts with FORTIFIED 

Roof™. See our website for program 

requirements and benefits before you 

start your project.

Fortified 
Roof Program

Some areas require compliance with the 

WUI code. BRAVA is a Class A fire rated 

roofing system and our products are 

WUI approved and reduce risk of  

wildfire spread.

Wildland 
Urban Interface
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Installed by Factory-Trained Roofing Contractors

When you use a  

BRAVA Preferred Contractor  

you will be dealing with a 

qualified, dependable and 

professional contractor.

Superior workmanship.
 
Adequately insured.
 
Passed background check.
 
Trained by BRAVA.
 
Consistently shows ethical 
contracting practices in their area.
 
Committed to ongoing training.

BRAVA trains hundreds of installers each year.
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An Integrated System to Keep You Safe & Dry

Standard Slate  
(Structural Ribbing Back) 
Install at all roof sections.

Solid Slate 
(Solid Back ) 

Install at rake and/or valleys  
(optional upgrade).
23 Bundles per Square

12"

12"

Starter
Install at eaves. 
Thick edge installed 
toward eave.

Hip/Ridge Slate 
Available in three configurations  
depending on application and roof pitch: 
Low (160°), Standard, (120°) Steep (90°).*

Underlayment 
Synthetic recommended.

Ice & Water Shield  
Recommended at eaves and valleys.

Back View

Low 
(160°)

Standard  
(120°) 

Steep 
(90°)

 Note: Images not to scale.  
*For more detail on Hip/Ridge angles and application, refer to the installation guide.

8.3 linear feet per bundle

11.8 Bundles per Square

Cut Slates 
Factory edge to the outside.

Slate Tile Roof System
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BRAVA Slate Roof Tile

Traditional Quarried Slate

Beautiful appearance 
that fits your home.

Beautiful appearance 
that fits your home.

Must be inspected and 
repaired annually for 

cracked or slipped tiles, 
spalling, and fastener 

failures. 

Natural slate is 
brittle and must 

be monitored and 
replaced by a 

specialist. 

More susceptible 
to hail �and storm 

damage.

Heavyweight requires 
additional structural 

reinforcement. 

No maintenance 
costs.

50-year transferable 
�warranty.

Class A fire rating. Highest resistance 
rating against hail and 

storm damage.

Lightweight and strong. 
Does not require any 
structural changes.

Class A fire rating.
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We work hard every day to be the premier 
synthetic tile manufacturer in the United States. 
We’re driven by creativity, customer satisfaction, 
and a commitment to a cleaner planet.

Our tiles support homes and spaces filled with 
memories, reflect the lives of our customers and 
are a promise to leave the world better than we 
found it. 

Build With 

Authenticity

VIDEO: Tour our plant,  
meet our people and see how 
BRAVA products are made - 
scan this QR code!

Onyx
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Truly realistic  
Our proprietary process creates the most 
authentic-looking old world slate on the market.

Superior performance 
Brava is designed to withstand even the most 
severe weather, boasting the highest hail 
resistance rating in the industry.

Enhanced curb appeal 
Curb appeal directly correlates with owner 
satisfaction and higher property value.

Maintenance free 
Brava’s proprietary formulation ensures extreme 
durability.

Color technology 
Brava’s proprietary multi-coloring process 
means you get the authentic appearance of a 
natural product, complete with variegated colors 
throughout the entire product.  

Fully sustainable 
Brava uses recycled material to create a roof that 
is fully recyclable.

Complete 
Brava offers a complete line of accessory tiles.

bravarooftile.com • (844) 290-4196 • info@bravarooftile.com

Brava Old World Slate Light Arendale Brava Old World Slate Onyx

Brava Old World Slate Washington Brava Old World Slate Atlantic

Brava Old World Slate

Beautifully authentic  
high-performance roofing.
The beautiful look of a slate roof without the maintenance.

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department

Application Pg. 40
Page 240 of 269



Description

6" Field Tile

9" Field Tile

12" Field Tile

Starter

Hip & Ridge

Solid Multi-Width Accessory

Weight

1.4 lbs.

1.8 lbs.

2.7 lbs.

1.6 lbs.

2.0 lbs.

4.5 lbs.

Dimensions

6" x 22"

9" x 22"

12" x 22"

12" x 12"

5 5/8" x 6" x 16"

12" x 22 7/8"

Only the most expensive

Authentic Look

Aesthetics

1" Thickness

Multi-Colored Variegated

Solid Accessories for Realistic Installation

Brava Old 
World Slate

Fire Retardant: Class A or Class C

Maintenance-Free

Performance

Wind Resistance: 188+ mph*

Colorfast

Impact Resistance: Class 4

Hail Warrantied

Freeze/Thaw Resistant

Brava Old 
World Slate Natural Slate

Natural Slate

Only some varieties

Varies by product

Varies by product

May spall in alpine regions

Requires inspection and repair 
throughout the life cycle

Lightweight

Installation

Estimated Waste Factor

Gun Nailed in Cold Weather

Brava Old 
World Slate

Low
High; slates with hairline cracks 

or broken during install will  
be discarded

Class 4 hail rating

© Brava 2023 OWS.SS.V9.1223

Atlantic

Graphite

Onyx

European

Tuscan Clay

White

Arendale

Cottage

Light Arendale

Washington

Pine Green

Victorian

Class A fire rating 
available

Weight Per Square (Standard Slate)

Weight Per Square (Multi-Width Slate)

311 lbs./sq. 
305 lbs./sq. 

Unparalleled Performance

bravarooftile.com • (844) 290-4196 • info@bravarooftile.com

*Brava tiles are tested and approved to withstand wind speeds of up to 188 mph with nails and 
up to 211 mph with high wind / screw installation.

Tolerances +or- 1/2”.   All specifications subject to change without notice.

The printed colors shown may vary from actual colors. Before making a final selection, be sure  
to review actual material samples and roof installations. Please contact your salesperson for 
further assistance.

In order to achieve certain fire and wind ratings, special installation instructions may be required. 
Please reference Brava Roof Tile installation manuals at www.BravaRoofTile.com for more details.

Premium Blend

Premium BlendPremium Blend

Premium Blend Premium Blend

Note: Premium Blend and Title 24 Cool Roof Colors are available 
as an upcharge from Standard Color pricing. Please consult your 
sales representative for additional information.











Natural Slate
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Mauchline Manor
A Brava Case Study
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A LEGACY GONE LAX

Located just northwest of the center of Wilmington, Delaware, 
an expansive property line stretches the length of a city block. 
Initially part of a sizeable area of farmland owned by the prominent 
Rodney family of Delaware, it was the property’s subsequent 
owner — Annie Dickie Tallman, wife of DuPont executive Frank 
Gifford Tallman, Sr. — who brought new life to the land and to the 
house that stood upon it.

Designed in 1916 by the Philadelphia-based architecture firm 
Eyre and McIlvaine (led at the time by innovative Italian-born 
architect Wilson Eyre), the Tudor mansion that still rests on the 
property today started out as a single-family residence, boasting 
such amenities as nine bedrooms, five bathrooms, a Great Room, 
a greenhouse, and a servants’ wing. Above the main entrance, 
“Mauchline” was carved in honor of Annie’s father’s Scottish 

birthplace. The Tallmans spared no expense incorporating both 
top-of-the-line materials and the most modern technology of the 
time in their new home, which remained in their family for over 
five decades before being sold to St. Anthony’s of Padua Roman 
Catholic Church in 1971.

From there, Mauchline served a divine purpose, transforming into 
a convent and housing the Sisters of St. Francis of Philadelphia 
for nearly four decades. When its last occupant eventually 
departed, the aging, historic Tudor was then shuttered and left 
to sit, vacant and virtually untouched, for another decade and  
a half.

It wasn’t until the age of social media that Mauchline was given 
a chance at resurrection. In 2022, the HGTV program “Cheap 
Old Houses” sought out profoundly neglected and historically 
significant homes across the country in the hopes of restoring 

Mauchline Manor A Brava Case Study
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them to their former glory. It featured the mansion on its social 
channels, and with just three words — “SAVE THIS HOUSE” — 
the post went viral.

Several offers were considered, but it was two former  
San Francisco tech leaders who ultimately became Mauchline’s 
latest owners — and who surprised nearly everyone by 
announcing their intention to fully restore and remake the 
property into their permanent residence, just as its original 
owners had nearly 107 years prior.

THE CHALLENGE

Restoring 11,275 square feet of living space is no small feat in any 
circumstances. But Mauchline, which was listed as “currently 
uninhabitable” at the time of its latest purchase, presented an 
array of obstacles that would have given any prospective owner 
pause: it lacked running water and HVAC; lead paint and asbestos 
were present; and the electric wiring was, in fact, ancient, being 
the early knob-and-tube method of the late 1880s to 1930s.  
In addition, the vast lawn, where a great fountain had once stood, 
now contained a huge muddy depression.

Then there was the sprawling roof. Asphalt shingles had 
been installed in the 1980s, replacing the original tile roof that 
had failed. But the shingles were long past their lifespan, not  
to mention out of place with the mansion’s inherent character 
and style.  

Mauchline’s new owners, however, had an ace up their sleeve. 
Former vice president of San Francisco-based Salesforce Inc. 
Kevin Simmons and Cheryl Black, a former CEO of YouTech, had 
the remarkable luck of possessing all of Wilson Eyre’s original 
architectural notes on the home, as well as his correspondence 
with Frank Tallman. Serving as a construction playbook of 

the past, from the number of coats of paint and the types of 
electric and plumbing to the properties of the cement, it proved 
 invaluable when deciding how best to redo the roof. 

It was paramount to Simmons and Black that the roof be restored 
to its original look and feel from when the home was first built, 
which represented its own challenge: paying homage to the 
craftsmanship while utilizing more modern technology. The 
search was on for a roof that would not only provide the utmost in 
protection and durability but also properly represent the legacy 
of “Mauchline Manor” (the updated moniker Simmons and Black 
bestowed upon their residence).

The use of natural slate tile as had originally adorned the home 
was far from ideal. Having a preexisting strike against it from 
having already failed once, natural tile came with additional 
drawbacks: expensive roofing material (slate is one of the most 
costly types of roofs); a heavier weight (which can necessitate 
expensive substructure modifications so that weight can be 
properly supported); greater shipping costs due to that weight; 
less ease of installation; and no manufacturer warranty. Even 
so, the homeowners were concerned that without natural slate,  
they wouldn’t be able to authentically replicate Mauchline’s 
original appearance.

When the couple sought a contractor to help them find the best 
roofing solution, it was, in fact, a tile company that recommended 
the services of Graven Ramirez and Eagle Eye Roofing. The 
Bordentown, New Jersey, contractor impressed them with his 
expertise but also with his artistry. Ramirez’s dedication to old-
school craftsmanship combined with his eagerness to embrace 
new technologies made this practically a fated partnership 
— and just as fated was when the contractor introduced the 
homeowners to BRAVA.

Mauchline Manor
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THE BRAVA ADVANTAGE

“�We chose BRAVA simply because in the  
synthetic tile space, they really make a 
top-quality product. The look and feel is as 
close to slate as it can possibly look.”

   — Kevin Simmons, Homeowner, Mauchline Manor

Even though Simmons and Black felt an instant kinship with 
Ramirez, they nevertheless did their own research into the 
composite roofing manufacturer, its products, and the expected 
longevity of a BRAVA roof. The homeowners agreed that BRAVA’s 
old world slate polymer tile, with its rich, natural-looking hues and 
thick profile — the thickest synthetic slate roof profile available 
— would be the right fit for the project. They were impressed 
with BRAVA’s commitment to making a top-quality product,  
even going so far as to research how the manufacturer infuses 
color into every piece of its roofing tile — which assured them 
that if any ever needed replacing, their roof’s overall look would 
remain seamless.

For Mauchline Manor’s impressively large roof with its two 
prominent gables, Eagle Eye installed BRAVA’s Composite Slate 
Roof Tile, adding copper details to further highlight its beauty. 
The homeowners couldn’t have been more pleased with the 
roof’s stunningly realistic look, as well as its ability to properly 
represent the home and its storied history.

Ramirez’s company offers all three of BRAVA’s product profiles, 
finding that customers love both the affordability and the 
authentic look of its color blends while the contractor appreciates 
the BRAVA tile’s lighter weight and ease of install — along with 
the opportunity it affords to offer customers top-of-the-line 
durability and protection without sacrificing the incredible 
aesthetics of natural slate.

Being extremely eco-conscious, Simmons and Black also 
chose BRAVA’s slate roofing tile due to its sustainability, versus 
mining for natural slate. That, combined with its unsurpassed 
performance, dependable longevity, and incredible color 
exposure, gave the homeowners everything they were looking 
for — and then some.

PROJECT 
Mauchline Manor

LOCATION 
Wilmington, DE

PROJECT TYPE 
Historic Restoration

ROOF AREA 
100 Squares

ROOFING PRODUCTS 
BRAVA Composite Slate Tile | Color: Atlantic

ARCHITECTS 
Wilson Eyre & John Gilbert McIlvaine

CONTRACTOR 
Eagle Eye Roofing

MARKET 
Cultural / Local Community

BRAVA’s composite roof tiles  
create a natural slate appearance, 
with a 50-year warranty. Longevity 
and low maintenance offer an 
excellent ROI.

BRAVA tiles meet high quality 
standards, endure extreme 
weather, and pass wind tests  
up to 188 MPH with nails and  
211 MPH with screw installation.

Our sustainable polymer roofing, 
crafted from recycled materials, 
outlasts natural slate, offering 
durability without the maintenance 
of natural slate tiles.

Our slate roofing system with 
installation accessories requires 
no additional structural support, 
which is ideal for new construction 
and re-roofs for various projects.

THE BENEFITS OF BRAVA

Durability High Wind Resistance Environmentally Friendly Ease of Installation

Build with BRAVA
BRAVA Roof Tile
915 E. Tyler Street, Washington, IA 52353 
bravarooftile.com | 844-290-4196 
©2024 Brava Roof Tile 10/24
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Product Name Florida Product Approval Evaluation Report

BRAVA CEDAR SHAKE
Polymeric Roof Coverings

Simulating Natural Wood Shake
Class A and Class C Fire Ratings Available*

FL# 41880.1
Approved for use in HVHZ

Approved for use outside HVHZ
Impact Resistant

Design Pressure: -196 psf

 CERus-1014 
QAI Laboratories Code Evaluation
Report confirms testing and code

compliance when installed per
installation instructions.

BRAVA SLATE &
BRAVA MULTI-WIDTH SLATE

Polymeric Roof Coverings
Simulating Natural Slate

Class A and Class C Fire Ratings Available*

FL# 41880.2
Approved for use in HVHZ

Approved for use outside HVHZ
Impact Resistant

Design Pressure: -206 psf

 CERus-1014 
QAI Laboratories Code Evaluation
Report confirms testing and code

compliance when installed per
installation instructions.

BRAVA SPANISH BARREL TILE
Polymeric Roof Coverings
Simulating Clay Barrel Tile

Class A and Class C Fire Ratings Available*†

FL# 41880.3
Approved for use in HVHZ

Approved for use outside HVHZ
Impact Resistant

Design Pressure: -202 psf

 CERus-1014 
QAI Laboratories Code Evaluation
Report confirms testing and code

compliance when installed per
installation instructions.

BRAVA FLAT TILE
Polymeric Roof Coverings

Simulating Concrete Flat Tile
Class A and Class C Fire Ratings Available*

FL# 41880.4
Approved for use in HVHZ

Approved for use outside HVHZ
Impact Resistant

Design Pressure: -109 psf

 CERus-1014 
QAI Laboratories Code Evaluation
Report confirms testing and code

compliance when installed per
installation instructions.

 

 

 

 

Based on the limitations referenced below and verified by QAI Laboratories Ltd, these products meet all applicable
requirements of the 8th Edition 2023 Florida Building Code, including for High Velocity Hurricane Zones (HVHZ). 
View extract source information on the Florida Department of Business & Professional Regulation (dbpr) page. 

bravarooftile.com • (844) 290-4196 • info@bravarooftile.com    |   Training, Resources, and Support CAO 20250924

Florida
Product Approvals

The best way to ensure correct installations is to require Level 1 Installation Training for every crew member. 
All code compliance approvals remain contingent on installation practices that follow the published standards
referenced in the evaluation report. Full installation guidelines, technical resources, codes and testing information,
and training materials are available at bravarooftile.com/resources and bravarooftile.com/training.

*Brava One Formulation is rated as Class C when installed with standard underlayment. Brava Cedar Shake and Brava Slate
Systems have been tested and certified as Class A when specified fire-resistant (FR) underlayments are used.
Brava Flat Tile fire testing is in progress. Confirm code eligibility for fire-rated Flat Tile assemblies. 

† Brava Spanish Barrel Tile can be installed as a Class A Fire-Rated system when Class A material is installed over GAF
VersaShield FR underlayment. 

For more details on Brava roof system fire resistance and ratings, review TB-241202 at bravarooftile.com/resources. 
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NOA No.: 24-0620.05 
Expiration Date: 04/28/27  

Approval Date: 08/14/25   
Page 1 of 6 

 

 
 MIAMI-DADE COUNTY

     PRODUCT CONTROL SECTION
DEPARTMENT OF REGULATORY AND ECONOMIC RESOURCES (RER) 11805 SW 26 Street, Room 208 
BOARD AND CODE ADMINISTRATION DIVISION Miami, Florida 33175-2474 

 T (786) 315-2590  F (786) 315-2599 

NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE (NOA) www.miamidade.gov/economy 

Brava Roof Tile 
915 E. Tyler Street 
Washington, IA 52353 
 

SCOPE:   
This NOA is being issued under the applicable rules and regulations governing the use of construction materials. The 
documentation submitted has been reviewed and accepted by Miami-Dade County RER - Product Control Section to be 
used in Miami Dade County and other areas where allowed by the Authority Having Jurisdiction (AHJ). 
 

This NOA shall not be valid after the expiration date stated below. The Miami-Dade County Product Control Section 
(In Miami Dade County) and/or the AHJ (in areas other than Miami Dade County) reserve the right to have this product 
or material tested for quality assurance purposes. If this product or material fails to perform in the accepted manner, the 
manufacturer will incur the expense of such testing and the AHJ may immediately revoke, modify, or suspend the use 
of such product or material within their jurisdiction.  RER reserves the right to revoke this acceptance, if it is 
determined by Miami-Dade County Product Control Section that this product or material fails to meet the requirements 
of the applicable building code. 
This product is approved as described herein, and has been designed to comply with the Florida Building Code 
including the High Velocity Hurricane Zone of the Florida Building Code. 
 

DESCRIPTION:     Brava Slate 
 

LABELING: Each unit shall bear a permanent label with the manufacturer's name or logo, city, state and following 
statement: "Miami-Dade County Product Control Approved", unless otherwise noted herein. 
 

RENEWAL of this NOA shall be considered after a renewal application has been filed and there has been no change 
in the applicable building code negatively affecting the performance of this product. 
 

TERMINATION of this NOA will occur after the expiration date or if there has been a revision or change in the 
materials, use, and/or manufacture of the product or process. Misuse of this NOA as an endorsement of any product, for 
sales, advertising or any other purposes shall automatically terminate this NOA. Failure to comply with any section of 
this NOA shall be cause for termination and removal of NOA. 
 

ADVERTISEMENT: The NOA number preceded by the words Miami-Dade County, Florida, and followed by the 
expiration date may be displayed in advertising literature.  If any portion of the NOA is displayed, then it shall be done 
in its entirety. 
 

INSPECTION: A copy of this entire NOA shall be provided to the user by the manufacturer or its distributors and 
shall be available for inspection at the job site at the request of the Building Official. 
 

This NOA revises NOA# 21-1213.04 and consists of pages 1 through 6. 
The submitted documentation was reviewed by Alex Tigera. 

   

08/14/25 
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NOA No.: 24-0620.05 
Expiration Date: 04/28/27  

Approval Date: 08/14/25   
Page 2 of 6 

 

ROOFING ASSEMBLY APPROVAL 
 

Category: Roofing 
Sub-Category: Roofing Slate 
Materials Composite 
Deck Type: Wood 
Maximum Design Pressure –193.5 psf.     
Fire Classification Pressure See General Limitation #1 

 

TRADE NAMES OF PRODUCTS MANUFACTURED OR LABELED BY APPLICANT: 
 

Product Dimensions Test 
Specifications 

 

Product Description 

Brava Slate Length: 22” 
Width: 6”, 9”, and 12” 

Thickness: 0.80” tapered to 0.16” 

TAS 125 
 

Slate looking composite shingle for 
use in mechanically attached systems. 

 

MANUFACTURING LOCATION: 
 

1. Washington, IA. 
 

EVIDENCE SUBMITTED: 
 

Test Agency 
 

Test Identifier Test Name/Report Date 

ETC Laboratories ETC-07-718-20130.0 ASTM D 2843 10/10/07 
 ETC-07-718-20130.0 ASTM D 1929 10/10/07 
 ETC-07-718-20130.0 ASTM D 635 10/10/07 

 
PRI Construction Materials  TMIC-006-02-02 ASTM G 155 06/18/08 
Technologies 
 

   

Southwest Research Institute 01.13537.01.301b ASTM E 108 01/18/08 
 

Intertek / Architectural Testing E5336.01-106-18 Physical Properties  04/29/15 
 

QAI Laboratories MED2021c TAS 125 01/10/25 
 MED2022a-RT2 TAS 100 05/29/25 
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NOA No.: 24-0620.05 
Expiration Date: 04/28/27  
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APPROVED ASSEMBLIES: 
 

System A:  Brava Slate 
 

Deck Type:  Wood, Non-Insulated 
 

Deck Description:   New Construction 19/32” or greater plywood or wood plank, or for re-roofing 15/32” or greater 
plywood. 

 

Slope Range:  3-1/2": 12" or greater 
 

Maximum Uplift 
Pressure:  

-193.5psf (See Limitation #2) 

 
Deck Attachment:  In accordance with applicable building code, but in no case shall it be less than # 8d annular 

ring shank nails spaced 6” o.c.  In reroofing, where the deck is less than 19/32” thick 
(Minimum 15/32”) the above attachment method must be in addition to existing attachment. 
 

Underlayment:  Minimum underlayment shall be an ASTM D 226 Type II installed with a minimum 4” 
side-lap and 6” end-laps. Underlayment shall be fastened with corrosion resistant tin-caps 
and 12 gauge 1 ¼” annular ring-shank nails, spaced 6” o.c. at all laps and two staggered 
rows 12” o.c. in the field of the roll. Or, any approved underlayment having a current NOA. 
 

Fire Barrier:  Any approved fire barrier having a current NOA.  Refer to a current fire directory listing for 
fire ratings of this roofing system assembly as well as the location of the fire barrier within 
the assembly.  See Limitation # 1. 
 

Valleys:  Valley construction shall be in compliance with Roofing Application Standard RAS 118 
and with Brava Roof Tile’s current published installation instructions. 
 

Hips & Ridges:                 See Brava Roof Tile’s current published installation instructions. 
 

Eave Starter:                See Brava Roof Tile’s current published installation instructions. 
 

Slate Installation:  Install the "Brava Slate" and accessories in compliance with the current published installation 
instructions and details in Brava Roof Tile’s Installation Guide.  Flashings, penetrations, 
valley construction and other details shall be constructed in compliance with Roofing 
Application Standard RAS 118.   
 
Each slate is installed with two (2) #8 by 2” long, corrosion resistant coarse thread exterior 
screws through the designated fastener locator.  (See Detail A).   
 
The adjoining Slate is laid next to the existing Slate with a 3/8” gap.  The next row is laid 
with an 10” exposure. (See Detail B). 
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NOA No.: 24-0620.05 
Expiration Date: 04/28/27  
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GENERAL LIMITATIONS: 
 

1. Fire classification is not part of this acceptance; refer to a current Approved Roofing Materials Directory for 
fire ratings of this product. 

 

2. The maximum designed pressure limitation listed shall be applicable to all roof pressure zones (i.e. field, 
perimeters, and corners). Neither rational analysis, nor extrapolation shall be permitted for enhanced fastening 
at enhanced pressure zones (i.e. perimeters, extended corners and corners). 

 

3. Each slate tile shall be permanently labeled with the manufacturer’s name and/or logo, and the following 
statement: “Miami-Dade County Product Control Approved” or with the Miami-Dade County Product Control 
Seal as seen below. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

4. All products listed herein shall have a quality assurance audit in accordance with the Florida Building Code and 
Rule 61G20-3 of the Florida Administrative Code. 
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PROFILE DRAWINGS 
 

DETAIL A 

 
 

BRAVA SLATE 
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DETAIL B 

 

END OF THIS ACCEPTANCE 
 

Received March 2, 2026 
Planning and Building Department

Application Pg. 52
Page 252 of 269



Cody Bates

FL Specialty Roofing

Mar 6, 2026 | 25 Photos

Brava Slate

Cover Page 1 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church - Brava Slate
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

Section 1

Section 1 2 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

1

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 9:38 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

2

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 10:09 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 3 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

3

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 10:14 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

4

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 11:31 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 4 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

5

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 11:54 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

6

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 12:29 PM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 5 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

7

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 27, 2025, 12:44 PM

Creator: Cody Bates

8

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Aug 29, 2025, 12:47 PM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 6 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

9

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:37 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

10

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:38 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 7 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

11

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:39 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

12

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:41 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 8 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

13

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:42 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

14

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:43 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 9 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

15

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:44 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

16

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:45 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 10 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

17

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:46 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

18

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:46 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 11 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

19

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:51 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

20

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:52 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 12 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

21

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:53 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

22

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:54 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 13 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

23

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:54 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

24

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:55 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 14 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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Brava Slate Mar 6, 2026

25

Project: Ancient City Baptist Church

Date: Mar 6, 2026, 10:55 AM

Creator: Cody Bates

Section 1 15 / 15 Ancient City Baptist Church

Received March 8, 2026 
Planning and Building Dept.
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CITY OF ST AUGUSTINE 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

To: The Historic Architectural Review Board 

Date: March 19, 2026 

Re: Issued Planning and Building Permits – HP Districts & HARB Approved Projects 

During the month of February 2026, the Planning and Building Department issued the following permits for 
projects meeting pre-approved guidelines and/or HARB approved plans: 

 

REPAIR, MAINTENANCE, AND NEW CONSTRUCTION 

215 St. George Street (HVAC changeout) 

41 King St (210 St. George St) (Repairs of a window planter leak and low slope roof) 

6 Aviles Street (Commercial Renovation with wall covering & lighting updates) 

25 Cordova Street (HVAC changeout) 

27 Cuna Street (Re-roof with Watkins Sawmills Wood Shakes) 

38 Park Ave (Interior/Exterior Renovation: kitchen and bath remodel; HARB approved siding; windows and 
roof replacement; and a 140 SF addition.) 

 

DEMOLITIONS 

78A Chapin St (HARB approved demolition of building) 

 

SIGNS 

121 St. George St (Roosevelt Room- Replacement of existing hanging sign with same design and colors) 

 

Michelle Triantafyllidis 
Michelle Triantafyllidis, Planning and Building Clerk 
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	1. Roll Call
	2. General Public Comments for Items not on the Agenda
	3. Approval of Minutes 
	a) February 19, 2026–Regular Meeting
	HARB Minutes 02-19-2026


	4. Modification and approval of Agenda
	5. Recommended Expedited Hearing Items (to be recommended one week in advance)
	a) HP2026-0013
	COD10ElktonLane031926StaffReportPACKETPaged
	COD10ElktonLane031926_ApplicationPACKETPaged


	6. Certificate of Appropriateness
	a) HP2026-0011
	COA130StGeorgeStreet031926StaffReportPACKETPaged
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	7. Certificate of Demolition and Partial Demolition
	a) HP2026-0010
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	a) Thank you for your service, Paul Weaver!
	Paul Weaver Thank you
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	a) April 16, 2026 - Regular Meeting

	11. Adjournment
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