COUNCIL B8 MEETING

175-5t Street North
Second Floor Council Chamber

March 7, 2013
8:30 AM

Welcome to the City of St. Petersburg City Council meeting. To assist the City Council in
conducting the City’s business, we ask that you observe the following:

1. If you are speaking under the Public Hearings, Appeals or Open Forum sections of the
agenda, please observe the time limits indicated on the agenda.

2.  Placards and posters are not permitted in the Chamber. Applause is not permitted
except in connection with Awards and Presentations.

3. Please do not address Council from your seat. If asked by Council to speak to an issue,
please do so from the podium.

4.  Please do not pass notes to Council during the meeting.

5. Please be courteous to other members of the audience by keeping side conversations to
a minimum.

6.  The Fire Code prohibits anyone from standing in the aisles or in the back of the room.

7. If other seating is available, please do not occupy the seats reserved for individuals who
are deaf/hard of hearing.

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION

For your convenience, a copy of the agenda material is available for your review at the Main
Library, 3745 Ninth Avenue North, and at the City Clerk’s Office, 1* Floor, City Hall, 175
Fifth Street North, on the Monday preceding the regularly scheduled Council meeting. The
agenda and backup material is also posted on the City’s website at Www.stpete.org and
generally electronically updated the Friday preceding the meeting and again the day
preceding the meeting. The updated agenda and backup material can be viewed at all St.
Petersburg libraries. An updated copy is also available on the podium outside Council
Chamber at the start of the Council meeting.

If you are deaf/hard of hearing and require the services of an interpreter, please contact the
City Clerk, 893-7448, or call our TDD Number, 892-5259, at least 24 hours prior to the
meeting and we will provide that service for you.


http://www.stpete.org/

March 7, 2013
8:30 AM

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.
Invocation and Pledge to the Flag of the United States of America.

B. Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.

Open Forum

If you wish to address City Council on subjects other than public hearing or quasi-judicial
items listed on this agenda, please sign up with the Clerk prior to the meeting. Only the
individual wishing to speak may sign the Open Forum sheet and only City residents, owners
of property in the City, owners of businesses in the City or their employees may speak. All
issues discussed under Open Forum must be limited to issues related to the City of St.
Petersburg government.

Speakers will be called to address Council according to the order in which they sign the
Open Forum sheet. In order to provide an opportunity for all citizens to address Council,
each individual will be given three (3) minutes. The nature of the speakers' comments will
determine the manner in which the response will be provided. The response will be provided
by City staff and may be in the form of a letter or a follow-up phone call depending on the
request.

C. Consent Agenda (see attached)

D. Awards and Presentations

E. Public Hearings and Quasi-Judicial Proceedings - 9:00 A.M.

Quasi-Judicial Proceedings

Swearing in of witnesses. Representatives of City Administration, the applicant/appellant,
opponents, and members of the public who wish to speak at the public hearing must declare
that he or she will testify truthfully by taking an oath or affirmation in the following form:

"Do you swear or affirm that the evidence you are about to give will be the truth, the
whole truth, and nothing but the truth?"

The oath or affirmation will be administered prior to the presentation of testimony and will
be administered in mass to those who wish to speak. Persons who submit cards to speak
after the administration of the oath, who have not been previously sworn, will be sworn prior
to speaking. For detailed procedures to be followed for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings,
please see yellow sheet attached to this agenda.

1. Appeal of the Community Preservation Commission (CPC) approval with conditions of a
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) requesting rehabilitation and an addition to the
residence located at 2421 Brevard Road Northeast within the Local Landmark Granada
Terrace Historic District. (City File COA 05-23 Appeal)

F. Reports
1. Billboard Update. (Oral)




Approving an_architect/engineering agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and
Harvard Jolly, Inc. for design and construction administration services related to the new
Police Department Headquarters project in the amount of $3,131,330; and authorizing the
Mayor or his designee to execute the A/E Agreement. (Engineering Project N0.11234-
018, Oracle N0.12847)

Update on Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (PSTA), Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPQO) and Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority
(TBARTA). (Councilmember Danner) (Oral)

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a twenty-six (26) month Lease
Agreement with The Canterbury School of Florida, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit
corporation, for the use of an area outside the referendum approved leased premises.
(Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.)

Resolution pursuant to Section 3 of Ordinance No. 702-G approving the establishment of
"Race Days" for the 2013 Honda Grand Prix of St. Petersburg beginning at 12:01 am,
March 21, 2013 and ending at midnight on March 24, 2013.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a License Agreement with Greater Mt.
Zion African Methodist Episcopal Church of St. Petersburg, Florida, Inc., a Florida non-
profit corporation, for the use of the Vearl Scott Neighborhood Family Center, located at
1201 - 7th Avenue South within a portion of the City-owned Campbell Park, for a period
of thirty-six (36) months at an aggregate rent of $36.00; and to waive the reserve for
replacement requirement. (Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City

Council.)

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Local Agency Program Agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”), and the State of Florida Department
of Transportation (“FDOT”) for participation by FDOT in the design activities of the
Treasure Island Causeway Trail Project (“Project”) in an amount not to exceed $152.915;
authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $152,915 from the increase in
the unappropriated balance of the Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Grants CIP Fund (3004),
resulting from these additional revenues, to the Treasure Island Causeway Trail Project
(TBD). (FDOT Financial Project No. 415743 1 38 01)

New Ordinances - (First Reading of Title and Setting of Public Hearing)

Setting March 21, 2013 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance:

1.

Approving the recommended City Council Districts from the St. Petersburg Citizens
Redistricting Commission.

New Business

1.

Requesting a City Council workshop to discuss all of the amendments that were passed in
the November 2012 election. (Councilmember Newton)

Referring to the Public Services & Infrastructure Committee a discussion on creating a
policy regarding non-working street lights in the City. (Councilmember Newton)

Requesting a report be made to City Council regarding red light cameras and the letter
from Ken Burke, Clerk of the Circuit Court (attached). (Councilmember Newton)




4, Requesting City Council schedule a Committee of the Whole to consider funding of shade
structures for the other City ball fields using Weeki Wachee funds. (Chair Nurse)

Council Committee Reports

1. Youth Services Committee. (2/21/13)

(a) Resolution establishing five primary categories of focus for the Youth Services
Committee.

2. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. (2/28/13)

3. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (2/28/13)

4. Co-Sponsored Events Committee. (2/28/13)

5. Legislative Affairs & Intergovernmental Relations. (2/28/13)

Legal

1. Announcement of an Attorney-Client Session, pursuant to Florida Statute 286.011(8), to
be held March 14, 2013 at 3:30 p.m., or soon thereafter, in conjunction with the lawsuit
styled 15,652 Petitioners and Kathleen Ford v. City Council, etc. Case No. 12-10312ClI-
19.

Open Forum
1. Open Forum
Adjournment



CONSENT == AGENDA

COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda A
March 7, 2013

NOTE:Business items listed on the yellow Consent Agenda cost more than one-half million dollars while
the blue Consent Agenda includes routine business items costing less than that amount.

(Purchasing)

1. Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to H & H Liquid Sludge Disposal, Inc. for
biosolids removal and disposal for the Water Resources Department at an estimated
annual cost of $875,580.

2. Approving the purchase of replacement sewer inspection vehicles from Duval Ford, LLC
for the Fleet Management Department at a total cost of $521,799.

3. Roser Park Drive Retaining Wall No. 3 and Creek Wall Improvements - Phase 3 Project:

(a) Awarding a contract to Tampa Bay Marine, Inc., in the amount of $520,570 for the
Roser Park Drive Retaining Wall No. 3 and Creek Wall Improvements - Phase 3
Project. (Engineering Project No. 00083-310; Oracle N0.10674)

(b) Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 1 to Task Order
No. 08-8-TBE/GC to the agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Cardno
TBE in the amount of $15,000 for construction phase services for the Roser Park
Drive Retaining and Creek Channel Wall Improvements — Phase 3 Project.
(Engineering Project No. 00083-310; Oracle No. 10674)
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COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda B
March 7, 2013

NOTE: The Consent Agenda contains normal, routine business items that are very likely to be approved by
the City Council by a single motion. Council questions on these items were answered prior to the meeting.
Each Councilmember may, however, defer any item for added discussion at a later time.

(Purchasing)

1. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to Bright House Networks, LLC for
dedicated Internet and intranet services for the Libraries at an estimated cost of $193,716.

[DELETED]

2. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Pinellas County Schools Food Service for
the after school snack program for the Parks & Recreation Department at an estimated
annual cost of $148,500.

3. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Nite Owl Irrigation, Inc. for irrigation
system desiqgn, installation and repairs at an estimated annual cost of $135,000.

4. Awarding two-year blanket purchase agreements to Applied Industrial Technologies —
Dixie, Inc. and Motion Industries, Inc. for bearings, seals, belts and related items for the
Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of $100,000.

(City Development)

5.  Approving the plat of Oreilly at 34th, generally located at 350 - 34th Street South. (City
File 12-20000003)

6. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a First Amendment to Parking Lot
Lease Agreement with St. Anthony’s Health Care, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation,
for the use of a parking lot located at approximately 1100 Fifth Avenue North, St.
Petersburg (“Premises™) to correct two (2) scrivener errors discovered in the Lease and
modify the use provision to allow employee and visitor parking.

7. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to sell the remaining surplus City-owned Railroad
Right-of-Way parcels adjacent to Gunn Highway in Hillsborough County as legally
described in Exhibit “A”, to adjacent property owners, and retain a public utility
easement, at the prices set forth in Exhibit “A”. provided that owners executing contracts
after December 19, 2013 shall pay for an update of the appraisal and pay the newly
appraised price for their parcel.

8. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a twenty-six (26) month Lease
Agreement with The Canterbury School of Florida, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit
corporation, for the use of an area outside the referendum approved leased premises.
(Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.) [MOVED to
Reports as F-4]




10.

11.

12.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to purchase one (1) improved property located at
4053 - 18th Avenue South, St. Petersburg (‘“Property”), under the Neighborhood
Stabilization Program 3 (“NSP3”), for the sum of $57.420, subject to the required
Environmental Review Record report result being a Finding of No Significant Impact; to
pay closing related costs not to exceed $7,500; to assemble, temporarily manage, and
dispose of the Property for the purpose of stabilizing the neighborhood; and to sell the
Property in accordance with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and Section 2301(b) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008,
as amended, and NSP3 funding provided under Section 1497 of the Wall Street Reform
and Consumer Protection Act of 2010.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to purchase one (1) improved property located at
745 - 15th Avenue South, St. Petersburg (‘“Property”), under the Neighborhood
Stabilization Program 3 (“NSP3”), for the sum of $20,000, subject to the required
Environmental Review Record report result being a Finding of No Significant Impact; to
pay closing related costs not to exceed $1,500; to assemble, temporarily manage, and
dispose of the Property for the purpose of stabilizing the neighborhood; and to sell the
Property in accordance with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and Section 2301(b) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008,
as amended, and NSP3 funding provided under Section 1497 of the Wall Street Reform
and Consumer Protection Act of 2010.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to bid for the purchase of one (1) abandoned
property located at 810 - 14th Avenue South, St. Petersburg (“Property”), at the Pinellas
County Foreclosure Sale scheduled for March 21, 2013, or any rescheduled sale, under the
Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3, for an amount not to exceed $47,520; to pay
special assessment liens not to exceed $821.97; to waive the accumulated outstanding
special assessment interest; to pay closing related costs not to exceed $7,500; to
rehabilitate or reconstruct the property for an amount not to exceed $120,000; to assemble,
temporarily manage, and dispose of the Property for the purpose of stabilizing the
neighborhood; and to sell the Property in accordance with the requirements of the
Department of Housing and Urban Development, and Section 2301(b) of the Housing and
Economic Recovery Act of 2008, as amended, and NSP3 funding provided under Section
1497 of the Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act of 2010.

Resolution rescinding City Council Resolution No. 2013-24 that authorized the Mayor, or
his Designee, to purchase six (6) unimproved lots located at 1) 807 - 14th Avenue South,
2) 820 - 15th Avenue South, 3) 810 - 15th Avenue South, 4) 835 - 15th Avenue South, 5)
759 - 14th Avenue South, and 6) 850 - 15th Avenue South, St. Petersburg (collectively,
“Property”), under the Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 (“NSP3”); and authorizing
the Mayor or his designee to purchase the Property, under the NSP3, for the sum of
$77,220, in the aggregate, subject to the required Environmental Review Record Report
result being a Finding of No Significant Impact; to accept the Seller's proceeds of the sale
for payment of closing costs not to exceed $6,000, payment of outstanding real property
taxes on the Property, and apply the balance of the proceeds as full satisfaction of the
City's liens on the Property; to assemble, temporarily manage, and dispose of the Property
for the purpose of stabilizing the neighborhood; and to sell the Property in accordance
with the requirements of the Department of Housing and Urban Development, and Section
2301(b) of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008, as amended, and NSP3
funding provided under Section 1497 of the Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection
Act of 2010.




13.

(

Resolution pursuant to Section 3 of Ordinance No. 702-G approving the establishment of
"Race Days" for the 2013 Honda Grand Prix of St. Petersburg beginning at 12:01 am,
March 21, 2013 and ending at midnight on March 24, 2013. [MOVED to Reports as F-5]

(Public Works)

14.

15.

(

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute an annual Master Agreement and up to
three one-year renewal options between the City of St. Petersburg and Arcadis U.S., Inc.,
Carollo Engineers, Inc., and McKim & Creed, Inc. to furnish professional engineering
consulting services with regard to Utility Information Systems Projects.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Local Agency Program Agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida (“City”), and the State of Florida Department
of Transportation (“FDOT”) for participation by FDOT in the design activities of the
Treasure Island Causeway Trail Project (‘“Project”) in an amount not to exceed $152.915;
authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $152,915 from the increase in
the unappropriated balance of the Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Grants CIP Fund (3004),
resulting from these additional revenues, to the Treasure Island Causeway Trail Project
(TBD). (FDOT Financial Project No. 415743 1 38 01) [MOVED to Reports as F-7]

(Miscellaneous)

16.

17.

18.

Confirming the appointments of Cynthia H. Sinclair, Trenia Cox, Ross Silvers and Paula
S. Orandash as reqular members to the Social Services Allocations Committee to fill
unexpired three-year terms ending September 30, 2015.

Conriming the reappointment of Ada McFarley as a reqular member to the Nuisance
Abatement Board to serve a three-year term ending December 31, 2015.

Approving the minutes of December 6, December 13, and December 20, 2012 City
Council meetings.
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MEETING == AGENDA

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Note: An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, February 28, 2013, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, February 28, 2013, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

CRA/Agenda Review & Administrative Updates
Thursday, February 28, 2013, 1:30 p.m., Room 100

Co-Sponsored Events Committee
Thursday, February 28, 2013, 2:30 p.m., Room 100

Leqislative Affairs & Intergovernmental Relations Committee.
Thursday, February 28, 2013, immediately following the Co-Sponsored Events Committee meeting,
Room 100




CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG —R—
Board and Commission Vacancies s
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PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS:

1. Anyone wishing to speak must fill out a yellow card and present the card to the Clerk. All speakers must be
sworn prior to presenting testimony. No cards may be submitted after the close of the Public Hearing. Each
party and speaker is limited to the time limits set forth herein and may not give their time to another speaker
or party.

2. At any time during the proceeding, City Council members may ask questions of any speaker or party. The time
consumed by Council questions and answers to such questions shall not count against the time frames allowed
herein. Burden of proof: in all appeals, the Appellant bears the burden of proof; in variance application cases, the
Applicant bears the burden of proof; in rezoning and Comprehensive Plan land use cases, the Owner bears the
burden of proof except in cases initiated by the City Administration, in which event the City Administration bears the
burden of proof. Waiver of Objection: at any time during this proceeding Council Members may leave the Council
Chamber for short periods of time. At such times they continue to hear testimony because the audio portion of the
hearing is transmitted throughout City Hall by speakers. If any party has an objection to a Council Member leaving
the Chamber during the hearing, such objection must be made at the start of the hearing. If an objection is not made
as required herein it shall be deemed to have been waived.

3. Initial Presentation. Each party shall be allowed ten (10) minutes for their initial presentation.
a. Presentation by City Administration.

b. Presentation by Applicant and/or Appellant. If Appellant and Applicant are different entities then each is allowed
the allotted time for each part of these procedures. The Appellant shall speak before the Applicant. In
connection with land use and zoning ordinances where the City is the applicant, the land owner(s) shall be given
the time normally reserved for the Applicant/Appellant, unless the land owner is the Appellant.

c. Presentation by Opponent. If anyone wishes to utilize the initial presentation time provided for an Opponent, said
individual shall register with the City Clerk at least one week prior to the scheduled public hearing.

4. Public Hearing. A Public Hearing will be conducted during which anyone may speak for 3 minutes. Speakers should
limit their testimony to information relevant to the ordinance or application and criteria for review.

5. Cross Examination. Each party shall be allowed five (5) minutes for cross examination. All questions shall be
addressed to the Chair and then (at the discretion of the Chair) asked either by the Chair or by the party conducting
the cross examination of the speaker or of the appropriate representative of the party being cross examined. One (1)
representative of each party shall conduct the cross examination. If anyone wishes to utilize the time provided for
cross examination and rebuttal as an Opponent, and no one has previously registered with the Clerk, said individual
shall notify the City Clerk prior to the conclusion of the Public Hearing. If no one gives such notice, there shall be no
cross examination or rebuttal by Opponent(s). If more than one person wishes to utilize the time provided for
Opponent(s), the City Council shall by motion determine who shall represent Opponent(s).

a. Cross examination by Opponents.
b. Cross examination by City Administration.
c. Cross examination by Appellant followed by Applicant, if different.

6. Rebuttal/Closing. Each party shall have five (5) minutes to provide a closing argument or rebuttal.
a. Rebuttal by Opponents.
b.  Rebuttal by City Administration.
c. Rebuttal by Appellant followed by the Applicant, if different.

11



Attached documents for item Appeal of the Community Preservation Commission (CPC) approval
with conditions of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) requesting rehabilitation and an addition
to the residence located at 2421 Brevard Road Northeast within the Local Landmark Granada Te
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TO:

SUBJECT:

REQUEST:

ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of March 7, 2013

The Honorable Karl Nurse, Chair, and Members of City Council

Appeal of the Community Preservation Commission (CPC)
approval with conditions of a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) requesting after-the-fact modifications to conditions of
approval to the residence located at 2421 Brevard Road Northeast
located within the Local Landmark Granada Terrace Historic
District (City File COA 05-23 Appeal).

An analysis of the request is provided in the attached Staff Report.

The applicant’s request was to modify the conditions of approval
after-the-fact to retain the existing windows and doors, install trim
around the front entrance, install molding below the railings on the
two balconies, and eliminate the requirement for window sills.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends DENIAL of the
Appeal.

Community Preservation Commission: On October 15, 2005, the
Historic Preservation Commission approved a Certificate of
Appropriateness (COA) for repairs and an addition to this single-
family residence, which was owned by Christopher Stearman.
Christopher Stearman was represented by his father, architect John
Stearman. The project was permitted in 2009.

In May 2010, staff issued a Stop Work Order for construction
which did not comply with the approved and permitted design.
The extent of alterations required a review by the CPC. On June
18, 2010, the Community Preservation Commission (CPC)
reviewed the proposed project with the requested changes. The
CPC approved the request with the following five Conditions of
Approval which addressed the alterations found to be incompatible
with the St. Petersburg Historic and Archaeological Preservation
Overlay ordinance as found in Section 16.30.070 of the City Code:

1. All windows shall exhibit the Colonial inspired six-over-six
pattern single-hung sash (or double-hung sash) or the six-
light casement windows as approved in the original COA
and permitting plans. In place of the six-over-six Colonial
inspired design, casement windows with the original eight-



light pattern as evident in the 1986 Florida Master Site File
photo are acceptable.

2. All windows and French doors shall have exterior, three-
dimensional muntins and be recessed within the wall at the
same depth as the existing window and door openings.

3. Replacement material, such as the quoins (trim) around the
entrance, shall match the original in design, size, shape,
profile, and finish as closely as possible.

4. Sills below the windows as depicted in the permitted and
approved drawings shall be installed.

5. Additional architectural features to address the elimination
of the balcony are to be reviewed and approved by Staff.

In February 2012, Christopher Stearman, represented by his father
John Stearman, sold the property to the current owners Tom and
Karen Davis, who have also retained John Stearman to represent
them. The addition and remodel project did not have final
inspections and none of the conditions of approval had been met.

In December 2012, the applicants reapplied concerning the
Conditions of Approval, requesting after-the-fact approval of the
existing windows and doors. On January 18, 2013, the
Community Preservation Commission again approved this request
for after-the-fact modifications to the Conditions of Approval for
COA 05-23 by eliminating original conditions 4 and 5 and
upholding and modifying the following Conditions of Approval:

1. The applicant shall replace the existing window sashes
with a 6 over 6 Colonial sash with exterior muntins or such
other sashes as approved by staff.

2. The quoins (trim) around the entrance shall be installed as
per the plans previously submitted.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the appeal
public hearing; and 2) APPROVE Resolution “A” to DENY the

appeal.

In the alternative, if City Council chooses to approve the appeal, it
is recommended that City Council APPROVE Resolution “B.”

Attachments: Resolutions (2), Staff Report to CPC (Including
Map), Appeal Letter



"A'l

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION DENYING THE APPEAL AND
UPHOLDING THE COMMUNITY
PRESERVATION COMMISSION’S APPROVAL
WITH CONDITIONS OF A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS (CITY FILE: COA 05-23);
MAKING FINDINGS OF FACT;, AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on January 18, 2013, the Community Preservation Commission
(CPC) approved a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) with conditions of approval by a7 to 0
vote; and

WHEREAS, City Council finds that it is appropriate to DENY this appeal and
uphold the CPC's approval of the COA with conditions of approval.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida that the City Council makes the following findings of fact:

1. As authorized by City Code, on October 15, 2005, the CPC approved the applicant’s
request at a properly noticed public hearing for a COA for an addition and alterations
to the residence located at 2421 Brevard Road Northeast, located within the Granada
Terrace Historic District. The property was owned by Christopher Stearman, who
was out of the country and represented by his father, architect John Stearman.

2. The project was permitted in 2009.

3. In May 2010, staff issued a Stop Work Order for construction which did not comply
with the approved and permitted design.

4. On June 18, 2010, the CPC reviewed the project with the requested changes. As
authorized by City Code, Section 16.30.070.2.6, the CPC approved the request with
the following five Conditions of Approval:

1. All windows shall exhibit the Colonial inspired six-over-six pattern
single-hung sash (or double-hung sash) or the six-light casement
windows as approved in the original COA and permitting plans. In
place of the six-over-six Colonial inspired design, casement windows
with the original eight-light pattern as evident in the 1986 Florida
Master Site File photo are acceptable.



Resolution “A”
Page 2

2. All windows and French doors shall have exterior, three-dimensional
muntins and be recessed within the wall at the same depth as the
existing window and door openings.

3. Replacement material, such as the quoins (trim) around the entrance,
shall match the original in design, size, shape, profile, and finish as
closely as possible.

4. Sills below the windows as depicted in the permitted and approved
drawings shall be installed.

5. Additional architectural features to address the elimination of the

balcony are to be reviewed and approved by Staff.

5. The owner sold the property to Tom and Karen Davis in February 2012. The
construction project did not have final inspections and the COA Conditions of
Approval had not been met.

6. The new owners, Tom and Karen Davis, reapplied concerning the Conditions of
Approval, requesting after-the-fact approval of the existing windows and doors, to
install trim around the front entrance (Condition 3), install molding below the railings
on the two balconies, and to eliminate the requirement for window sills.

7. The reapplication concerning the Conditions of Approval was considered at a
properly noticed public hearing by the CPC on January 18, 2013.

8. At its public hearing on January 18, 2013, the CPC considered evidence and
testimony presented by the applicant and received a report from City staff concerning
the property and the COA and the CPC again approved this request for after-the-fact
modifications to the Conditions of Approval by eliminating original conditions 4 and
5 and upholding and modifying the following Conditions of Approval:

1. The applicant shall replace the existing window sashes with a 6 over 6
Colonial sash with exterior muntins or such other sashes as approved
by staff.

2. The quoins (trim) around the entrance shall be installed as per the
plans previously submitted.

9. The CPC found that only with the Conditions of Approval is the COA substantially in
compliance with the St. Petersburg Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay
Ordinance found in Section 16.30.070, City Code, specifically, Sections
16.30.070.2.6(E.6), as follows: the alterations will not have an adverse impact on the
landmark provided that the conditions are met to mitigate the negative impact; the
approval of a window style not found on the historic Mediterranean Revival or Ranch
styles in the district would impact the architectural significance of the district long



Resolution “A”
Page 3

term; and the loss of the original trim around the entrance is a loss of a distinctive
feature which characterizes the property.

10. The CPC’s Approval with Conditions of the COA was appealed on January 28, 2013.

I'1. Granting approval of the COA with the Conditions of Approval would be in accord
with the general purpose and intent of the St. Petersburg Historic and Archaeological
Preservation Overlay Ordinance found in Section 16.30.070 of the City Code and
would not be detrimental to the public welfare.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED By the City Council of St. Petersburg, Florida,
based upon the foregoing findings of fact, that the COA with the Conditions of Approval meets
the criteria contained in Section 16.30.070 of the City Code; and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that under its de novo and appellate authority,
based upon the foregoing findings of fact, the City Council DENIES the appeal herein and
UPHOLDS the CPC’s approval of the COA with the Conditions of Approval; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall become effective
immediately upon adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

-_ - 2-15-13

nning & Efonomic Development Department Date

W ,
L//M %@4‘“ 2-30- 13

City Attorney (Designee) Date
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPEAL
AND OVERTURNING THE COMMUNITY
PRESERVATION COMMISSION’S APPROVAL
OF A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
WITH CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL (CITY
FILE: COA 05-23); MAKING FINDINGS OF
FACT, AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, on January 18, 2013, the Community Preservation Commission
(CPC) approved a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) with Conditions of Approval by a7to 0
vote; and

WHEREAS, City Council finds that it is appropriate to APPROVE the appeal
thus OVERTURNING the CPC's approval of the COA.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida that the City Council makes the following findings of fact:

I. As authorized by City Code, on October 15, 2005, the CPC approved the applicant’s
request at a properly noticed public hearing for a COA for an addition and alterations
to the residence located at 2421 Brevard Road Northeast, located within the Granada
Terrace Historic District. The property was owned by Christopher Stearman, who
was out of the country and represented by his father, architect John Stearman.

2. The project was permitted in 2009.

3. In May 2010, staff issued a Stop Work Order for construction which did not comply
with the approved and permitted design.

4. On June 18, 2010, the CPC reviewed the project with the requested changes. As
authorized by City Code, Section 16.30.070.2.6, the CPC approved the request with
the following five Conditions of Approval:

1. All windows shall exhibit the Colonial inspired six-over-six pattern
single-hung sash (or double-hung sash) or the six-light casement
windows as approved in the original COA and permitting plans. In
place of the six-over-six Colonial inspired design, casement windows
with the original eight-light pattern as evident in the 1986 Florida
Master Site File photo are acceptable.
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2. All windows and French doors shall have exterior, three-dimensional
muntins and be recessed within the wall at the same depth as the
existing window and door openings.

3. Replacement material, such as the quoins (trim) around the entrance,
shall match the original in design, size, shape, profile, and finish as
closely as possible.

4. Sills below the windows as depicted in the permitted and approved
drawings shall be installed.

5. Additional architectural features to address the elimination of the

balcony are to be reviewed and approved by Staff.

. The owner sold the property to Tom and Karen Davis in February 2012. The

construction project did not have final inspections and the COA Conditions of
Approval had not been met.

. The new owners, Tom and Karen Davis, reapplied concerning the Conditions of

Approval, requesting after-the-fact approval of the existing windows and doors, to
install trim around the front entrance (Condition 3), install molding below the railings
on the two balconies, and to eliminate the requirement for window sills.

. The reapplication concerning the Conditions of Approval was considered at a

properly noticed public hearing by the CPC on January 18, 2013.

. At its public hearing on January 18, 2013, the CPC considered evidence and

testimony presented by the applicant and received a report from City staff concerning
the property and the COA and the CPC again approved this request for after-the-fact
modifications to the Conditions of Approval by eliminating original conditions 4 and
5 and upholding and modifying the following Conditions of Approval:

1. The applicant shall replace the existing window sashes with a 6 over 6
Colonial sash with exterior muntins or such other sashes as approved
by staff.

2. The quoins (trim) around the entrance shall be installed as per the
plans previously submitted.

. The CPC found that only with the Conditions of Approval is the COA substantially in

compliance with the St. Petersburg Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay
Ordinance found in Section 16.30.070, City Code, specifically, Sections
16.30.070.2.6(E.6), as follows: the alterations will not have an adverse impact on the
landmark provided that the conditions are met to mitigate the negative impact; the
approval of a window style not found on the historic Mediterranean Revival or Ranch
styles in the district would impact the architectural significance of the district long
term; and the loss of the original trim around the entrance is a loss of a distinctive
feature which characterizes the property.
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10. The CPC’s Approval with Conditions of the COA was appealed on January 28, 2013.

1. Atits public hearing on March 7, 2013, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg
also considered evidence and testimony by the applicant and received a report from
City staff concerning the property and the COA and the City Council determined that
such evidence and testimony did support a finding that the approval of the COA with
Conditions of Approval for 2421 Brevard Road Northeast was inconsistent with the
criteria for a COA.

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of St. Petersburg, Florida, based upon
the foregoing findings of fact, that the COA with Conditions of Approval does not meet the
criteria contained in Section 16.30.070 of the City Code, thus is not in compliance with the St.
Petersburg Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay Ordinance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that under its de novo and appellate authority,
based upon the foregoing findings of fact, the City Council APPROVES the appeal herein and
DENIES the COA with Conditions of Approval: and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall become effective
immediately upon adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

S 2517

Plafning & Eonomic Development Department Date

Do il —

City Attorney (Designee) Date
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STAFF REPORT

COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMISSION - CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS (COA) REQUEST

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on January 18, 2013 beginning at 9:00
A.M., Council Chambers, City Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida

According to Planning and Economic Development Department records, Robert Carter
resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other
possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

Case No.: COA 05-23, Revision 2013
Address: 2421 Brevard Road NE
Legal Description: Granada Terrace Addition, Block 6, (Granada Terrace Historic District),
Lot 10
Parcel ID No.: 07-31-17-32562-006-0100
Local Landmark Granada Terrace Historic District, HPC 88-02
Owner: Tom and Karen Davis
Agent: John Stearman
Request: Approval of after-the-fact modifications to the Conditions of Approval

for Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) 05-23.

2421 Brevard Road NE
2005
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History and Significance

Platted in February 1924 by prominent local developer C. Perry Snell, Granada Terrace was
intended as an exclusive, homogeneous enclave of custom Mediterranean Revival style houses
as specified in the original deed restriction. By 1926 and the collapse of the Florida Land Boom,
38 Mediterranean Revival style residences had been constructed, thus establishing the
character of the neighborhood. The next wave of building in Granada Terrace occurred in 1941
with the introduction of the first non-Mediterranean Revival style buildings. These residences
established the pattern for subsequent development which was dominated by one-story,
concrete block, Masonry Vernacular and Ranch style homes. Although these buildings
subscribed to a different style of architecture, they conformed to the neighborhood’s dominant
setbacks and landscape standards thus contributing to the visually homogeneous character of
the district

Built ca. 1942, the subject property is an example of early Ranch style architecture. Original
permits called for a one-story, masonry residence of five rooms with a two-car garage attached
by a breezeway, which was later enclosed. It was designed and built by local contractor M.W.
Schooley. When the local landmark Granada Terrace Historic District was designated in 1988,
this residence was not yet 50 years of age, and, thus, was included in the district as a non-
contributing resource. As part of the district, any exterior alterations to the building or site
require a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA).

PROJECT OVERVIEW:

The current property owners, Tom and Karen Davis, purchased the residence in February 2012
from Christopher Stearman, who had appointed his father, John Stearman, to act on his behalf
with Power of Attorney. Christopher Stearman purchased the residence in 2005 while out of the
country.

2005 COA Review

John Stearman submitted an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) in
September 2005. The application request was approved by the Historic Preservation
Commission on October 15, 2005.

The 2005 staff report offers the following description of the proposed work (bold added by staff
in June 2010):

The proposed improvements include repairs to the exterior of the single-family
residence, an addition on the southwest fagade, and an addition on the northeast
elevation. The exterior stucco finish will be retained, cleaned, and repaired....
The combination hip and gable roof, which is currently covered with composition
shingles installed in 1985, will be resurfaced with weathered green barrel tile; the
original roofing material is unknown. The existing six-over-six and nine-over-
nine single-hung sash windows will remain in place with a continuous sill
extending across the front facade. The ca. 1970 metal awnings installed
above the windows will be removed and replaced with tubular framed, vinyl clad
awnings placed above each window on the front fagade.

A two-bay wide front porch with elliptical arches will be added at the front
entrance on the southwest fagade. The arches will replicate the arch of the
window awnings which is reminiscent of other arches found in the historic
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residences in the neighborhood. A decorative aluminum handrail will border the
edge of the porch. The front door will be replaced, but the quoins around
the entrance will remain intact. A new gate will be installed in the attached
garden wall.

On the northeast elevation, an existing enclosed porch will be extended
approximately 8’ to create a family room. The existing rear loaded garage will be
expanded 3’-8" on the northeast and 3’-2” on the southeast elevation. A second
floor will be added over the garage wing. With a 13'-8” setback, the existing
building does not meet 20’ required rear setback. Therefore, the proposed
expansion of the garage on the northeast (rear) elevation would not meet the
required setbacks, but is situated on an alley and is similar in setback to many
other residences in the area. A relaxation was approved without appeal on
October 7, 2005 for the additional intrusion into the required rear setback.

The design of the addition will incorporate the same design elements of the
existing residence. The second floor addition will feature a hip roof with a pitch
similar to the one over the existing building and will be clad with the same barrel
tile. The existing windows on the residence and garage are a combination
of six-over-six-light and nine-over-nine-light single-hung sash, six-light
metal casement, and glass block. The windows on the additions will
exhibit the same variety with six-over-six-light double-hung sash, eight-
light paired casement, and glass block. All windows will be set in the walls
and not flush with exterior wall surface. Doors on the additions will be 15-
light, 10-light, and one-light French doors. An entrance will be installed on
the southeast elevation flanked by decorative panels of glass block and set
under an entrance hood clad with barrel tile. A balcony will be installed on
the second floor of the northwest wall. The additional space on the first floor
will enlarge the kitchen and family room as well as add a laundry room and
staircase. The second floor will provide room for two bedrooms and a
bath....The few significant character defining elements of this
noncontributing residence include the original stucco finish, garden wall,
door surrounds and glass block decorative elements. All of these details
will remain in place.

This description from the original staff report clearly specifies that the proposed project would
include the following:

1. The existing windows which were six-over-six-light and nine-over-nine-light single-hung
sash, six-light metal casement, and glass block would be retained with a continuous sill
across the front fagade.

2. Windows on the new addition would match the existing window designs with six-over-
six-light double-hung sash, eight-light paired casement, and glass block.

3. Doors on the new addition would be 16-light, 10-light, and one-light French doors.

4. An entrance on the southeast elevation flanked by decorative panels of glass block and
set under an entrance hood clad with barrel tile would be installed.

5. A balcony on the second floor of the northwest wall would be installed.

6. The quoins (door surrounds) around the front entrance would remain in place.

A COA is valid for 18 months. Mr. Stearman requested and received one year extensions of the
COA approval in 2007 and 2008. The permit was approved and issued in February 2009.
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The permitted plans depicted vinyl, PGT, double-hung WinGuard windows with a six-over-six
muntin pattern and vinyl, PGT, casement WinGuard windows, generally with six lights per
window. In approving the permit, staff approved the minor modification involving the
replacement of the existing windows as the design matched the pattern existing at the time of
approval. Additional alterations to the proposal approved by the HPC included changing the
entrance stair (southeast elevation) from a side stair to a front stair. With those exceptions, the
permitting plans matched those submitted and approved for COA 05-23.

The following conditions were stamped on the plans:

“NO CHANGES WITHOUT DEVELOPMENT SERVICES HISTORIC
PRESERVATION/URBAN DESIGN SECTION APPROVAL. And “BUILDING
INSPECTOR: COA CONDITION OF APPROVAL, Please notify Development
Services Preservation Planner...if condition of approval is not met or if any
architectural detailing shown on this plan is not present. 1. Cleaning shall be with
the gentlest means possible and meet the Sect of the Int. Standards which state
sandblasting shall not be used. 2. Windows will be set within the wall opening
and utilize 3 dimensional, exterior muntins.”

2010 COA Review

In May 2010, while reviewing other projects in the historic district, Historic Preservation staff
observed that the windows installed in the subject property did not match those that were
approved in COA 05-23 or detailed on the construction plans. Upon further review, staff
identified a number of changes to the approved design. A Stop Work Order was requested and
issued on May 27, 2010.

Staff met with Mr. Stearman on May 28, 2010 and requested that he submit a complete list of
the modifications and provide updated plans. The list of requested modifications was as
follows:

1. Window Sash Divider Pattern Modification

2. NW Elevation, Balcony Elimination

3. NW Elevation, Balcony Door to Window Modification

4. NW Elevation, Modify Garage Window to Door Panel

5. NW Elevation, Clerestory Window Modification

6. NW Elevation, Three Windows to One Window Modification

7. NW Elevation, Roof Profile Modification

8. NE Elevation, Garage Overhead Door Window Modification

9. SE to NW Elevation Bathroom Window Relocation Modification
10. SE Casement Window/Door Elimination

In addition to the list provided by Mr. Stearman, staff identified changes to the profile of the
chimney, the removal of the window sills that were depicted on the permitted plans, and some of
the original character defining features, such as the quoins around the front door, had been
completely removed or covered. As per the original COA, these features were to be retained
and preserved. Although the architect indicated that he intended to install new quoins, the
original material and its design were buried or removed. If staff had been informed that the
quoins were to be removed, staff would have required dimensional information to ensure that
the design, size, shape, profile, and finish were accurately recreated.
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The extent of modifications in 2010 exceeded the threshold of minor modification which could
be approved through a staff review. Thus, a review by the CPC of the requested modifications
was required.

Of the 13 identified alterations, staff significantly compromised on 10, requiring no further
modification or investment from Mr. Stearman. The remaining issues are the subject of those
application.

At a public hearing on June 18, 2010, the CPC again reviewed the proposed project and Mr.
Stearman’s requested changes to the approved design. The CPC concurred with staff and
found some of the requested alterations to be compatible with the redesign of the residence.
The CPC approved the request with conditions of approval that addressed the alterations found
to be incompatible. Those conditions of approval are as follows:

1. All windows shall exhibit the Colonial inspired six-over-six pattern
single-hung sash (or double-hung sash) or the six-light casement
windows as approved in the original COA and permitting plans. In
place of the six-over-six Colonial inspired design, casement windows
with the original eight-light pattern as evident in the 1986 FMSF photo
are acceptable.

2. All windows and French doors shall have exterior, three-dimensional
muntins and be recessed within the wall at the same depth as the
existing window and door openings.

3. Replacement material, such as the quoins around the entrance, shall
match the original in design, size, shape, profile, and finish as closely
as possible.

4. Sills below the windows as depicted in the permitted and approved
drawings shall be installed.

5. Additional architectural features to address the elimination of the
balcony are to be reviewed and approved by Staff.

Mr. Stearman was informed of the appeal period and chose not to appeal. He informed Rick
Dunn, the City’s Building Official, that he would like to proceed based on the revised COA. The
Stop Work Order was lifted with Mr. Dunn informing Mr. Stearman that he could proceed based
on the June 2010 COA approval with conditions and that the construction documents would
need to revised to reflect the actual field construction. An approval letter with the revised
Conditions of Approval was issued by staff to Mr. Stearman on July 7, 2010. The construction
documents were not revised, but Mr. Stearman completed construction on the residence. He
did not request a final inspection by Historic Preservation or the Final Building Inspection. He
continued to renew the permit, which delayed the necessity for final inspections, and asked to
appeal the CPC’s Approval of the COA and Conditions of Approval in December 2011. After
being informed that the appeal period had passed, Mr. Stearman asked to reapply.

In January 2012, Mr. Stearman was informed that he could not reapply for previously permitted
work, but if staff did not accept his application, he could appeal the non-acceptance of his
application to the CPC. Mr. Stearman elected not to pursue that action. The building permit
was suspended by the Building Official for lack of compliance. Mr. Stearman sold the property
to Tom and Karen Davis on February 18, 2012 and is now acting as the agent for the new
property owners.
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2012-13 COA Application
In April 2012, the new owners were cited by Code Enforcement. Following an appeal to

Administration and further review by the City’s Legal Department, it was determined that the
owner could reapply concerning the Conditions of Approval. The new owners asked Mr.
Stearman to represent them. At the time that the current application was submitted, on
December 3, 2012, none of the conditions of approval from 2010 had been met. The
applicant is requesting the following:

e Windows: Retain the existing window muntins (grid) pattern
Doors: Retain the existing open glass panel design

o Decorative elements: Replace the front entry door architrave trim per the approved
detail and add decorative railings and molding trim at the rear and side railing per the
approved details. Eliminate the requirement for window sills not shown on the original
permit drawings.

The application is provided at the end of this report.

REVIEW OF CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

The evaluation of alterations or additions to the building is important in terms of compatibility
with the district character. Alterations and additions could change the character and setting of
the historic district, adversely impacting its integrity and eligibility. In approving or denying COA
applications for alterations, new construction, and demolition, the CPC shall use the criteria
below which are based on the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties. The following is an assessment of the request as it applies to these criteria.

In addition, the City’s Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay directs staff to evaluate
the alterations and additions in relation to the contributing buildings in the local historic district.
The Granada Terrace Historic District is largely composed of Mediterranean Revival, early
Ranch, Minimal Traditional, and Masonry Vernacular style houses.

Request for Alterations

General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness

e The effect of the proposed work on the landmark or the property upon which such
work is to be done;

The proposed work is not compatible with the original Ranch style, nor the redesigned
Mediterranean Revival style of architecture. As such, the proposed work will have an
adverse affect on the property and the district as a whole.

e The relationship between such work and other structures on the landmark site or
other property in the historic district;

As previously mentioned, the Granada Terrace Historic District is largely composed of
Mediterranean Revival, early Ranch, Minimal Traditional, and Masonry Vernacular style
houses.
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Mediterranean Revival, alternatively known as Spanish Colonial Revival or Spanish
Eclectic, was the most popular period revival style in St. Petersburg. As the style
specified in the original deed restriction for Granada Terrace, this style was the defining
style in the creation of the historic district. Architecturally, the Mediterranean Revival
style originated as an adaptation of the Mission style which developed in California
during the 1880s to replicate Spanish Colonial heritage, particularly ecclesiastical
buildings from the Franciscan missions of the southwestern United States. In 1915,
architect Bertram Grosvenor Goodhue incorporated more elaborate Spanish prototypes
and rich detail found throughout Latin America in designing the California pavilion for the
Panama-California Exposition in San Diego. The popularity of the exhibit and the
architect led others to draw inspiration from a broader spectrum of Spanish history
including Byzantine, Gothic, Renaissance, and Moorish elements. The resulting style,
called Mediterranean Revival, grew in popularity as it spread throughout the United
States during the late 1910s. Particularly fashionable in states with a Spanish heritage,
such as California, Texas, and Florida, the style remained hugely popular throughout the
1920s.

The Mediterranean Revival style is defined by the application of architectural details from
the Spanish, Byzantine, Renaissance, and Moorish past. Identifying features include:

a low-pitched roof clad with barrel tile,

arcaded porches,

asymmetrical fagade,

arched doors, typically French doors,

arcaded walkways,

casement windows

Entrances framed by elaborate ornament carved or cast in classical or Spanish
Colonial forms,

focal windows that are commonly triple-arched or parabolic in shape,
window grilles and balconies of wrought iron,

patterned tiles, carved stonework, or molded plaster ornamentation,
inner courts and patios, and

the use of stucco on the exterior.

VY V

VVVVYVY VVVVY

After the collapse of the Florida land boom in 1926 and the onset of the Great
Depression, the Mediterranean Revival style decreased in popularity during the 1930s
and 1940s.

The Ranch style originated in the 1930s as a modest adaptation of the Mediterranean
Revival style popular during the prior decade. Like the Mediterranean Revival, the
Ranch was loosely based on the Spanish colonial architecture from the American
southwest. In particular, the Ranch adopted the name and sprawling form which also
incorporated outdoor living space from the California ranchos built during the mid-1800s.
Ranch style houses are typically asymmetrical, one-story homes with a low-pitched hip
roof. As a style which gained popularity with the automobile, the Ranch often
incorporated a garage into the residence. Builders frequently added modest bits of
traditional detailing based on Spanish or English colonial precedents. These included
decorative iron or wooden porch supports and shutters. Ranches often incorporated a
large picture window on the front fagade flanked by casement windows which were used
throughout the residence. Some Ranch style homes which leaned more toward English
colonial precedents featured a large picture window with an applied Colonial muntin
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pattern with the remaining
windows being double-
hung sash with a Colonial
muntin pattern. A rear
courtyard or patio,
borrowed from Spanish
houses, were common
features and a direct
contrast to the large front
and side porches of most
late 19" and early 20"
century styles.

As an early Ranch style
building built in 1941, the
subject property
represents the second
wave of construction in
Granada Terrace and one

2421 Brevard Road NE, 1986. of the few residences built
Note original casement windows. in the city during World
War Il. In an attempt to

make the addition more compatible with the historic character of the district, the architect
has applied some Mediterranean Revival style elements to the residence. The original
window pattern of paired four-light casements was consistent with both styles of
architecture. The replacement windows, which were six-over-six single-hung-sash, were
also compatible. These windows were present at the time the current owner purchased
the property. The COA noted that the existing windows were to be retained and the
new windows on the addition were six-over-six single-hung sash and casement, which
was the design approved during permitting (which called for the replacement of all
windows). However, the windows that were installed do not match the original or
replacement windows and are not compatible with either the Ranch or
Mediterranean Revival styles of architecture. Had the applicant consulted staff
about this change prior to the installation, staff would not have approved the
windows.

The existing windows and the architect’'s proposed modification represent an Arts and
Crafts tradition that is not evident within the Granada Terrace Historic District.
Furthermore, the significance of the Granada Terrace Historic District is largely based on
its cohesive architectural merit that does not include the Arts and Crafts style. The
pattern of the existing windows, with the design on both the top and bottom sash and
with muntins between the glass, did not historically exist and is not historically or
architecturally appropriate. The sash pattern design did exist historically on Prairie and
Craftsman style residences but was present only on the upper sash and featured
separate panes of glass which provided a depth and profile not possible with between
the glass muntins. With the architect's modification, the windows have been
transformed into a window more appropriate for a Frank Lloyd Wright influenced
geometric design popular on the Prairie style or the larger cottage window of a Queen
Anne style residence. The windows, as installed, do not have a relationship to the
historic Ranch style of the house, nor the Mediterranean Revival style or proposed.
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Furthermore, the windows have an adverse relationship with the windows on the
contributing and historic non-contributing properties throughout the district.

The extent to which the historic, architectural, or archaeological significance,
architectural style, design, arrangement, texture, materials, and color of the
landmark or property will be affected.

The change in massing resulting from the elimination of the balcony, the change in
roofline, and the elimination of the southeast entrance stoop diminished the conversion
of the house to a Mediterranean Revival influenced design. The loss of character
defining windows, removal of the continuous sill, and the loss of the quoins around the
entrance limit its association with the Ranch style. The building, without these character
defining elements has lost its identity with any recognizable architectural style. This is
not compatible with the historic district, and, furthermore, construction without a
recognizable style is not allowed by zoning regulation. The lack of architectural style
and design, along with the loss of the arrangement, texture, and materials of the details
adversely impacts the architectural integrity of the district.

Whether the denial of a Certificate of Appropriateness would deprive the property
owner of reasonable beneficial use of his property; Whether the plans may be
reasonably carried out by the applicant.

The denial of a COA will not deprive the owner of reasonable beneficial use of the
property. Plans may be reasonably carried out.

Additional Guidelines for Alterations

A property should be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that
requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site
and environment.

The property was constructed as a single family residence and will continue to be used
as such.

The distinguishing historic qualities or character of a building, structure, or site
and its environment shall be preserved. The removal or alteration of any historic
material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided when possible.

At the time of the designation, the subject property was not considered a contributing
resource in a district designated for its Mediterranean Revival style architecture.
Generally, contributing resources need to be 50 years of age or older according to
standards published in the National Register of Historic Places bulletins. However, at
the time that this case was first brought forward, in 2005, the residence had become 50
years of age and may have been considered contributing to the district if an overall
reassessment had been performed. There are two phases of development in Granada
Terrace, both of which are important and tell the story of the neighborhood: the 1920s
Boom construction utilizing the Mediterranean Revival style and the 1940s post-Great
Depression, World War |l, and Recovery period featuring early Ranch style and Masonry
Vernacular construction. In 2005, this residence was a fine example of early Ranch
style architecture and, although not contributing to the 1920s Mediterranean Revival
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boom, was representative of the later phase of development from the 1940s. Inasmuch
as possible, staff strove to maintain the integrity of the original design in order to tell the
story of the development of the historic district and the City’s neighborhoods while still
providing the applicant with the ability to enlarge and modernize the residence.

On this residence, the original character defining features included the one-story low-
pitched hip and gable roofs, the picture window, the corner windows, the original stucco
finish, the garden wall, the patio, the quoined door surrounds, the glass block decorative
elements, and modest Colonial detailing. Staff wanted to see them preserved, while still
allowing for modernization and compatibility with the local historic district. The omission
of these features has resulted in a building with no recognizable architectural style. Staff
recommended and the CPC approved conditions of approval designed to preserve and
protect some of the character defining features of the original architecture while still
allowing a large addition to be constructed. The agent disregarded the majority of these
conditions of approval including those regarding the window design, exterior muntins,
and the quoined door surrounds. Furthermore, Arts and Crafts style windows were
installed without approval in direct violation of the conditions approved in 2005 and
upheld in 2010. This style of window was designed for Craftsman or Prairie style
residences, and is not appropriate for this residence.

With the subject property, it was and continues to be important to try to retain the notable
elements of the original Ranch style in order to continue to portray its role in the historic
development of the district and not present a false sense of history. Although the agent
claims that this style of window is found throughout the greater North Shore
neighborhood, it is generally found on historic Craftsman or Prairie style houses or on
other style houses which have had their windows replaced. As there is no design review
in the National Register Historic District outside of the locally designated Granada
Terrace, there is no review for what is an appropriate window to install in most of these
instances. One of the few parts of a building serving as both an interior and exterior
feature, windows are nearly always an important part of the historic character of a
building. In most buildings, windows also comprise a considerable amount of the historic
fabric of the wall plane and thus are deserving of special consideration.

Although the replacement of the windows is the most notable violation of the conditions
of approval, other alterations have been made that directly violate the previously
approved conditions of approval including the application of stucco over the quoins
around the front door. The applicant’s request does not preserve the distinguishing
historic qualities or character of the building. These features were removed in violation
of the previous conditions of approval and could have been avoided. As such, the
applicant should restore or replace the missing features. Replacement material should
match the original in size, dimension, texture, and finish as closely as possible, which is
included as a condition of approval for this after-the-fact COA.

Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding
conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings shall not be
undertaken.

As previously discussed, the removal of character defining features such as the quoins
around the entrance and the balcony, and the introduction of Arts and Crafts style
inspired windows creates a false sense of historical development for the building and the
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historic district. The installed windows are conjectural features which are not based on
historical evidence and are architectural elements taken from other buildings
representing other styles and periods of architecture. The lack of detailing around the
entrance and the change in massing is not typical of historical development.

The original elevations proposed in 2005 and the permitted drawings incorporated a
continuous sill on the front fagcade and sills below most of the windows on the elevations.
However, the detail drawing provided with the windows did not show sills. The applicant
has requested that the window sills be eliminated. It appears that sills were not original
to the building based on a review of a 1986 photograph of the residence. Furthermore,
sills are not a typical design element to the Mediterranean Revival style and their use is
limited on Ranch style residences. As an element which does not appear original and is
not typical to the styles found in the historic district, the elimination of sills would be
acceptable to staff.

Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved.

The historic elements which have acquired significance in their own right have already
been removed in violation of the previously approved conditions of approval. Staff
recommends that the CPC require the applicant to repair or replace those features in like
kind.

Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved.

The distinctive features, finishes, and examples of craftsmanship that characterized the
property have already been removed in violation of the previously approved conditions of
approval. Staff recommends that the CPC require the applicant to repair or replace those
features in like kind.

Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new
feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and,
where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated
by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.

The deteriorated historic features have already been replaced. The new features, such
as the installed windows, do not match the original windows or the previous replacement
windows in terms of design, materials, texture, or other visual qualities and do not meet
the previously approved conditions of approval. Staff recommends that the CPC require
the applicant to repair or replace those features in like kind.

Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to
historic materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if
appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.

Chemical and physical treatments are not part of the proposed scope of work.
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Additional Guidelines for New Construction

The height of proposed building shall be visually compatible with contributing
resources in the district; the relationship of the width of the building to the height
of the front elevation shall be visually compatible with contributing resources in
the district; the roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with
contributing resources in the district;

Although the height, width, and roof shape of the building are visually compatible with
the original portion of the house and the surrounding district, the loss of the balcony
feature on the northwest elevation and the loss of the entrance stoop on the southeast
elevation eliminated elements which enhanced and unified the Mediterranean Revival
character of the rehabilitation. Because these design elements were not constructed, it
is even more important to retain the character defining features identified in the
conditions of approval.

The relationship of the width of the windows to the height of windows in a
building shall be visually compatible with contributing resources in the district;
the relationship of solids and voids (which is the pattern or rhythm created by wall
recesses, projections, and openings) in the front facade of a building shall be
visually compatible with contributing resources in the district.

Several
windows on the
addition,
including one on
the front fagade,
express a
horizontal
character, which
is not consistent
with the vertical
character of
traditional
historic windows
of the
Mediterranean
Revival style or
that previously
existed on this
Ranch style
residence. The
windows on the
addition also do

not reflect the  Here is the subject property with its adjacent historic Mediterranean
symmetrical Revival neighbor. The massing, the fenestration pattern, the

fenestration directional orientation, and the proportions are not the same.
pattern of the

original building.
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The recessed glass block feature on the southeast elevation was originally intended to
be a secondary entrance complete with a small stoop and projecting roof clad with barrel
tile. The loss of the entrance, the stoop, and projecting roof replaced by glass block
panels and casement windows have resulted in a feature which is inconsistent with the
original Mediterranean Revival design of the southeast elevation as permitted. The
glass block and casement windows incorporate an Art Deco style on the elevation which
is inconsistent with the Mediterranean Revival design of the addition and the houses in
the historic district. Likewise, the stepped fixed clerestory windows on the northwest
elevation introduce a modern character to the Mediterranean Revival design.

The relationship of building to open space between it and adjoining buildings
shall be visually compatible with contributing resources in the district;

The relationship of the building to open space remains compatible with the surrounding
resources in the district.

The relationship of the materials, texture, and color of the facade of a building
shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials used in contributing
resources in the district;

The windows and doors, as installed, do not match the materials or texture of the original
windows installed in this building, the replacement windows, or the Mediterranean
Revival or Ranch style buildings in the district. The lack of detailing around the front
entrance and the loss of the detailing around the balconies is incompatible with the other
buildings in the local historic district.

The size of a building, the mass of a building in relation to open spaces, the
windows, door openings, porches, and balconies shall be visually compatible with
contributing resources in the district;

The size of the building is visually compatible with the district. The size of the door
openings are also compatible. The design of the windows and some of the dimensions
of their openings are not consistent with the historic character of the district. Several
windows on the addition, including one on the front fagade, express a horizontal
character, which is not consistent with the vertical character of traditional historic
windows of the Mediterranean Revival style or that previously existed on this Ranch
style residence. The windows on the addition also do not reflect the symmetrical
fenestration pattern of the original building. The mass of the design of the addition as
originally approved was compatible with the contributing buildings in the historic district
but the loss of the balcony eliminated a major design feature which helped make the
addition visually compatible with the contributing resources in the district.

A building shall be visually compatible with contributing resources in the district
in its directional character, whether this be vertical character, horizontal
character, or nondirectional character.

While the overall mass of the addition is vertical in character, elements on the addition
such as the small, horizontal windows, the stepped windows on the northwest elevation,
and the change from vertical French doors to windows on the balcony express
horizontality. The loss of the vertical elements such as the entrance on the southeast
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elevation and the balcony on the northwest elevation further diminish the vertical
character, limiting its ability to be considered compatible with the historic district.

e New construction shall not destroy historic materials that characterize the
property. The new construction should be differentiated from the old and shall be
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the
historic integrity of the property and its environment; new construction shall be
undertaken in such a manner that if removed in the future the essential form and
integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

The distinctive features, finishes, and examples of craftsmanship that characterized the
property have already been removed. Although the size of the new construction makes
it apparent as an addition, the resurfacing of the original stucco, the replacement of the
windows, the removal of historic quoins around the entry, and the change in the roofline
on the original structure has eliminated the differentiation between old and new. If the
addition were removed in the future, the original design and integrity of the structure
would be impaired.

RECOMMENDATION

COA 05-23: Based on consistency with Section 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff recommends
that the Community Preservation Commission APPROVE the elimination of original condition
four (4) requiring the installation of window sills and DENY the remaining requested
modifications to the Conditions of Approval to the residence at 2421 Brevard Road NE.

Conditions of Approval:

1. All windows shall exhibit the Colonial inspired six-over-six pattern
single-hung sash (or double-hung sash) or the six-light casement
windows as approved in the original COA and permitting plans. In
place of the six-over-six Colonial inspired design, casement windows
with the original eight-light pattern as evident in the 1986 FMSF photo
are acceptable.

2. All windows and French doors shall have exterior, three-dimensional
muntins and be recessed within the wall at the same depth as the
existing window and door openings.

3. Replacement material, such as the quoins around the entrance, shall
match the original in design, size, shape, profile, and finish as closely

as possible.

5. Additional architectural féatures to address the elimination of the
balcony are to be reviewed and approved by Staff.
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Photographs of subject property
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APPENDIX A: 2010 Letter Requesting Modifications
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June 4, 2010

Kimberly Hinder, Historic Preservation Planner
Development Services

City of St. Petersburg

P. O. Box 2842

St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842

Stearman

Ar Ch itect Re: Request for Modification to Previous COA Approval

2431 Brevard Rd. NE 2421 Brevard Road NE — Case # 05-23

St. Petersburg, FL 33704
Ph: 727-823-1898 Dear Kim:

John E. Stearman, CEO . 5 g .

Fla. Reg. # AR007437 Per our recent review meeting and email, I would like to request a
modification to a previously approved Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for the residential property located at 2421 Brevard Road NE.

During the demolition and construction on this project a number of
modifications were necessary per our discussion. Please see the attached
list of items (attachment no. 1) requiring modification of the previous
COA approval.

With respect to the window sash divider pattern, I would like to request
your approval of a ‘modified’ arts and craft, six over six pattern shown
on the attachment no. 2. This proposal modifies the pattern presently in
place with raised sash dividers and does represent the related Colonial
Revival influenced, Arts and Crafts period. I believe the use of the
proposed modified window sash pattern for a non-contributing property
is appropriate and adds value to the property and the neighborhood.

If you have any questions, please call or email me.
Thank you.
Respectfully,

D¢ f=_

John E. Stearman
Fla. Reg. Architect # AR0007437

xc: file
attachments
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Attachment No. 1

List of Modifications to Approved COA 05-23 for 2421 Brevard Road NE
Letter to Kimberly Hinder, Historic Preservation Planner

June 4, 2010

Requested Modifications to previously Approved COA 05-23
2421 Brevard Road NE
. Window Sash Divider Pattern Modification, See Attachment No. 2
. NW Elevation Balcony Modification,
o NW Elevation, Balcony Door to Window Modification
o NW Elevation, Modify garage window to door panel
. NW Elevation, Clerestory Window Modification
. NW Elevation, Three Window to One Window Modification
. NW Elevation, Roof Profile Modification
. NE Elevation Garage Overhead Door Window Modification
. SE to NW Elevation Bathroom Window Relocation Modification

o SE Casement Window / Door Modification
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Attachment No. 2

Modified Window Sash Pattern to Approved COA 05-23 for 2421 Brevard Road NE
Letter to Kimberly Hinder, Historic Preservation Planner
June 4, 2010

Modified Six over Six
Colonial Revival / Arts & Craft Window Sash Pattern

Proposal for Modified Window Sash —~ 2421 Brevard Road NE
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APPENDIX B: Plans approved by Historic Preservation Commission
October 18, 2005 as specified in COA 05-23
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APPENDIX C: Permitted Plans and Elevations as Approved by Staff on
February 4, 2009
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gt bpr &
2.4 40, 312 ROOM FINISH SCHEDULE w
’ ﬂl"-‘h‘,\ | ; | Room Name Floor Base Wall Ceiling Remarks
. 20 Entry Tile, veal — Comant Plaster, Pant | Cament Plaster, Faint | Limsetona Base . F.
DD 80lid core aak DD S Living Room Wood, Sand & Stain Wood Drywal, Plaster, Paint | Drywall Plaster, Paint 2
D it @ Dining Room Wood, Sand & Stain | Wood | Drymsil Plaster. Paint | Drysasil Plaster, Paint g <
&:.:- Fitchen Coramic Tile Vird Doywall, Plaster, Paint | Orawall Plaster, Pant. &
00 o e A Bedroom 81 Wood, Gand & Gtain | Wood | Drywal Plastor Fait, | Drywsil Plaster, Famt.
Wood panel Bath #1 Coramic Tile Tile Drwvall Plaster. Paint Drweall Flaster, Paint, © ©
Elov. A DichVesssr Lo o Elov. C Elov. D Bath #2 Ceramic Tile Tie Drwwall Plaster. Paint__| Drwall, Flaster, Paint £ g &
Badroom #2/Dem | Woodl, Gand & Stain | Wood | Drwwall Plaster Paint | Drweall Flaster, Pant $8cE3
2.8 59-5/4° 47-3i4° FamilyRoom | Wood, Gand & Gtain | Wood | Drwall Plaster. Faint | Drwwall, Plaster, Paint £838¢S
t | i 1 — | F Halbway Wood, Gand & Stain | Wood Drevall, Plaster, Faint Plaster, Pant
[ [ Laundry Vind Yirnd Drwall, Plastor, Paint | Orwwall Plaster, Faint =z
D B, B Stanwell Wood, Sand 8. 6tain | Wood | Drewall Plastor, Paint_ | Drywall, Plaster, Paint. ] g
3 Tolet Coramio Tie Tio Drgvall Plastor Pait__| Drweall. Plaster, Faint E .
- - & Bodroom # 5| Wood, 5and 8 Gtain | Wood | Drwwall Plaster. Paint | Drweall Plaster, Faut 8 E
DD e el M_Bodroom #4_| Wood, Gand & Stan | Wood | Drvall Pisstor. Paint | Drweal, Flaster, Paint o2 3
Bath #3 Coramio Tie Tio Drevall Plaster, Paimt | Dryeall Plaster, Paint @ 7] 3%
= Coest Wood, Gand 8 Gtain | _Wood | Drwll Plastor. Faint__| Drwesl Flaster, Pant cg
Elev. E Elev. F Elov. 0 Balory Radwood Wood Deck| —— | Camentt Flaster, Fairt | Comont Plaster. Fairt o283
=] o
40" . 160 Notes: g _§. a M
1 SQgp
—_— - [ =
shelf |35
- , T
o » -
D[“]u R = = = % DOOR_SCHEDULE v 8 &
[”] uu = Mark Door Skze Type | Material | Finish | Frame | Material | Finioh |Hdwr Remarke 4
L D1 | 1304 230°<6-8" | A | Wood 6COak | Stam | 5V4 | Wood Famt | 1 | Leaded Glase Fan Upper Panal |
Wo—od - D-2 13/8°x 24" x6'-8" | B | Wood HC Birch| Faint | 4-2/4" | Wood Paint 2 =
Elev H || ered Elov. 1 26 Ga Panted D-3 | 13/8°x24" x6-8" | B |Wood HC.Birch| Paint | 4-3/4° | Wood Paint | 2 i e
Doore. Fir ’ m:';“i D4 |Pr13/8°c20°x68"| C |WoodBGL.Fir| Gtan | 5-V4' | Wood | Pamt | 3 =
¥ Iighte D-5 31-U2° x 79-3/4" D | Akm8.GIPni. | AUGray] S-14" Alum AlGray| 4 PGT, Windguard, Imgact G| #2668 é =
DOOR ELEVATIONS D6 | 184 528 x6-8" | E |Wood HC, Birch| Paint | 4.2/4° | Wood | Pamt | 5 S
c ¢ ST PETERSBURG D7 | 1345 28°x 68" | E |Wood 6C,Birch| Paint | 4.3/4° | Wood Pat | & 20 Min, Firo Rating =
b CF)KEVIEWED FOR D8 | 13/8°c 24" x6-8" | B | Wood HC.Birch| Pamt | 43/4° | Wood | Pant | 2
-GODE COMPLIANCE o D2 69-3/4"x79-B/4"] F | Aum8&GIPnl | AUGray] S-V4" | Aum _[AUGray| 3 | FOY. Windguard Impact Gl #5068 | &
b & &De T )Pt%@ ; D10 | 1B/4 X160« 70" | 1 | noulGt) Panal | FPaint | Stesl | Wood | Tamt | — | Hardwaro supplod by mfg.
() MECK N DELEGZAN 30 2009 DM | 13/8°2 28" c6-8" | E_| Wood HC, Biroh| Pant | 4814 | Wood | Pamt | 5 ‘
L 0, —GATE D12 |Pe13/8°x20°x6-8"] C |Wood&GL,Fir] Stain | 43/4" | Wood | Pamt | 3 5
~ DANS D13 | 12/8°x2-4" x6'-8" | B |Wood HC.Birch| Paint | 4-3/4° | Wood Paint 2 =l 9
Notes D-14 A73/4°x 79-3i4°| G | Alum B GiPnl. | AUGray| 5-V4* Alum AUGray 2 PGT, Windguard, Impact Gl. #4068 :_-: ©| =
D15 47-304°« 79-308° G | Aum&GIPnl | AUGray] 5-V4" Alum AUGH 3 PGT, Windauard, tmpact Gi #4068 | Bro g ﬁ
Window Units a5 manufactured by D46 | 12/8°x2-4" x6"8'| B |Wood HC.Birch| Fait | 43/4° | Wood | Paint | 2 ne s
Jsld-WEN to meet or excoed the D17 {re18/8°x2-0°x6-8"| H |Wood HC Birch| Paint | 4-3/4° | Wood Paint & mqm ey
Hurricane Impact Wind Pressuro D18 JPr12/8°x 2-0°x6-8°"] H |Wood HC, Birch| Pant | 4-3/4° | Wood Paint 6 1] girie ] | @
Loading of 48 PSF Postive Pressure Notes: OCT 2 4 7u8

and -52 PSF Negative Pressure as
required by the Florida Building Code
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APPENDIX D: Elevations Submitted June 4, 2010
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5 CERTIFICATE OF
— . APPROPRIATENESS

st.petershury
www.stpete.org Application No. _03-23

All applications are to be filled out completely and correctly. The application shall be submitted to the City of St. Petersburg's
Planning and Economic Development Department, located on the Bth floor of the Municipal Services Building, One Fourth
Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

GENERAL INFORMATION

NAME of APPLICANT (Property Owner): Tom & Karen Davis
Street Address: 2421 Brevard Road NE
City, State, Zip:  St. Petersburg, FL 33704
Telephone No:  727-821-1030
Email Address: tomkarendavis@yahoo.com

NAME of AGENT or REPRESENTATIVE: John Stearman
Street Address: 2431 Brevard Road NE
City, State, Zip:  St. Petersburg, FL 33704
Telephone No:  727-821-4275
Email Address:  jstearma@fpssystems.com
PROPERTY INFORMATION:
Street Address: 2421 Brevard Road NE
Parcel ID or Tract Number: 07-31-17-32562-006-0100
General Location: Granada Terrace Historic District

Designation Number: 88-02

AUTHORIZATION

City staff and the designated Commission will visit the subject properly duning review of the requested COA.
Any code violations on the property that are noted during the inspections will be referred to the city's Codes
Compliance Assistance Department.

By signing this application, the applicant affirms that all information contained within this application packet has
been read and that the information on this application represents an accurate description of the proposed work.
The applicant certifies that the project described in this application, as detailed by the plans and specifications
enclosed, will be constructed in exact accordance with aforesaid plans and specifications. Further, the applicant
agrees to conform to all conditions of approval. It is understood that approval of this application by the
Commission in no way constitutes approval of a building permit or other required City permit approvals. Filing
an application does not guarantee approval.

NOTES: 1) It is Incumbent upon the applicant to submit correct information. Any misleading, deceptive,
incomplete or incorrect information may Invalidate your approval.
2) To accept an agent’s signature, a notarized letter of authorization from the property owner must
accompany the application.

Signature of Owner / Agent:—%/\l)‘-:\ pate: [Z ]/ 3// 12—~

UPDATED 08-12-2012




CPC Case No.: COA 05-23 Modifications
Page 44 of 59

e CERTIFICATE OF

—Tp— APPROPRIATENESS

st petersburg
www.stpete.org NARRATIVE (pace10F 2

All applications must provide justification for the requested COA based on the criteria set forth in the
Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay (City Code Section 16.30.070). These criteria are based
upon the U.S. Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (available on-
line at www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standards_guidelines.htm). Please type or print clearly. lllegible
responses will not be accepted. Please use additional shests of paper if necessary.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Property Address: 2421 Brevard Road NE coa case No: 05-23
Type of Request Proposed Use
B Aiteration of building/structure B Single-family residence
O New Construction O Multi-family residence
O Relocation O Restaurant
O Demolition O Hotel/Motel
O Alteration of archaeological site 0O Office
0O Site Work O Commercial
0O Other
Estimated Cost of Work:

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK

Explain what changes will be made to the following architectural elements and how the changes will be
accomplished. Please provide a detailed brochure or samples of new materials.

1. Structural System
NA

2. Roof and Roofing System
NA

Page 10of 2
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e CERTIFICATE OF

— APPROPRIATENESS
st.petershurg

www.sipste.org NARRATIVE (paGce 20F 2)

3. Windows

Retain the existing window muttin grid pattern

4. Doors
Retain the existing open glass panel design

5. Exterior siding
NA

6. Decorative elements

Replace the front entry door architrave trim per the approved detail and add decorative railings and moulding trim
at the rear and side railing per the approved details. Eiiminate the requirement for window sills not shown on the
original permit drawings..

7. Porches, Carriage Porch, Patio, Carport, and Steps
NA

8. Painting and/or Finishes
NA

9. Outbuildings
NA

10. Landscaping, Parking, Sidewalk, Garden features
NA

11. Other
NA

Page 2 of 2
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CPC Case No.: COA 05-23 Modifications
Page 53 of 59

Granada Terrace Neighborhood

Present Arts and Craft Window Grid
Pattern at 2421 Brevard Road NE. The
window grids are part of a integral
composite insulated glazing unit.

The Historic Preservation staff insist that
substituting the Arts and Craft window
shown for the Spanish Colonial grid pattern
is inappropriate for the Granada Terrace
neighborhood. This owner, the previous
owner, the architect, the contractor along
with the majority of neighbors strongly
disagree. The new owners purchased this
house because they were attracted to the
historic quality of the house within the
Granada Terrace neighborhood.

Exhibit 01
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Granada Terrace Neighborhood

Window Grid Approved for

2408 Brevard Road NE

(Directly across the street from
the subject 2421 Brevard Road NE

property)

This property was under
Construction at the same time

as the 2421 Brevard Road NE
property and was used as an
example to the Building Inspector
when making a decision to change
the window pattern for the 2421
Property window grid.

Exhibit 02
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Granada Terrace Neighborhood

Original Window Grid pattern

for 2408 Brevard Road NE
(Directly across the street from
the subject 2421 Brevard Road NE

property)

This property was a designated

historic property. The preservation

staff approved a change to the window
grid from this original Spanish Colonial
window grid pattern to the Arts & Craft
window pattern as shown on Exhibit 02.
The new Arts & Craft window pattern is
used in period houses throughout the Old
NE neighborhood. I counted over 42
examples of this window grid type
within the Historic Old NE Neighborhood.

Exhibit 03
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Arts & Craft Colonial Window
6 X 6 Grid 6 x 6 Grid
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PUBLIC COMMENT



Statement by Karen Smith Davis and on behalf of Thomas David Davis
Public Hearing for Approval of After-The-Fact Modifications to the Conditions of
Approval for COA 05-23, City of St. Petersburg
Friday, January 18, 2013

My name is Karen Smith Davis. My husband is Thomas David Davis and we jointly
own and occupy 2421 Brevard Road. Tom is unfortunately not here due to
previously planned overseas travel so | speak today for both of us.

We first drove by the house in December 2011. We never intended or imagined a
move to Florida. | was assigned to go to New Delhi, India in early 2012 for a
three-year assignment with the State Department Foreign Service.

The house at 2421 Brevard stopped us in our tracks and our life’s plan changed.
Tom and | have a combined 81 years of service with the Federal Government.
This beautiful home spoke to us, | withdrew my assignment and we landed here in
May 2012. In 30 years of living mostly overseas, my husband and | had only
owned one other home for a total of 10 months. We could have gone anywhere,
but we chose Saint Petersburg.

We purchased our dream home for $800,000. We pay impressive property taxes
and substantial home and hurricane insurance. Our house is a non-contributing

member to Grenada Terrace, but we are contributing taxpayers to Saint
Petersburg.

The present “arts and crafts” style windows are a key component of the charm
and curb-appeal of our beautiful home — and we paid $800,000 for them. They fit
the redesign of our house perfectly and the house fits into the Grenada Terrace



neighborhood beautifully. To contemplate altering them to any other design that
is no more historically appropriate is irresponsible. In a worst case scenario
ripping them out of the completed structure is ludicrous, extremely expensive
and would undermine the integrity and features that presently allow 2421
Brevard to stand a fighting chance in a hurricane.

We entered into our home purchase in early 2012 with the awareness that the
COA remained open due to mid-construction design changes. However, it is time
to allow reasonable consideration to prevail for an after-the-fact COA approval.
The architect, John Stearman, acted in good faith when he believed the window
change was agreed upon several years ago. We also have no doubt he regrets not
crossing the “t's” and dotting the “i’s” in the design change, however appropriate
those changes were. In my opinion, and also of many of our neighbors, John
Stearman took the ugliest house in the neighborhood and turned it into a jewel.
Please allow us to move on.

While we respect the work and responsibilities of the Community Preservation
Commission and staff to maintain the historic nature of Grenada Terrace, this is
no longer 1942. This is 2013. There are new building materials and styles that are
energy efficient, easy to maintain and clean, and hurricane resistant. While
keeping with the historical flavor and atmosphere of Grenada Terrace, it is also
time to adapt and change. Please begin 2013 with our home and let us keep our
windows as they currently exist.

The present windows are not offensive to the design of the house or Grenada
Terrace. Jim and Nancy Parker’s redesigned “Moorish” home directly across the
street at 2408 Brevard has the same windows. Therefore, the decision to not
allow us to keep the same windows is extremely unfair and unreasonable. If the
windows were inappropriate to the structure, we would not have bought the
home. If the windows are completely egregious in the neighborhood, we would



be in full agreement for having them replaced. The windows indeed suit the
construction and there is historical appropriateness throughout the neighborhood
with the same windows in other houses of similar style.

| took the time this past week to walk to every home in Grenada Terrace —all 70
of them. | conducted an informal survey of the RESIDENTS of our community for
their opinion regarding our windows. | showed them pictures if they were not
familiar with our home. To simplify the results here, from the 59’resndents who
were available, | received 100% positive praise and agreement for the current
windows. There was not one objection or agreement that the windows be altered
to comply with a long-ago past for an old and decrepit house that no longer
exists.

| also learned something else on my walkabout. There are some mighty unhappy
residents in our community. It took me twice as long as expected to survey the
neighborhood as | heard about their own renovation and compliance challenges.
There was almost a sad resignation in some voices that it was easier not to repair
or update their properties as it was just too hard to get approvals. These are the
residents of our community who are being treated like irresponsible adults who
have little voice in decisions regarding the exteriors of their homes. The residents
have no sense of working with the historic preservation staff for the collaborative
good of Grenada Terrace. Rather, decisions are being made by the historic
preservation staff randomly and capriciously on a case by case basis and with no
spirit of cooperation with the residents who live here.

We are new in town. We see a Saint Petersburg that is striving to be a hip and
happening place and not a place where the grandparents go to live out their
sunset years. (Apologies to the grandparents, | am also a new grandmother).
Frankly our neighborhood could use a little rejuvenating and sprucing up. With a
little more leeway and autonomy, we believe you would be surprised how the



residents of Grenada Terrace would respond. We think we need to do a little less
“peering into the past” and focus more on “looking into the future.”

In closing, | urge all of you here today to please see our beautiful home as an
integral whole, and not just windows. Please take a look at the sum of all of the
parts and you will see a charming and fresh interpretation of a post-war arts and
crafts home that enhances rather than detracts from the historical aspects of
Grenada Terrace.

Thank you for your time and consideration this morning. We are sincerely
hopeful that we can work together to reach a fair, reasonable and collaborative
agreement for this after-the-fact modification at 2421 Brevard Road.

Thank you,

Karen Smith Davis and Thomas David Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE

Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

Home: 727-821-1030

Cell: 727-631-6239 and 703-343-5261



16 January 2013

Community Preservation Commission
c/o Kimberly Hinder

City of St. Petersburg

Subject: Statement of Support for Approval of after-the-fact modifications to the
Conditions of Approval for COA 05-23

Dear Commissioners,

1 strongly recommend that the Community Preservation Commission (CPC) approve the
window style contained in the after-the-fact modifications to the Conditions of Approval
for COA 05-23 (2421 Brevard Rd NE).

The style chosen complements the house as well as the historic neighborhood. That
should be the main criteria used by the city. It is unreasonable for the City to require
replacement of windows that are brand new and were already in place when the house
was purchased. In addition, I am not aware of any neighbors in the entire Granada
Terrace neighborhood who have even noticed these windows, much less care whether
they are exactly the same as those from the 1920s.

I hope that the voices of the residents in the historic districts hold as much weight as
members of the Community Preservation Commission.

I believe that people are more important than buildings, even historic structures.
Specifically, people’s quality of living is more important than historic homes. That said,
I will always fight, within reason, to keep any historic structure and its peculiar features,
be it a home or building. Within reason!

Forcing homeowners to spend thousands of dollars to satisfy minute details of window
styles in a house that is not historic (even if it happens to be in an historic district) is not
reasonable. In fact, those very same windows were permitted only a few years ago in the
redo of a contributing historic house directly across the street from this non-contributing
house! Similarly, a contributing house on Andalusia was subjected to an inflexible hassle
in replacing upstairs front windows to match new downstairs front windows that had
been permitted a few years previously. This is not reasonable in my opinion.

Ilive in a contributing home in Granada Terrace. I pay taxes and keep my property in
good condition. I highlight and enjoy the history of my house and neighborhood. I can’t
believe it possible that one or two City employees and a committee of citizens, who do
not live in any historic district in the city, can require me or my neighbor, a fellow
citizen, to spend thousands of dollars to revert to 1920s-style changes to our houses. I
don’t believe this is the mission of the CPC.

The City should never lose sight of the fact that everything built in the 1920s was not
perfect in terms of Florida’s weather or proximity to bay water (hurricanes, tropical rainy



weather, high water table, etc.). Our house has a basement — a major headache and it has
a flat roof — another major headache. The City does not require homes in Granada
Terrace to have basements, although almost all of the original houses had them to house
the furnace, the water heater etc.

Not all of the homes had flat roofs either, nor front doors on 23™ Ave. Yet these two
things have been City requirements for new houses being built in Granada Terrace in the
past year or so. No house has been built on the empty lot next to my house yet. It has
been empty for almost two years, and for two years before that it was a half-demolished
empty house. This is not good for our property values or the aesthetics of an historic
district.

A balance between old, historic features and modern innovations — such as tankless
waterheaters above ground, solar-heating panels on pitched roofs, hurricane-resistant
windows etc., should be the aim of the City. After all, the federal guidelines for National
Historic Districts are not so strict that they cannot be open to interpretation and thus
compromise. It can be done. Let’s work together.

With regards,

Kok At
Linda'Dobbs

2296 Coffee Pot Blvd. NE

Granada Terrace

St. Petersburg, FL. 33704
727 823-9824
linda_dobbs@yahoo.com
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Aimee Angel - COA 05-23 2421 Brevard Road NE

From: <amysgarden@aol.com>

To: <aimee.angel @stpete.org>

Date: 1/17/2013 8:15 PM

Subject: COA 05-23 2421 Brevard Road NE

Dear Aimee,

I have written my reasons for the support of Karen and Tom Davis retaining the windows of their beautiful home. | am
against the staff recommendation for making them tear out windows that look great for their new home. | wiil send you an
attachment. | am very upset this is happening.

Lets have a Key West style home in Granada Terrace with a silver metal roofllll Lets have a planter in an alley that
makes 2 sanitation workers have to move a trash can twice a week and have them BACKUP the alley. Brilliant!l!!l! Lets
have a beautiful home have windows torn out while the Spanish/Moorish home, newly constructed , directly across the
street have the exact same windows, not so brilliant.

| wili send you my letter in a separate cover. | may or may not make the meeting. | know you are aware of my day to day
with my mom. Please submit this email as my support of my neighbor if | can not get my letter done in time to email it to
you or come in person.
Thanks so much,

Amy and David Thomas
2321 and 2405 Brevard Road NE

file://D:\Documents and Settings\arangel\L.ocal Settings\Temp\XPerowise\SOF8SBESSTPETE M _.. 1/18/2013



City of St. Petersburg
Historical Preservation
RE: COA 05-23 Revision 2013 2421 Brevard Rd. NE St. Petersburg FL 33704

I hereby state my support for Tom and Karen Davis to retain their present windows in their beautiful
home. It is such a gem for our neighborhood!

| will state my following reasons:

1. 2408 Brevard Rd NE, a 2007 rebuild of a “Spanish/Moorish” house was to replace a 1920 era
home that was demolished. This house is directly across the street from the Davis home. The
city found it appropriate to allow these Arts and Craft windows in this house 5 years ago. The
pre demolished home did not have these style windows. So, the city allowed Arts and Craft
windows to be used in a Spanish /Moorish rebuild, but not in a post WWII rebuild that just so
happens to be in Granada Terrace??

This is a gross INCONSISTANCY in the cities decision making process. The present windows are
more consistent with the Davis home than the 2408 Brevard Rd Spanish home. No logic.

2. Page 6 Request for Alterations:
How is it possible for these windows to have” an adverse affect on the property and the districts
as awhole”?? | will state 2 examples of MANY of Granada Terrace.

The City approved a remodel of 2310, The Craig House, Coffeepot Bivd, another post boom non
Spanish home. It’s now a Key West Style with a silver metal roof!!!! A FIRST for Granada Terrace.

Brilliant! NO logic!

THIS decision to allow this remodel has had an adverse affect on the district as a whole. Totally
INCONSISTANT with ANY home in Granada Terrace. The hood is still shaking their head at this
onel

The city also approved a request for 2311 Brevard Rd NE for a planter to be constructed in front
of a fence at the corner of a narrow alley. This approval now dictates that a sanitation worker
must come twice a week to move trash cans to the straight part of the alley so the garbage truck
has to BACK up the entire block to empty cans. Now, this sanitation worker now has to replace
the cans back to their original place. Great tax payer money spent.

Brilliant!!!!!! No logic!
Yet another gross INCONSISTANCY in the cities decision making process.
3. Page 8 Paragraph 2:

“The existing windows represent an Arts and Craft Tradition not evident in Granada Terrace.”
Yes it exists directly across the street on a SPANISH rebuild of 2007.



2310 Coffeepot renovation is the ONLY Key West style home with a silver metal roof and is still;
today, “not evident” in Granada Terrace, but the City approved the entire idea.

Yet, another gross INCONSISTANCY in the cities decision making process. No Logic!

Page 8:

“However, the windows that were installed do not match the original or replacement windows
and are not compatible with either Ranch or Mediterranean styles of arch. 2408 Brevard IS
Mediterranean/Spanish/Moorish and the City allowed the exact same windows. Actually, those
Arts and Craft windows are inappropriate for that home.

Yet, another gross INCONSISTANCY in the cities decision making process.

"Further more the windows have an adverse relationship with the windows on the
contributory and non contributory properties throughout the district.”

Well, now let’s go to 2408 Brevard Rd and make them take out their windows too.

Let’s go down each street and look at every home with INTERIOR Mutins and start ripping them
out at the homeowner’s expense. Why not, the “City” thinks every home in Granada Terrace
shouid have exterior mutins. That is their latest big thing, what is next in store for us??? Roofs,
doors, hedges??? But let’s have the ONLY silver metal roof and KEY WEST style house meet full
approval.

How are these appropriate and beautiful windows adverse, when they exist across the street?
Page 10 Paragraph 1:

“This style of window was designed for Craftsman'’s or Prairie style residences and is not
appropriate for this residence. “

So across the street is a 2007 rebuild to replicate the original “Spanish/ Mediterranean “style is
appropriate to have the same windows??

Yet, another gross INCONSISTANCY in the cities decision making process.

Our family signed in favor of the Historical intent letter years ago. | still think it is a good idea for
us to have the city have a watchful eye on certain aspects that can have a TRUE negative impact
on our little neighborhood. This window issue is way out of control. You cannot have a few
individuals make huge decisions regarding the window type of the year, when there are so many
vatiations in our district.

Please be respectfull and civil in your decision making process this morning. These are beautiful
windows in a great remodel of a home that was in deplorable condition. It is the newest , nicest
gem of Granada Terrace, lets keep it this way!

Respectfully,

Amy Thomas 2321 and 2405 Brevard Road NE
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JAN 152013
14 January 2013
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
Community Preservation Commission SERVICES
c/o Kimberly Hinder
City of St Petersburg

Subject: Statement of Support for Approval of after-the-fact modifications to the Conditions of Approval
for COA 05-23

Dear Commissioners,

I strongly recommend that the CPC approve the window style contained in the after-the-fact
modifications to the Conditions of Approval for COA 05-23 (2421 Brevard Rd NE) for the following
reasons.

First, and perhaps foremost, the windows are very attractive. They fit the style of the house and they are
appropriate for the neighborhood. | am frankly very surprised that there is any issue at all regarding the
appropriateness of the design and that my neighbors are being asked to spend well over $20,000 to
replace them with 6 over 6 mullioned windows.

The Arts and Craft window style at 2421 Brevard Rd NE is appropriate for this home within the Granada
Terrace neighborhood. There are numerous homes (I counted at least 40) within the greater Old Northeast
area that have windows of the same style. MOST IMPORTANTLY, the windows at 2421 are

IDENTICAL to the windows of the home DIRECTLY across the street that was just constructed in
2007 at 2408 Brevard Rd NE.

The home across the street (2408 Brevard Rd NE) was built to replace a historic 1920s era home that was
demolished. 1 would call the style Moorish. The City found it appropriate to allow the arts and craft style
windows on a house which was designed to mimic the architectural tradition of the Mediterranean
Revival style house it replaced. The house it replaced DID NOT HAVE ARTS AND CRAFT STYLE
WINDOWS. Please refer to Exhibit A that shows photographs of the old home and the new home at
2408 Brevard Rd.

So even though the original windows at 2408 Brevard Rd NE were not Arts and Crafts style, the City
approved the very same windows they are denying to my neighbor. They apparently thought they were
good enough for the neighborhood 5 years ago. Why not now? They thought the Arts and Craft style
windows were appropriate for a Mediterranean/Moorish revival house but not for a remodel of a post-
World War II home that is an amalgam of several styles including arts and crafts (in addition to a
Mediterranean style influence.) This does not make sense to the neighborhood.

My neighbor’s home, 2421 Brevard RD NE, was a remodel of a post-World War II home that bore only a
tenuous connection to the Mediterranean traditions of the 14 historic 1920s era homes in the
neighborhood. The interior of the remodeled home has a definite arts and craft feel more than anything
else. The windows visually and aesthetically make sense for the home, both inside and out.

The windows design was modified from what was originally planned as a result of a conversation that my
neighbor’s architect had with a City employee and through what seemed like common sense when



standing and looking at the recently constructed home right across the street. Why would the City
possibly have a problem with the windows that frankly are even more appropriate for the style of 2421
Brevard Rd than they are on the Moorish styled 2408 Brevard Rd across the street?

On top of that, there are a large number of homes in our neighborhood of Granada Terrace that do not
have 6 over 6 window styles that the City wants to force on my neighbors. 1did a walking survey of just
the 3 most immediate streets: Brevard Rd, Andalusia Way, and 25" Ave North. In just that short distance,
there are || homes that do not have mullioned windows at all. Nine of these homes are of a post-world
war Il vintage and 2 of the homes are actually 1920s historic homes. (see Exhibit B, pages B1-B6 for
photographs of all the homes) The architectural traditions of the post-world war Il homes are not the same
as the 1920s historic homes in Granada Terrace. Frankly, some of them would look plain silly if forced to
put in mullioned windows that were meant for a different style home from a different era.

In the immediate vicinity of 2421, the majority of the homes do not have 6 over 6 window treatments.
You can see from the photo in Exhibit C that the view from the porch of 2421 reveals 3 homes, two
without mullions and the one, 2408, that contains the same window style as my neighbors would like to
keep on their home. In other words, my neighbors sit in their living room looking through their Arts and
Craft style windows to a home directly across the street with the exact same windows. And they are
being asked to replace theirs with 6/6 mullioned windows. Does that seem fair? Is it right? Does it make
sense? The answers are no, no, and NO.

I am proud of my neighborhood which has done so much over the years to preserve and enhance the
historic traditions of Granada Terrace. I live in one of the 1920s era historic homes and believe that many
of the City’s guidelines and requirements for the historic 1920s homes are necessary and appropriate. But
MANY of us are disturbed at the recent trend by the City to create rigid and nonsensical requirements for
the post-world war II homes in our neighborhood. We are not interested in the Disneyfication of our
streets where we are arbitrarily forced to tack on design features that are more appropriate for houses of
different architectural traditions. The history and architectural traditions of our neighborhood are rich and
varied and all should be respected.

The remodel of 2421 Brevard Rd NE has resulted in a beautiful and worthy addition to our street. It
replaced a dowdy and tired old home with a beautiful and understated gem. The windows are
ENTIRELY appropriate to the style of the home and are appropriate for our street and neighborhood. I
respectfully ask that you allow my neighbors to keep their lovely windows.

pectfully,
étte Baesel”
2300 Brevard Rd NE
St Petersburg, FL. 33704

(727) 895 5310
ajbaesel@aol.com



Exhibit A
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2408 Brevard Rd NE: (Above) - Orig. historic bldg. prior to demolition. (Below) New
construction with the same window style as 2421 Brevard Rd NE . The new windows
in the 2008 structure are NOT the same as those in the original 1920s era home. Staff
made the decision that the new style was appropriate and approved them for use.




Exhibit B (page 1)

There are eleven houses: nine post-World War Il homes and two 1920s era homes within one block
of 2421 Brevard Rd that have windows that do not contain mullions.

#2: 2401 Andalusia Way NE



Exhibit B (page 2)

There are eleven houses: nine post-World War Il homes and two 1920s era homes within
one block of 2421 Brevard Rd that have windows that do not contain mullions.

e - = - =

#3: 2411 Andalusia Way NE

#4: 2425 Andalusia Way NE



Exhibit B (page 3)

There are eleven houses: nine post-World War Il homes and two 1920s era homes within
one block of 2421 Brevard Rd that have windows that do not contain mullions.

#5 and #6: 2500 Coffee Pot Bayou Blvd and 305 25th Ave N



Exhibit B (page 4)

There are eleven houses: nine post-World War Il homes and two 1920s era homes with-
in one block of 2421 Brevard Rd that have windows that do not contain mullions.

3 R/
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#7: 2328 Brevard Rd NE

This 1920s era historic home does not contain a single window with 8/8
or 6/6 mullioned windows.




Exhibit B (page 5)

There are eleven houses: nine post-World War Il homes and two 1920s era homes within one
block of 2421 Brevard Rd that have windows that do not contain mullions.

#8: 2319 Andalusia Way NE

This 1920s era historic home does not contain windows with 8/8 or 6/6 mulli-
oned windows or any mullions.




Exhibit B (page 6)

There are eleven houses: nine post-World War Il homes and two 1920s era homes
within one block of 2421 Brevard Rd that have windows that do not contain mulli-

o R

#10: 135 25th Ave North and #11: 205 25th Ave North (which contains a
mix of windows with and without mullions.



Exhibit C

View from front porch of 2421 Brevard Rd NE. It shows that of the 3 homes directly across the street, none
of them have 8/8 or 6/6 window mullioned window styles. In fact two of the three homes do not have
ANY mullions inside the windows. Those two homes are of the same post-war era as 2421 Brevard Rd NE.
The other home (to the left) has an Arts and Craft style mullioned window, just like the ones that my
neighbors would like to keep in their home at 2421 Brevard.



APPEAL LETTER
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John
Stearman
Architect

2431 Brevard Rd. NE
St. Petersburg, FL 33704
Ph: 727-823-1898

John E. Stearman, CEO
Fla. Reg. # AR007437

January 28, 2012

Ms. Cathy Davis, City Clerk
City of St. Petersburg

175 5" Street North

St. Petersburg, FL 33701

Re: Appeal of COA 05-23
Community Preservation Commission
Date of Decision: January 18, 2013
Property Address: 2421 Brevard Road NE
Owners: Tom & Karen Davis

Dear Ms. Davis:

I represent the Applicants, Tom & Karen Davis whose address is 2421 Brevard
Road NE, St. Petersburg, Florida, who are appealing to City Council a decision of
the Community Preservation Commission (CPC) rendered on January 18, 2013.
On that date the CPC denied the Applicants’ request for approval of a Certificated
of Appropriateness (COA) to retain existing window grids installed during the
remodeling construction of their home. A copy of the Staff Report recommending
Denial of the COA is attached to this letter. You will also find enclosed the
required fees and costs for filing this notice of appeal and additional letters from
the applicant and agent as provided in testimony to the CPC.

Applicants respectfully request that the City Council reverse the decision of the
CPC for the following reasons:

1, The existing arts and craft six-over-six window grids instalied on this non-
contributing property within Granada Terrace Historic District are historically
appropriate and compatible with the existing architectural styles exhibited on the
other non-contributing properties within Granada Terrace. The existing window
grids represent an equally justifiable style of historic window treatments as that
originally required by City Staff.

a. City Historic Preservation Staff approved an identical arts and crafts
window grid for the recently constructed home DIRECTLY across the street at
2408 which replaced a 1920s era contributing Historic structure. The original
historic structure did not have arts and crafts style windows. By allowing the arts
and crafts style window grid, the Historic Preservation Staff confirms our opinion
that the two window grids are equally appropriate for the neighborhood and for
the 2421 property.



Appeal of COA 05-23

Community Preservation Commission
Date of Decision: January 18, 2013
Property Address: 2421 Brevard Road NE
Owners: Tom & Karen Davis

Page Two

b. A Neighborhood Petition submitted with this letter and collected by the
present owner with 51 endorsements of the 70 Granada Terrace Historic District
property owners supporting the appropriateness of retaining the existing arts and
craft window grids of the subject property. No one objected and those not signing
were not in residence at this time.

c. The arts and craft six-over-six window grid installed in this property was
extensively used during the construction and historic renovations of 1924 period
houses throughout the Historic Old Northeast Neighborhood. A partial visual count
of 42 similar window grids now installed in the Historic Old Northeast
Neighborhood was made and originally documented to the CPC and historic
preservation staff.

d. The new owners, retired foreign service employees with extensive
experience serving in 35 foreign countries, were drawn to the City of St.
Petersburg and the Granada Terrace Historic District because they were attracted
by the historic quality of the renovation work of this property and the
appropriateness of the window grids.

2, Three members of the public, property owners of Granada Terrace Historic
District, spoke in favor of retaining the existing six-over-six window grids are
historically appropriate. Two letters of support from a Granada Terrace Property
Owners were also submitted to the CPC supporting the appropriateness of the
existing window grid. One objection was made by a Preservation member
concerning proper procedure but not objecting to the window grid used.

a. One of the Owners, Karen Davis, spoke to the CPC in favor of retaining
the window grids and how important they were to her and her husband's
enjoyment of the property. Mr. Davis was out of the country but strongly supports
the request to retain the window grids. Ms. Davis’s letter was read to the CPC and
is attached to this request.

3. Inconsistent actions, confusing goals, misstatements and misinformation
has been presented by the Historic Preservation Staff to City Administration
members and the CPC members to unfairly influence the CPC decision to remove
the windows in favor of the staff recommendation.

a. During the construction of this residence, Historic Preservation staff
approved a variety of window grids in houses to the rear, front and nearby houses
on the same block including window grids identical to the one installed in the 2421
Brevard Rd residence while enforcing the compliance condition of the raised
colonial window grids for this project.
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b. Historic Preservation staff represented the 2421 property as a
contributing historic property which it was not originally and is not now. Staff cited
a new 50 year old standard as a recommended bulletin from the National Trust not
yet approved by City Council and strongly objected to by the neighborhood.

c¢. Even though the staff acknowledges the significant differences in
appropriate architectural styies for the Historic District between the 1920
Mediterranean revival style of some original 36 houses and the more
Contemporary Ranch styles and new construction of the Post War construction of
34 houses, historic preservation staff continue to ignore the historical roots of the
arts and crafts style that is appropriate for St. Petersburg and for the Granada
Terrace Historic District insisting on a sole use of the colonial inspired Spanish style
as the only acceptable design and window grid pattern.

d. There is a broad range of window grid styles presently existing within
the Granada Terrace Historic District. Retaining the present Arts and Crafts
window grid would not create an inappropriate destructive historic influence within
the neighborhood as the window grid matches one already present in the
neighborhood and is equally of the same time period. Either window grid would be
equally appropriate for the neighborhood.

e. Prior to the sale of the house to the new owners, an attempt was made
and rejected by staff to comply with the decision of the 2010 CPC hearing.
Representing the owner, I offered to install the six over six colonial inspired
window grid, when the window sash replacement components were available,
within an insulated panel to comply with the 2010 CPC conditions. Historic
Preservation Staff rejected the offer as the proposed insulated window
sash would not have raised grids as required by the condition of
approval. Explaining this was not possible within the existing frame of
the windows, Preservation Staff determined the windows would need to
be completely removed from the wall and new windows installed with
raised grids. This is an unacceptable condition as removing the
hurricane rated windows would damage structural components of the
house and would not offer any greater historic value to the
neighborhood.
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4. As a result of the 2010 COA decision, staff prepared a list of five conditions in
order for the owner to comply. The conditions included:

1. Ali windows shall exhibit the Colonial inspired six-over-six pattern
single-hung sash (or double-hung sash) or the six-light casement windows as
approved in the original COA and permitting plans. In place of the six-over-six
Coloniai inspired design, casement windows with the original eight-light pattern as
evident in the 1096 FMSF photo are acceptable.

2. All windows and French doors shall have exterior, three-
dimensional muntins and be recessed within the wall as the same depth as the
existing window and door opening.

3. Replacement material such as the quoins around the entrance,
shall match the original in design, size, shape, profile, and finish as closely as
possible.

4. Sills below the windows as depicted in the permitted and
approved drawings shall be installed.

5. Additional architectural features to address the elimination of the
balcony are to be reviewed and approved by Staff.

a. Condition #1 - Staff represented to the CPC, that their originally
approved Colonial Inspired window was the only window type as appropriate even
though at the time of the project construction a variety of window types were
approved for the neighborhood induding an exact match to the one installed in
this house. I believe the owner has complied with this condition.

b. Condition #2 - On the original permitted plans, three types of glass door
panels were shown and described within the staff reports including the single glass
panel actually used and now in place. I believe the owner complied with this
condition.

c¢. Condition #3 - The owner has always agreed to comply with replacing
the decorative trim around the front door that was inadvertently covered to protect
the house. It should be pointed out that the original National Trust Survey of the
Neighborhood determined the original property at 2421 as a non-contributing
property finding no historic detail to preserve. There is also no evidence that the
decorative door trim was in place on the original property in 1942 or in 1986 at the
time of the survey. However, the owner has agreed to replace the trim, details
were prepared, submitted and approved by staff. During the January 18" CPC
hearing, staff indicated they had not approved the detail. The CPC members
concluded agreement had been reached and we will add the missing detail
according to the detail to comply with this condition.
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d. Condition # 4 - During the January 18™ CPC hearing, members
determined the no sills were needed to be added as upon additional Staff review,
there were never any window sills shown on the permitted plans. Adding window
siils was removed from the compliance requirement.

e. Condition # 5 - Additionally upon review, the CPC members determined
it was inappropriate to add additional details under the rear ailey windows as
originaily required by Staff in condition number five. This balcony item was also
eliminated from the compliance conditions.

5. AfRer hearing the testimony, the CPC decision on January 18" concerning the
method to comply with window grid condition results in an indeterminate and
questionable solution. The CPC members resolved to ask the Historic Preservation
Staff to determine it if was impossible to meet the raised window grid condition
utilizing the existing windows as we testified. If it can be proven to be impossible,
the CPC members recommended accepting the internal insulated sash to meet the
colonial inspired window grid condition.

a. If the staff cannot be satisfied with an affidavit proof from the
manufacturer, the only solution to meet the condition would be to cut out and
remove the existing hurricane windows from the house and replace them with new
windows at substantial cost and damage to the house. The costs are estimated in
excess of $30,000.00.

b. Replacing the existing arts and craft window sashes with a new colonial
sash would cost in excess of $8,000.00.

Replacing the existing window sashes represents an unnecessary and
unreasonable compliance requirement in addition to a finandial hardship on the
property owner to comply with this requirement. We respectfully request the City
Council to reverse the CPC decision and allow the existing windows and door
panels to remain in place. Additional reasons will be presented at the public
hearing but the foregoing represent some of the key reasons to reverse the CPC’s
action.

Thank you.

g

John E. Stearman
Fla. Reg. Architect # AR0007437

xc: file
attachments
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Cathy Davis - Re: Appeals filed with City Clerk's Office - Status

From: Barbara Race

To: Davis, Cathy

Date: 2/19/2013 12:58 PM

Subject: Re: Appeals filed with City Clerk's Office - Status

Hi Cathy,
Please see the information below. Let me know if you need additional information.

12/3/12 - DRC Case No. 12-310000044 - Objection regarding proposed dock variation to be located at 797
34th Avenue NE (Filed by: Lance Harris) - This case was approved by the DRC on 2/6/13

1/3/13 - DRC Regarding Approval of Community Garden Permit for 2121 Beach Drive SE (Filed by:Rodney C.
Skaggs Jr.) - Will be going to CPC on April 19th

1/28/13 - CPC Case No. COA-05-23 - Regarding Property at 2421 Brevard Road NE (Filed by: John E.
Stearman Architect) - Kim Hinder will be taking this case to City Council

Barbara Race, Administrative Clerk

Planning & Economic Development Department
City of St. Petersburg

Barbara.Race@stpete.org

P: 727.892.5498; F: 727.892.5557

P.O. Box 2842, St. Petersburg, FL 33731

>>> 0n 2/19/2013 at 12:21 PM, in message <5123B4A4.83B : 4 : 55426>, Cathy Davis <Cathy.Davis@stpete.org> wrote:
Good afternoon Philip - Checking status of appeals listed below that were filed with Clerk's Office:

12/3/12 - DRC Case No. 12-310000044 - Objection regarding proposed dock variation to be located at
797 34th Avenue NE (Filed by: Lance Harris)

1/3/13 - DRC Regarding Approval of Community Garden Permit for 2121 Beach Drive SE (Filed
by:Rodney C. Skaggs Jr.)

1/28/13 - CPC Case No. COA-05-23 - Regarding Property at 2421 Brevard Road NE (Filed by: John E.
Stearman Architect)

‘| Thanks, '
bid /‘i r«
Cathy E. Davis
Deputy City Clerk
Office of City Clerk

City of St. Petersburg

175 5th Street North 33701

Phone: (727) 893-7447

Fax: (727) 893-5102 Cl

Email: Cathy.Davis@stpete.org ( ( < N glfL_)

file://C:\Documents and Settings\cedavis\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\5123770DSTP... 2/19/2013
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Cathy Davis - Re: CPC Appeal of COA 05-23 (2421 Brevard Road NE - John Stearman
Architect

From: Philip Lazzara

To: Davis, Cathy; Race, Barbara

Date: 1/28/2013 4:48 PM

Subject: Re: CPC Appeal of COA 05-23 (2421 Brevard Road NE - John Stearman Architect
cc: Angel, Aimee; Goodwin, Dave; Kilborn, Derek

Cathy: Thanks for forwarding that. I have sent it on to the folks in our Dept that will handle the appeal (Derek
and Aimee). Would you please make sure to send any additional info to them so it gets in their file? Thanks.

>>> Cathy Davis 1/28/2013 4:45 PM >>>
Good afternoon - The above appeal has been filed with the Office of City Clerk.

Attached are the follow documents:
1. Letter of Appeal
2. Copy of Check in the amount of $250

*Note: Mr. Stearman also submitted additional documentation. This information will be inter-Office mailed to
your attention.

Cathy E. Davis

Deputy City Clerk

Office of City Clerk

City of St. Petersburg

175 5th Street North 33701
Phone: (727) 893-7447

Fax: (727) 893-5102

Email: Cathy.Davis@stpete.org

file://C:\Documents and Settings\cedavis\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\5106ABEDSTP... 1/28/2013



Thomas D. Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE
Saint Petersburg, FL 33704
tomkarendavis@yahoo.com
Home: 727-821-1030

March 3, 2013

Mayor and City Council Members
City of Saint Petersburg

P.O. Box 2842

Saint Petersburg, FL 33731-2842

REF: COA Case 05-23

Ladies and Gentlemen of the St. Petersburg City Council,

As | was absent for the previous Public Hearing on January 18, 2013 regarding the issue of the
windows at our residence at 2421 Brevard Road NE, | thought to convey to you my thoughts on
the issue from my perspective as relative newcomer to the area before our appearing before
you at the City Council Appeal Hearing on March 7, 2013. Frankly there is a much larger
problem than the issue of whether our windows fit someone’s idea of what is historical and what
is not. (As an aside, no one has yet explained to us why the same windows are perfectly
appropriate for a truly historical rebuild directly across the street from us and not appropriate for
a rebuild of the derelict 1940’s bungalow which Mr. John Stearman turned into our lovely home.
In our opinion and in that of every neighbor we contacted, all of whom signed our survey (which
you have been provided), the Arts and Crafts Window is just as appropriate historically as the
six over six windows that members of the Community Preservation Commission (CPC) seem
determined to see installed.) However, back to the larger problem.

In the nine months or so that we have lived in Grenada Terrace we have been kindly invited to
numerous neighborhood social events. Without exception, the conversations have soon turned
to the ‘high-handed’ manner (quotes intended) in which the members of the CPC staff have
treated the folks that they, as a city office, are supposed to serve. Words such as “arbitrary,
capricious, dictatorial, inane, nasty, uncompromising, inflexible and cold,” are heard frequently
in these conversations in relation to the actions of Ms. Hinder and Ms. Angel. In our own
experience, our reception and meeting with Ms. Hinder several months ago to try and resolve
the issue could only be described as frigid, a meeting which left my wife in tears and me quite
frustrated.

Our windows aside, if | correctly interpret what | have heard, you are eventually going to face a
neighborhood in which the majority of persons are going to rise in protest in front of the City
Council at the actions of the CPC staff. Talk of further petitions is circulating, as apparently
those previously submitted have been ignored. Folks who have purchased these rather
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Cathy Davis - March 7, 2013 City Council Meeting - Agenda Item (E-1) CPC Appeal
Case No. COA05-23

From: Cathy Davis

To: Lazzara, Philip

Date: 3/4/2013 12:05 PM

Subject: March 7, 2013 City Council Meeting - Agenda Item (E-1) CPC Appeal Case No. COA05-23
o o Elston, Tish; Goodwin, Dave; Hinder, Kimberly; Mayor; Mussett, Rick;...

Attachments: DOC067.pdf

Good afternoon all - The Clerk's Office has received the attached letter from Dr. Thomas D. Davis property
owner of 2421 Brevard Road NE.

Attached is a copy of said letter submitted in connection with CPC Appeal scheduled to be heard before City
Council on Thursday, March 7, 2013 - Agenda Item: (E-1)
City File No. COA-05-23.

* City Council Staff - Please ensure that all Council is copied.

Thanks.

Cathy E. Davis

Deputy City Clerk

Office of City Clerk

City of St. Petersburg

175 5th Street North 33701
Phone: (727) 893-7447

Fax: (727) 893-5102

Email: Cathy.Davis@stpete.org

file://C:\Documents and Settings\cedavis\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\51348E18STPE... 3/4/2013



Statement by Karen Smith Davis and on behalf of Thomas David Da
Public Hearing before the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg f
of the Community Preservation Commission Approval with Condj
After-The-Fact Modifications to the Conditions of Approval fof05-2
Remarks on Thursday, March 7, 2013

Good morning Mayor Foster and City Council Members. My name is Karen
Davis. My husband is Thomas David Davis and we jointly own and occupy 2421
Brevard Road. In the interest of saving time, Tom has submitted a written
statement in lieu of speaking today. | am under oath.

Thank you for your valuable time today. | previously spoke before the Community
Preservation Commission on January 18, 2013.

We first drove by the house in December 2011. We never intended a move to
Florida. | was assigned to go to India in early 2012 for a three-year assignment
with the State Department Foreign Service.

The house at 2421 Brevard stopped us in our tracks and our life’s plan changed.
Tom and | have a combined 81 years of Federal Government service. This
beautiful home spoke to us, and after 30 years of living mostly overseas, |
withdrew my assignment and we landed here in May 2012. We could have gone
anywhere, but we chose Saint Petersburg.

We purchased our home at a commensurate price for the neighborhood. We pay
substantial property taxes. Our house is a non-contributing member to the
Grenada Terrace Historical District, but we are contributing taxpayers, voters and
involved citizens in Saint Petersburg.

At issue is the window style at our home and the January 18 decision by the CPC
that we be required to replace 42 single-hung window sashes from the existing
Arts and Crafts six-over-six mullions to Colonial-inspired six-over-six mullions. Can
we comply and change the sashes? Yes, it appears so based upon information
now obtained by the window manufacturer, but not without difficulty. Sash
replacement is certainly preferable to an earlier nightmare scenario of cutting



each and every window frame out of the walls of our home. However, 42 sash
f/ - - . LY ol -
replacements are still entail significant expense and potential structural damage.

The larger issue and the reason we are here today, is should we be required to
change the sashes? We simply remain unconvinced that the Colonial-inspired
mullions are any more historically appropriate to our home. We see that there is
a precedent and prevalent use of the Arts and Crafts six-over-six style throughout
Grenada Terrace. A prime example is directly across the street at 2408 Brevard
Road. This totally rebuilt “Moorish” style home now has the same Arts and Crafts
windows, but that 1926 historically-contributing home also began with Colonial-
inspired windows. | quote here from an article written by Bob Horn in 2009
regarding that home, which has been provided to you.

(Quote) “Eventuallly,( approval was given and a new house was constructed
— a modern, energy efficient, solid, beautiful home with all of the features one
might desire in a new home. And in addition to all of that, the new house has
something else that’s actually very unique and makes it even more special -
because of the guidelines of the Historic Preservation District, the new house had
to be constructed with an exterior that matched the “flavor” and the “look and
feel” of the original 1926 house. It did not have to look identical, but it had to
have a similar look.” (Unquote)

Those words could have been written about our home, directly across the street.
However, during the January 18 hearing, it became very clear to us that the CPC
Staff sees our house as it exists as an abhorrent addition to the Grenada Terrace
neighborhood. At this point, what difference will changing the windows really
make? This matters only to exactly the number of employees on the St.
Petersburg CPC Staff. A handful of older Grenada Terrace residents might recall
the fake, stick-on (and falling-off) Colonial-inspired six-over-six mullions that
appeared at some point in earlier years and that now seem to be considered
“original” to the structure. Our end of Brevard Road sees about a dozen cars a
day — mostly residents and construction vehicles — and no one has screeched to a

halt to protest that the windows are not historic to our house or to the home
directly across the street.



We entered into our home purchase in early 2012 aware that the COA remained
open due to mid-construction design changes. However, it is time to allow
reasonable consideration to prevail for an after-the-fact COA approval. The
architect, John Stearman, acted in good faith when he believed the window
change was agreed upon several years ago. We also have no doubt he regrets not
crossing the “t’s” and dotting the “i’s” in the design change, however appropriate
those changes were. In my opinion, and also of all of our neighbors, John
Stearman took the ugliest house in the neighborhood and turned it into a jewel.

If the windows were inappropriate to the structure, we would not have bought
the home in 2012. If the windows are completely detrimental to the
neighborhood, we would be in full agreement for replacement. However, we see
the present Arts and Crafts style windows as enhancing the charm and curb-
appeal of our beautiful home. To alter them to any other style that is no more
historically appropriate is irresponsible.

In January | walked to all 70 homes in Grenada Terrace for an informal survey of
the RESIDENTS for their opinions regarding our windows. To simplify the results
here, 55 residents were available and offered 100% positive praise and
agreement for the current windows. Not one resident agreed that the windows
be changed to re-create an old and unremarkable house that no longer exists.

| also learned something else on my walkabout. There are some very unhappy
residents in our community. Residents wanted to speak about their own exterior
renovation chailenges. There was a sad resignation by some that it was easier to
not update their properties as it was just too hard to get approvais. One resident
said their old windows would have to “fall out” before he replaced them.
Another said the CPC Staff was “scary”. What kind of collaborative City-
Community relationship is that?

We are new in town. We see a Saint Petersburg that is striving to be a dynamic
and happening place. Frankly our neighborhood could use a little rejuvenating
and sprucing up. With a little more leeway and autonomy and less rigid
interpretations by the CPC, we believe you would be surprised how the residents
of Grenada Terrace would respond. While we respect the responsibilities of the



Community Preservation Commission and staff to maintain the historic nature of
Grenada Terrace, this is no longer 1942. We need to do a little less “peering into
the past” and move into the future.

So we are here today for a decision by the City Council that we either change the
mullions or leave them as they are. We are all at an impasse brought on by an
inflexible and unimaginative Community Preservation Commission Staff that
cannot see the “windows for the trees”. An approval by the City Council and CPC
Staff that the Arts and Crafts windows are equally historic and appropriate to our
home would be deeply appreciated.

Thank you for your valuable time and kind consideration this morning.

Thank you,

Karen Smith Davis and Thomas David Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE

Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

Home: 727-821-1030

Cell: 727-631-6239 and 703-343-5261
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John Stearman / Architect
2431 Brevard Road NE
St. Petersburg, FL 33704

John,

In reference to the Simonton Profinish Contractor Windows installed at 2421
Brevard Road NE, we feel that replacing fixed upper sashes would potentially cause
more issues than replacing the entire unit. The fixed sashes would have to be de-
glazed then re-glazed which could cause glass damage as well as future leaking
issues. This type of replacement is possible, but not recommended by Simonton
Windows on a large scale basis.

Regards,

Pat Hooper

Simonton Windows
District Sales Manager

Simonton Windows = 5300 Briscoe Road = P.O. Box 1648 = Parkersburg, WV 26102
Telephone: 304.428.8261 » 800.542.9118 = Fax: 304.485.1476



John Stearman

From: Jeff Bennett [Jeff. Bennett@abcsupply.com]
Sent: Friday, February 15, 2013 11:23 AM
To: 'John Stearman'

The quoting dept. called me about replacing sashes. If the windows have prairie grids and you want to have colonial the
complete window will need to be replaced. Since the windows are Pro-Finish, the top pain is fixed and you could only
replace the lower sash easily. They can do a glass pack for the upper, but by the time all is said and done it would end
up being cheaper to do a whole new window.

Jeff Bennett

Inside Sales | ABC Supply Inc.

6520 35th St N | Pinellas Park | FL
(727) 522-7523 | (727) 522-8102 Fax

-~ *

Supply Co. inc. hitp-//www.abcsupply.com




Granada Terrace Neighborhood

Original Spanish Colonial Six-Over-Six
Window Grid Pattern at 2421 Brevard
Road NE.

The windows for this non-contributing

property had already been replaced without

any window grids at all. The window grids
shown were actually add-on, snap-in aluminum
grids added later to clear window panes. These
snap-in grids are not permanent and typically
were falling out of the windows at the time of
purchase. This property was originally
designated a non-contributing property by the
1986 National Historic Trust Survey. The survey
determined there were no contributing historical
features found on this property.

Exhibit 02
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Historic Preservation in St. Petersburg
Posted on November 142003 by Bob Homn

This is a tale of two houses. Both houses share the same address — 2408
Brevard Road Northeast. That’s located in Granada Terrace, a beautiful area of
St. Petersburg that lies between Coffee Pot Boulevard NE and First Street

NE and between 22nd Avenue NE and 25th Avenue NE. It was developed by
Perry Snell, of Snell Isle fame. The original houses constructed in Granada
Terrace were all of Mediterranean Revival design.

The first house was built in 1926, in the boom years of St. Petersburg’s early
development. It was a smaller house than many of its grand neighbors, but
even so, it was a two story beauty with rough stucco exterior, a great fireplace,
original oak floors, and all the charm it needed to hold its own against its bigger,
grander neighbors. But, aside from being a bit smaller than its neighbors, there
was another difference. This house was a wood frame house with slats of wood
lath nailed onto the framing and stucco applied over the wood lath. Most of the
neighboring houses were constructed of stucco over hollow tile. And, as it turns
out, the second method is a more stable construction method in the long term.

So, although the house was a great house and it had a good, long life, by the
time it reached its 75th birthday in 2001, it was no longer a stable house.
Although many repairs had been done over the years, the aging process was
unstoppable and the house was nearing the end.

Within a couple of years the house was sold to a developer who had originally
hoped to revitalize the house and add more square footage to it, bringing it back
to health. But at each step along the way, new problems were found and it was
finally determined that the house simply could not be saved. Because Granada
Terrace is such a beautiful neighborhood and it's only a block from Coffee Pot
Boulevard, the lot was valuable enough to allow the original home to be
demolished and a new home constructed. But the developer ran into an
interesting obstacle — Granada Terrace is a Historic Preservation District, and
that means that any significant change in the features or appearance of a house
have to go through a process of review and approval by a board before they can
be carried out — even changing the color of paint on the exterior walls requires
approval. So you can imagine that the idea of demolishing a house and building
a new one was daunting.

. ! Y
Eventually, approval was given and a new house was constructed — a modem, } &

stpeterealestateblog .com/blog 1/2009/11/14/historic-preservation-in-st-petersburg/ 1/3
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energy efficient, solid, beautiful home with all the features one might desire in a
new home. And, in addition to all of that, the new house has something else ”
that's actually very unique and makes it even more special — because of the \\)O’f e
guidelines of the Historic Preservation District, the new house had to be
constructed with an exterior that matched the ‘flavor’ and the ‘look and feel’ of
the original 1926 house. It did not have to look identical, but it had to have a
similar look.

The first photograph below is a shot of the original house that occupied the lot at
2408 Brevard Road Northeast. The second photograph below is a shot of the
new house, constructed in 2006 — 2007.

Without wasting any more words, I'll leave it to you to see for yourself how nicely
the architect and builders did...

2408 Brevard Rd NE Original (click for larger image)

stpeterealestateblog.com/blog 1/2009/11/14/historic-preservation-in-st-petersburg/
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Goecd Morning,

My name is John Stearman. I live at 2431 Brevard Road NE adjacent to the subject property at 2421
Brevard Road NE. Tom and Karen Davis, the new owners, have asked me to represent them as Tom
is presently out of the country.

<Show Exhibit One — Image of complete 2421 house >

It is important for you to hear from the new owner.

I am pleased to introduce, Karen Smith Davis. I will
use the balance of any remaining time to make some
additional comments. Thank you.

As per the last COA modification review, Case # COA 05-23, the CPC granted approval with
conditions. I have read the current report and do not agree with many of the comments and
conclusions. Reference is made to the letter prepared by Preservation Staff a describing the five (5)
conditions required to comply. A copy of the conditions is included within your documents. A
number of meetings, emails and conversations with staff have taken place to resolve these
conditions. Condition four, window sills, has been eliminated by staff. Condition three, decorative
door trim and condition five balcony detail have been resolved and approved by the owner and staff.
We are here today to seek your approval for the conditions one, window grids, and condition two
door panel grids. We believe after some through review, the window grids and door panels are
appropriate for the neighborhood and should remain as they presently exist.

I believe there was some confusion on the facts supporting our application during the last COA
review that led the CPC members to rule against our previous request. I believe some additional
clarification and justification is warranted and these facts should support the appropriate use of the
Arts and Craft window grid presently installed in the house at 2421 Brevard Road NE.

<Show Exhibit Two — Window grids >

raft Cotonlat Window
rid $x8§Gria

As originally approved, the window grids were shown on the building permit documents as Colonial
(6) over (6) grids for some but not all windows. Some windows on the original permit documents
were fixed, clear panels as was one of the full glass door panels. This colonial grid pattern was
originally selected based on the recommendation of Ms. Kimberly Hinder at an onsite review meeting
in 2005 as the appropriate grid for the house, She indicated she would recommend approval of this
window grid. At the time of purchase, the existing windows in the house were all single hung and
fixed windows with clear pane sashes and a number of different snap in aluminum gnds of varying
types were visible in many locations not in all cases. A

<Show Exhibit Three — image of existing windows at rear grids>
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There were a number of delays in getting the house under construction but a permit was issued on
October, 2008. As the work on the remodeling continued it became clear the existing house
exhibited a number of arts and craft details related to interior doors, cabinets, shelving, mantles, and
trim. The decision to install an alternative historic (6) over (6) arts and crafts window grid occurred
as I observed the construction work on 2408 Brevard Rd NE, a historically designated, contributing
Moorish style house, directly across the street. Our contractor was also working on that house at the
same time.

<Show Exhibit Four — existing house at 2408

showing colonial window grids>

<Show Exhibit Five — existing house at 2408

showing colonial window grids>

The original window grid in the house across the street at 2408 Brevard Rd property was the typical
Spanish Colonial (8) panel grid in a casement style window. As windows were being replaced, it was
clear that an alternative arts and craft (6) over (6) window grid was used to replace the original (8)
panel window.

I consulted with the Building Inspector as I was instructed by the Building Permit Documents. The
Building Inspector agreed that since the Preservation Staff approved the window grid across the
street, it was reasonable that the same style would not be acceptable for the 2421 Property and even
more appropriate in our Ranch/Bungalow than the Moorish style house across the street.

<Show Exhibit Six — 2408 renovated house

with new arts and craft windows>

<Show Exhibit Seven — 2408 renovated house

with new arts and craft windows>

The decision to leave the door panels clear from any grid seemed appropriate as there was an
original French door shown on the permit documents as a clear panel and I believed all of the
existing doors should remain without any grid.

Within the staff report, the property at 2421 Brevard Road is described as a Ranch style. Ranch Style
homes originated in America developing as a unique domestic design style. Throughout the country,
the elongated single story, low pitched roofs, open plan of these modern ranch style houses became
a post war favorite in the 40s and 50s expressing a break with the past adopted Spanish
Colonial and Mediterranean architectural styles.



While I do not completely agree the property at 2421 is simply an example of a ranch style design, it
does represent a significant break with the past Spanish Colonial and other Mediterranean influences
within the neighborhood. In my architectural opinion the house at 2421 Brevard Rd. NE was and is
now more closely related to the American Bungalow Design Style. In previous meetings,
Preservation Staff members agreed that if the house were a bungalow style, the arts and crafts style
window grid would be appropriate. I maintain, that consistent with the 40s break in construction
styles, this property was and is a ranch/bungalow style adaptation and that the arts and craft window
grid style used is appropriate and should remain.

Further, this arts and craft inclusion into Granada Terrance Historic District and St. Petersburg in
general is not a negative, foreign concept. One of the strong architectural design influences to
American Arts and Craft design style was the derivative Queen Anne style of housing. One of the
final examples of the Queen Anne Style residential homes was constructed by one of the founders of
St. Petersburg, John C. Williams with his Queen Anne Style House, built in 1899.

<Show Exhibit Eight — 2408 renovated house

with new arts and craft windows>

From this example and other original early Victorian Gothic Residential Design styles, the Arts and
Craft Design Style had a historically important place in St. Petersburg and the surrounding
neighborhoods with continuing influences throughout the city today. There are numerous arts and
craft houses and window styles used throughout the Historic Old North East Neighborhood.

I counted some 42 examples of the same arts and craft window style as we have in the 2421 Brevard
Road Property presently used throughout the Historic Old North East Neighborhood.

Changes to the project were made believing that I was following the instructions on the permit plans
and with the expectation that I had the professional responsibility to modify the project as the normal
construction needs of a remodeling project required. I believe then and now I had or would have
the full approval of the building inspection department and preservation staff for making these
changes. As the review of these changes took place during the previous COA modification hearing, it
turns out most of these changes were understood, accepted and had the approval of the
preservation staff and CPC members. Window grids remain as our major disagreement.

Prior to the sale of the property, I invited Rick MacAulay and Kimberly Hinder to the site to review
and attempt to reach a resolution to the window grid disagreement. When they were still available
from the window manufacturer, I proposed to exchange the objectionable Arts and Craft insulated
window sashes with the internal grid for the Colonial Grid if the grid could remain internal to the
insulated glass sash. This was necessary for the proper operation of the single hung window. Ms.
Hinder refused the compromise accepting only the external raised grid as a solution. This means the
only solution to meet compliance would be to cut out of the masonry walls the hurricane rated
windows completely and replace them with a larger window to accommodate an external raised
colonial grid. This is completely unreasonable.



In summary, the Arts and Craft window grid matches the grid approved in the house directly across
the street, is part of an appropriate break in style from the past Spanish colonial and Mediterranean
influences and represents an authentic historic style appropriate for the neighborhood and the city of
St. Petersburg.

We ask your approval of these existing window grids and door panels.

Thank you.



Additional Coniments: (Not sure I will use)

One other point. The Preservation Staff report goes through a long narrative describing once again
how this Architect and the previous owner made some dozen or more changes without asking
permission or consulting the staff. There were seven other COA projects under way in or near our
block during the construction phase of 2421 Brevard Road NE, two directly behind the subject
property and the one immediately in front, requiring the normal staff onsite review and I believe
Commission Members participate on site visits and property reviews. Of those various on seven site
visits, no one reported any changes at the 2421 Brevard Rd. NE property while they were being
made. Only the last visit to another COA review precipitated an awareness by staff that changes had
been made without their knowledge and resulted in the stop work order and the previous COA
modification review. I find this pattern of behavior disturbing and inconsistent with an open and
cooperative spirit of code enforcement we deserve as property owners and professionals.

An important point should be made about proper reporting. The Preservation Staff went to some
extra effort of preparing a specific stamp to use on permit plans to guide those using the plans to
construct the house with the approved plans. The stamp did not say “Architect”, “Contractor”,
“Owner” or “Representative”, it explicitly imprinted the word “Building Inspector”. At the time I
believed this was not unusual as the Building Inspector routinely stops by to monitor the construction
and schedules numerous inspections at prescribed times. There are no prescribed inspections by the
Historic Preservation staff except the final review before the final building inspection. At the time, I
would expect this stamp would mean the Preservation Staff relied on the Building Inspector to review
and report any significant change to them for their further comment.

We have always agreed with the Preservation Staff concerning the decorative architrave detail
around the front door, item 3 on the previous COA modification would be installed. Covering this
detail with new plaster during construction was a necessity due to the excessive chipping, cracking
and surface damage of the detail and wall areas over time. During several email communications
and an onsite visit, an accurate dimensioned drawing was prepared, provided and approved by staff.
The new owners had some hope that a matching tile detail could be approved to match the existing
approved tile trim from the original COA approval. The owners have agreed with staff to install the
original door detail trim as per the approved drawing provided.

I appreciate the staff decision to eliminate the window sill requirements shown as Item # 4. All
windows and doors were recessed according to the original staff request and window sills were never
part of the permitted document submittal.

Item # 5, the additional decorative detail related to the elimination of the balcony was also provided
and approved by staff. We intended to have those two items completed before this meeting but
were denied permission by the building department until all of the items are addressed.



Residence of Thomas David Davis and Karen Smith Davis

2421 Brevard Road NE. Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

We the undersigned residents of the Grenada Terrace Historic District were polled between the dates of
January 14-18, 2013 on our opinions regarding the style of windows for 2421 Brevard Road NE.

1) Approve/Like/No Objection to the current Arts and Crafts Window Grid
2) Do not Approve/Dislike/Objection to the Arts and Crafts Window Grid; replace with the Six-Over-Six Window Grid
3) No Opinion/Not Available

Address

Printed Resident’'s Name(s) Signature(s)

Replace w/  No Opinion/
Six-Over-Six Not Available

Approve
Arts & Crafts

% 2500 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

Diana Naughton

2430 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

Peter Cammick
Vivian Cammick

' 2424 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

Y

Tom Mullins
Andrea Mullins

2410 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

Marge Schmidt

i
i

2400 Coffee Pot Blvd NE

Allen Len Harvell, Jr.

Georganne Harvell

72320 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

X

Brett H. Craig
Cynthia A. Craig

L

2310 Coffee Pot Bivd NE Carole M. Heath \ A hd
~ (VACANT LOT) e ezl Proxs™
Py tit—

N \\X\\\\[
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Address Printed Resident’s Name(s) Signature(s) Approve Replace w/  No Opinion/ ~
Arts & Crafts  Six-Over-Six Not Available

| 2300 Coffee Pot Bivd NE ¢ | Julia Santamaria

2296 Coffee Pot Blvd NE George R. Dobbs % % e v

; Linda D. Dobbs ‘ ﬁ , L

2284 Coffee Pot Blvd NE £ | Mark C. Samardzich T

Lynn W. Samardzich
2274 Coffee Pot Bivd NE | Elliott S. Gassner

Patricia W. Gassner

1 2260 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

Kalju Nekvasil

(o ATE LD

72240 Coffee Pot Bivd NE

NPOT AVAIL
Z T ES

2431 Brevard Road NE

John E. Stearman
Susan H. Stearman

2411 Brevard Road NE

Ruth F. Thurman

2405 Brevard Road NE

David S. Thomas
Amy Thomas

C/vazgﬁ%wu/v

2321 Brevard Road NE

David S. Thomas
Amy Thomas

(;}qvaX g\’\/b‘“v%é‘%/

2311 Brevard Road NE

Carole M. Heath

Corphe teectl{p m@

o

NN

(\ An Wé}SV Uil —"
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Address

Printed Resident’'s Name(s) Signature(s)

Approve
Arts & Crafts

Replace w/  No Opinion/ -
Six-Over-Six  Not Available

1 2247 Brevard Road NE

Richard B. Beauchamp

NOT g A4 ic

- (VACANT LOT) Yvette Beuchamp =
Feinberg
' 2235 Brevard Road NE & | Michael H. Seltzer
| Marjorie R. Seltzer
2227 Brevard Road NE < | Mark A. Nowacka R //
Irena Nowacka s cj\k
12217 Brevard Road NE < | Newton B. Rogers 2
i — HosprTal
2209 Brevard Road NE 4 | Karen L. Trapane N OT AU

2408 Brevard Road NE

James D. Parker
Nancy Parker

2402 Brevard Road NE

Leah Campen

2328 Brevard Road NE

Mark B. Squires
Suzanne E. Lewis

2320 Brevard Road NE

™

Miguel A. Estevez
Kathleen Estevez

72300 Brevard Road NE

Jerry Baesel
Annette Baesel

72232 Brevard Road NE

AN

Jack B. Weldon
Deborah Dowling
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Address

Printed Resident’'s Name(s) Signature(s)

Approve
Arts & Crafts

Replace w/  No Opinion/ -
Six-Over-Six Not Available

. 2222 Brevard Road NE

Ronal A. Christ
Jennifer Christ

/

2200 Brevard Road NE

Philipi |. Krieger
Sandra Krieger

B Yrecgen

Margaret Soule

= M (WM“L“J

105 25" Avenue NE Scott I. Huffman
Maria F. Green
115 25" Avenue NE David J. Tighe
Marchelle V. Tighe \//
135 25" Avenue NE Thomas W. Soule

205 25" Avenue NE

Martha Jayne Fiocca

m/:c;r}lfw% LU

305 25" Avenue NE

Daniel Snarski
Judith Snarski

W

e
/_
_—

106 25™ Avenue NE Nicholas J. Southard
Betty W. Southard / &%/
2434 Andalusia Way NE Jonathan S. Coleman
. é /
2424 Andalusia Way NE Alison A. Barlow ﬂ/u %2/&) y /
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" Address

Printed Resident’s Name(s) Signature(s) Approve

Arts & Crafts

Replace w/
Six-Over-Six

No Opinion/
Not Available

' 2420 Andalusia Way NE

Michael J. Peltier

%@%/Um /

2410 Andalusia Way NE

Barry Kinney v
, Terea Kinney V%
| 2400 Andalusia Way NE James D. Mulder O
2319 AndalusiaWay NE ¢ | Lewis N. Estabrooks
Eleanor J. Estabrooks
2326 Andalusia Way NE v | Jeffery S. Evans
Kathleen Evans
2320 Andalusia Way NE ¢ | Monte Rosenberger
o Michele Rosenberger
2312 Andalusia Way NE Jimry-Siukit-Yu-
2300 Andalusia Way NE £ | Richard R. Edmonds
Marianne F. Edmonds
2425 Andalusia Way NE Smyth R. Mulligan
Jayne S. Mulligan

| 2411 Andalusia Way NE

William M. Richardson
Dorothy Richardson

2401 Andalusia Way NE

Charlie McClusky
Linda McClusky

will ﬂml‘/"

Lp/@z/« ;«%mfﬁ% — W/ ‘
76 6? W v und, |
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. Address

Printed Resident’'s Name(s) Signature(s) Approve Replace w/  No Opinion/
Arts & Crafts  Six-Over-Six Not Available
2339 Andalusia Way NE ¢ | Joe Green v ‘
Theresa Green ,
2311 Andalusia Way NE ¢ | David G. Fagen - '
Wauncia Fagen
105 23 Avenue NE ¢ | Emily C. Calloway
ROT AUALL
, ZTirns
115 23™ Avenue NE ¢ | Ernesto Luciano
Gricel Moreno
- 125 23" Avenue NE Calvin B. Samuel \/‘ N
Vivian V. Laliotis W \ &L \/
NN
100 23" Avenue NE v | Joan E. Ashe
NeT AVAIL
T; (AN
106 23 Avenue NE Charles Faris { }
Susan Faris W | —
i T~
126 23" Avenue NE ¢ | Eric L. Wilson Oor AR I
Tni M. Le Blanc _
Z7
136 23" Avenue NE Wade Yeakle Jor 3
Dorothy Yeakle PRy Lﬁn_&
156 23" Avenue NE £ | Ernest Liporto
Irene Liporto
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Address Printed Resident's Name(s) Signature(s) Approve Replace w/  No Opinion/ '
Arts & Crafts  Six-Over-Six Not Available

216 23 Avenue NE Loren W. Mathre / | , f
Joan M. Mathre ) M%ﬂb ‘ /.,
VAV N oL

226 237 Avenue NE Richard K. Reedy ) , L4
Mary Reedy % 5@‘/% _ ~

236 23 Avenue NE ¥ | Sylvia Michos U v KT L
A Tiva
215 23 Avenue NE Mark McGarry W .
Susan McGarry L éb’\/ug/ L ’}CQ/\
g .:»’L
301 23 Avenue NE Brooks F. Matheson 147' FA /

Kelly Ann Matheson

315 23" Avenue NE ¢ | Mark A. Nowacki
Bernadetta Sledziejowska
315 22" Avenue NE ¢ | Ralph Condon lli
Judy A. Hughes
335 22" Avenue NE (, | Stephen B. Johnston

Janice L. Johnston

' 2221 Bay Street NE { | Sue M. Skaggs
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Cear Grenada Terrace Neighbor: January 14, 2013

We are sorry we missed you at your residence. We live at 2421 Brevard Road NE and appear at a public hearing before the City of
St. Petersburg Community Preservation Commission (CPC) on Friday, January 18, 2013 at 9:00am. The issue is approval of after-
the-fact modifications to our home, specifically the CPC’s opinion that we be required to change the mullions (grid) of our windows
from the existing Arts and Crafts window grid (from reconstruction in 2005) to the historical Six-Over-Six Window grid (from 1942).
Modifying the window grid can be costly and may cause structural damage. We are therefore seeking to retain the current
windows and obtain approval of the modification that was made during the construction process. Window examples are attached.

If you become available before 8:00am on Friday, January 18" and would not mind answering our survey, we would be most
grateful. Please contact tomkarendavis@yahco.com or call: 727-631-6239. We will be happy to drop by for your signature and
allow you the opportunity to indicate your opinion.

We love our house (and windows) and the home we have made here since we arrived in May 2012. We hope the existing windows
are not offensive to you either and we would very much appreciate your opinion. This survey would be presented to the CPC at
the hearing on January 18 to only indicate the preferences of the residents of Grenada Terrace.

With genuine and sincere thanks, ]@JJ\J
Tom and Karen Davis ,

#*******#***********************************(SAinLE SURVEY)***********************************************

Residence of Thomas David Davis and Karen Smith Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE, Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

We the undersigned residents of the Grenada Terrace Historic District were polled between the dates of
January 14-18, 2013 on our opinions regarding the style of windows for 2421 Brevard Road NE.

‘\\
@Approve/Like/No Objection to the current Arts and Crafts Window Grid
2) Do not Approve/Dislike/Objection to the Arts and Crafts Window Grid; replace with the Six-Over-Six Window Grid
3) No Opinion/Not Available

Address Printed Resident’s Name(s) Approve Replace w/ No Opinion/

Signature(s)
2430 (o \_Q& p&‘%\ J é ,\}£ ’P 6\6" CCUWV\'\ Gl Q(t, \@MMW’L Arts & Crafts  Six-Over-Six Not Available

SL(Your Address) L(Your Name)

] | | v ] |
C~d JwWinn
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Dear Grenada Terrace Neighbor: January 14, 2013

We are sorry we missed you at your residence. We live at 2421 Brevard Road NE and appear at a public hearing before the City of
St. Petersburg Community Preservation Commission (CPC) on Friday, January 18, 2013 at 9:00am. The issue is approval of after-
the-fact modifications to our home, specifically the CPC’s opinion that we be required to change the muilions (grid) of our windows
from the existing Arts and Crafts window grid (from reconstruction in 2005) to the historical Six-Over-Six Window grid (from 1942).
Modifying the window grid can be costly and may cause structural damage. We are therefore seeking to retain the current
windows and obtain approval of the modification that was made during the construction process. Window examples are attached.

If you become available before 8:00am on Friday, January 18" and would not mind answering our survey, we would be most
grateful. Please contact tomkarendavis@yahoo.com or call: 727-631-6239. We will be happy to drop by for your signature and
allow you the opportunity to indicate your opinion.

We love our house (and windows) and the home we have made here since we arrived in May 2012. We hope the existing windows
are not offensive to you either and we would very much appreciate your opinion. This survey would be presented to the CPC at
the hearing on January 18 to only indicate the preferences of the residents of Grenada Terrace. ‘

. . . /{/\&""L
With genuine and sincere thanks, | v
Tom and Karen Davis Ve i

'-i:#******#***********************************(SAMPLE SURVEY)*#*********************************************

Residence of Thomas David Davis and Karen Smith Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE, Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

We the undersigned residents of the Grenada Terrace Historic District were polled between the dates of
January 14-18, 2013 on our opinions regarding the style of windows for 2421 Brevard Road NE.

1) Approve/Like/No Objection to the current Arts and Crafts Window Grid
2) Do not Approve/Dislike/Objection to the Arts and Crafts Window Grid; replace with the Six-Over-Six Window Grid
3) No Opinion/Not Available

Address ‘) Pnnted Resident’s Name(s) }Qc,k' ' Sig ature(s) Approve eplace w/ No Opinion/
J ;;:} 6f 2R 9 /L/?é///} 77@[ o a %Arts & Cﬂ/ﬁix-Over-SlX Not Available

| (Your Address) | (Your Name) | | L
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Caar Grenada Terrace Neighbor:

AN vt /\/\/ January 14, 2013 T

-
e

We are sorry we missed you at your residence. We live at 2421 Brevard Road NE and appear at a public hearing before the City of
St. Petersburg Community Preservation Commission (CPC) on Friday, January 18, 2013 at 9:00am. The issue is approval of after-
the-fact modifications to our home, specifically the CPC’s opinion that we be required to change the mullions (grid) of our windows
from the existing Arts and Crafts window grid (from reconstruction in 2005) to the historical Six-Over-Six Window grid (from 1942).
Modifying the window grid can be costly and may cause structural damage. We are therefore seeking to retain the current
windows and obtain approval of the modification that was made during the construction process. Window examples are attached.

If you become available before 8:00am on Friday, January 18" and would not mind answering our survey, we would be most
grateful. Please contact tomkarendavis@yahoo.com or call: 727-631-6239. We will be happy to drop by for your signature and
allow you the opportunity to indicate your opinion.

We love our house (and windows) and the home we have made here since we arrived in May 2012. We hope the existing windows
are not offensive to you either and we would very much appreciate your opinion. This survey would be presented to the CPC at
the hearing on January 18 to only indicate the preferences of the residents of Grenada Terrace.

With genuine and sincere thanks, ; y o)
Tom and Karen Davis v

*****************#**************************(SﬂMPLE SURVEY)***************************'42‘5******************

Residence of Thomas David Davis and Karen Smith Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE, Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

We the undersigned residents of the Grenada Terrace Historic District were polled between the dates of
January 14-18, 2013 on our opinions regarding the style of windows for 2421 Brevard Road NE.

@Approve/Like/No Objection to the current Arts and Crafts Window Grid
2) Do not Approve/Dislike/Objection to the Arts and Crafts Window Grid; replace with the Six-Over-Six Window Grid

3) No Opinion/Not Available

Address Printed Resident’s Name(s) Signature(s) ' (\@ Replace w/ No Opinion/
2572 3 PP | @( yore éu)/}_cg /4 CL\ s /[ rts & Crafts  Six-Over-Six Not Available

| (Your Address) | (Your Name) | = | r
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Dear Grenada Terrace Neighbor: January 14, 2013

We are sorry we missed you at your residence. We live at 2421 Brevard Road NE and appear at a public hearing before the City of
St. Petersburg Community Preservation Commission (CPC) on Friday, January 18, 2013 at 9:00am. The issue is approval of after-
the-fact modifications to our home, specifically the CPC’s opinion that we be required to change the mullions (grid) of our windows
from the existing Arts and Crafts window grid (from reconstruction in 2005) to the historical Six-Over-Six Window grid (from 1942).
Modifying the window grid can be costly and may cause structural damage. We are therefore seeking to retain the current
windows and obtain approval of the modification that was made during the construction process. Window examples are attached.

If you become available before 8:00am on Friday, January 18" and would not mind answering our survey, we would be most
grateful. Please contact tomkarendavis@yahoo.com or call: 727-631-6239. We will be happy to drop by for your signature and
allow you the opportunity to indicate your opinion.

We love our house (and windows) and the home we have made here since we arrived in May 2012. We hope the existing windows
are not offensive to you either and we would very much appreciate your opinion. This survey would be presented to the CPC at
the hearing on January 18 to only indicate the preferences of the residents of Grenada Terrace.

With genuine and sincere thanks,
Tom and Karen Davis

********************************************(SAMPLE SURVEY)***********************************************

Residence of Thomas David Davis and Karen Smith Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE, Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

We the undersigned residents of the Grenada Terrace Historic District were polled between the dates of
January 14-18, 2013 on our opinions regarding the style of windows for 2421 Brevard Road NE.

Approve/Like/No Objection to the current Arts and Crafts Window Grid
2) Do not Approve/Dislike/Objection to the Arts and Crafts Window Grid; replace with the Six-Over-Six Window Grid
3) No Opinion/Not Available

Address Printed Resident’s Nameés Slgnature%I pprove Replace w/ No Opinion/
BD ) A"ja,wl 4 W‘) ME Rick K“él) /‘(,4/{/5 .?“"" ”"N’L/ Arts & Crafts|  Six-Over-Six Not Available

Mbu‘n( 2

| (Your Address) | (Your Name) N Ssannints [
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Dcar Grenada Terrace Neighbor: January 14, 2013
We are sorry we missed you at your residence. We live at 2421 Brevard Road NE and appear at a public hearing before the City of
St. Petersburg Community Preservation Commission (CPC) on Friday, January 18, 2013 at 9:00am. The issue is approval of after-
the-fact modifications to our home, specifically the CPC’s opinion that we be required to change the mullions (grid) of our windows
from the existing Arts and Crafts window grid (from reconstruction in 2005) to the historical Six-Over-Six Window grid (from 1942).
Modifying the window grid can be costly and may cause structural damage. We are therefore seeking to retain the current
windows and obtain approval of the modification that was made during the construction process. Window examples are attached.

If you become available before 8:00am on Friday, January 18™ and would not mind answering our survey, we would be most
grateful. Please contact tomkarendavis@yahoo.com or call: 727-631-6239. We will be happy to drop by for your signature and
allow you the opportunity to indicate your opinion.

We love our house (and windows) and the home we have made here since we arrived in May 2012. We hope the existing windows
are not offensive to you either and we would very much appreciate your opinion. This survey would be presented to the CPC at
the hearing on January 18 to only indicate the preferences of the residents of Grenada Terrace.

With genuine and sincere thanks,
Tom and Karen Davis

=t<*******************************************(SAMPLE SURVEY)***********************************************

Residence of Thomas David Davis and Karen Smith Davis
2421 Brevard Road NE, Saint Petersburg, FL 33704

We the undersigned residents of the Grenada Terrace Historic District were polled between the dates of
January 14-18, 2013 on our opinions regarding the style of windows for 2421 Brevard Road NE.

1) Approve/Like/No Objection to the current Arts and Crafts Window Grid
2) Do not Approve/Dislike/Objection to the Arts and Crafts Window Grid; replace with the Six-Over-Six Window Grid
3) No Opinion/Not Available

Address Printed Resident’s Name(s) Stgn Approve Replace w/ No Opinion/
o . Arts & Crafts  Six-Over-Six Not Available
125-25 NI A& lth\(\’\f\t(o AQ,‘K S’ L\SL)\ ,

| (Your Address) | (Your Name) 4 [ [

TN
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