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STAFF REPORT

Community Planning and Preservation Commission
Certificate of Appropriateness Request

Report to the Community Planning and Preservation Commission from the Urban Planning and Historic
Preservation Division, Planning and Development Services Department, for Public Hearing and Executive
Action scheduled for Tuesday, January 12, 2021, beginning at 2:00 p.m., in Council Chambers of City Hall,
175 Fifth St. N., St. Petersburg, Florida. Everyone is encouraged to view the meetings on TV or online at
www.stpete.org/meetings.

UPDATE: COVID-19
Procedures will be implemented to comply with the CDC guidelines during the Public Hearing, including
mandatory face coverings and social distancing, with limitations on the number of attendees within
Council Chambers. The City’s Planning and Development Services Department requests that you visit the
City website at www.stpete.org/meetings and contact the case planner for up-to-date information
pertaining to this case.

According to Planning and Development Services Department records, no member of the Community
Planning and Preservation Commission 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.: 19-90200040
Address: 634 Roser Park Drive South (Park Area)
Legal Description: ROSER PARK PARK AREA, DESC AS BEG SE COR LOT 4 BLK 1 ROSER PARK TH S 60FT(S)

TH SE 370FT (S) TH E 110FT(S) TH S 175 FT (S) TH SW 20FT (S) TH N R/W ROSER


http://www.stpete.org/meetings
http://www.stpete.org/meetings
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PARK DR TH NW'LY ALG SD R/W 935FT (S) TO E R/W 8TH ST TH N 28FT TH EALG S
R/W 8TH AVE S 154FT TH S 50FT TH SE 75FT(S) TH SE 53.5FT TH E 59FT TO POB

Parcel ID No.: 30-31-17-76914-001-0050

Date of Construction: 1920s

Local Landmark: Roser Park Historic District (HPC 87-01)

Owner: City of St. Petersburg

Request: Review of a revision to a previously approved Certificate of Appropriateness for the

construction of a permanent art installation in the north creek bank parkland,
between 7™ Street South and 6™ Street South, consisting of five sculpted disks.
Each sculpture is approximately 40 inches tall by 42 inches wide.

Project Background

This project was initially approved by the CPPC on May 9, 2017 with an 18-month expiration date of
November9, 2018 for the installation of five disk sculptures at City-owned park land. The initial application
expired prior to the installation of the art pieces. A revised application was submitted in 2019 by the City
of St. Petersburg. In the revised application, the five disk sculptures were reduced in size to be
approximately 40 inches tall and 42 inches wide with the disk width of six inches. The material was
proposed to be glass fiber reinforced concrete. The concrete slab supporting the art pieces would be 48
inches by 24 inches in dimension with a depth of 6 inches. The revised application was approved by the
CPPC on August 13, 2019 with an 18-month expiration date.

In early 2020, ground erosion was discovered in the park near where the disks were to be installed. After
consulting with different departments in the City, it was determined that the disks needed to be installed

elsewhere in Roser Park.

Figure 1: Ground erosion near where the art installation was to be located.
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Revised Scope of Work

The applicant is proposing to change the location of the art installation, shifting the installation to the
eastern portion of Roser Park, near 6 Street South. There is no change to the artwork itself, as the disks
have already been created, only to the location where they will be installed.
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Figure 2: The red dots mark the previously approved location. The blue lines mark the proposed location.
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From 6* Street S looking west

Figure 3: Photo of life-sized replications of the disks, to show scale and proposed placement.

Revised Staff Recommendation

Based on a determination of overall consistency with Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff
recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission approve the Certificate of
Appropriateness request for the installation of new art sculptures at 634 Roser Park Drive South, a
contributing feature to the Roser Park Local Historic District. The new location will be more visible to the
public right of way, particularly from 6% Street South. Due to the ground erosion and existing vegetation,
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there really is no other practical location for the artwork to be installed. These sculptures can easily be
removed without causing any adverse effects to the park and to the historic district.

Conditions of approval are recommended as follows:
1) The applicant, artists, and installers shall acknowledge the potential for archaeological findings,
and report any findings that result from excavation to the City Historic Preservation Office or Parks
and Recreation Department. In addition, the applicant shall coordinate with City Historic

Preservation staff or Parks and Recreation Department staff to be present during any ground
disturbance activities.

2) No existing vegetation (other than grass) or landscape features are to be affected or removed.

3) Any design changes not included as part of this COA review and approval, shall require the
approval of the CPPC, except for minor changes as deemed appropriate by Staff.



Appendix A:
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CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS

Application No.

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 8th floor of the Municipal Services Building, One Fourth
Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

GENERAL INFORMATION

NAME of APPLICANT (Property Owner):City of St. Petersburg
Street Address: P.O. Box 2842
City, State, Zip:  St. Petersburg, FL 33731
Telephone No:
Email Address:

NAME of AGENT or REPRESENTATIVE:Susan Ajoc
Street Address: 175 5th St N
City, State, Zip:  St. Petersburg, FL 33701
Telephone No:  727-893-7356
Email Address: susan.ajoc@stpete.org

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
Street Address: 634 Roser Park Dr S
Parcel ID or Tract Number: 30-31-17-76914-001-0050

General Location: Proposed project location will be between 9th Ave S and Roser Park Dr S, west of 6th St S
east of where 7th St S is located, and east of the natural park amphitheater.

Designation Number:

AUTHORIZATION

City staff and the designated Commission will visit the subject property during 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: Date:

UPDATED 09-12-2012



CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS

NARRATIVE (PaGE 1 0F 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 sheets of paper if necessary.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Property Address: 634 Roser Park Drive S COA Case No:
Type of Request Proposed Use
O Alteration of building/structure O Single-family residence
O New Construction O Multi-family residence
= Relocation O Restaurant
O Demolition O Hotel/Motel
O Alteration of archaeological site O Office
O Site Work O Commercial
X 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

2. Roof and Roofing System

Page 1 of 2
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634 Roser Park Drive S
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CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS

NARRATIVE (pace 2 oF 2)

3. Windows

4. Doors

62

. Exterior siding

6. Decorative elements

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

(o]

. Painting and/or Finishes

©

. Outbuildings

10. Landscaping, Parking, Sidewalk, Garden features

11. Other
relocation of previously approved Historic Roser Park "rolling coins" project east of prior approved location due to

concerns related ground erosion near canal walls and potential impact of disturbing the soil in five locations uphill

north of erosion location. General project location will be south of 9th Ave S, west of 6th St S and east of 7th St S

Page 2 of 2
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HISTORIC ROSER PARK -
RELAXATION ROLLERS

Certification of Appropriateness
Amendment
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Historic Roser Park

WHAT: 5 “COINS” -4 FOOT DIAMETER AND 8 INCH DEPTH WITH FOOTERS (38” x 38” x 6”)

PREVIOUS CPPC APPROVAL: 1) LOCATION APPROVAL WITH SIZE MODIFICATION AND 2) COA
EXTENSION

CURRENT STATUS: COINS ARE CURRENTLY IN ST. PETERSBURG IN STORAGE

REQUEST: MODIFICATION TO CERTIFICATION OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR NEW LOCATION WITHIN
THE PARK

REASON: EROSION NEAR THE CHANNEL WALL IN LINE WITH PREVIOUSLY APPROVED LOCATION.
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Previously Approved
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D 5l Roser Park, Park Area o
st_netgrsh“rg AREA TO BE APPROVED, CASE NUMBER
www.stpete.org SHOWN IN T 17-90200016 SCELE:
1" =125




New Locations
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Looking south from 9t Ave S

Looking northeast from southwest in park



st.petersburg Looking north from south in park

www.stpete.org



- From 6% Street S looking west
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Appendix B:

COA Application No. 19-90200040
August 13, 2019 CPPC Package
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STAFF REPORT

Community Planning and Preservation Commission
Certificate of Appropriateness Request

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on August 13, 2019 beginning at 2:00 p.m. in the Auditorium,
The Sunshine Center, 330 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida
According to Planning and Development Services Department records, no commissioner 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.

Figure 1: Image showing proposed sculptures in Roser Park.

Case No.: 19-90200040
Address: 634 Roser Park Drive South (Park Area)
Legal Description: ROSER PARK PARK AREA, DESC AS BEG SE COR LOT 4 BLK 1 ROSER PARK TH S 60FT(S)

TH SE 370FT (S) TH E 110FT(S) TH S 175 FT (S) TH SW 20FT (S) TH N R/W ROSER
PARK DR TH NW'LY ALG SD R/W 935FT (S) TO E R/W 8TH ST TH N 28FT TH E ALG S
R/W 8TH AVE S 154FT TH S 50FT TH SE 75FT(S) TH SE 53.5FT TH E 59FT TO POB

Parcel ID No.: 30-31-17-76914-001-0050

Date of Construction: 1920s

Local Landmark: Roser Park Historic District (HPC 87-01)

Owner: City of St. Petersburg

Request: Review of a Certificate of Appropriateness for the construction of a permanent art

installation in the north creek bank parkland, between 7t Street South and 6
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Street South, consisting of five sculpted disks. Each sculpture is approximately 40
inches tall by 42 inches wide.

Project Background

In 2017, the Roser Park Neighborhood Association submitted a proposal five disk sculptures at City-owned
park land. These sculptures were approximately four feet tall and wide with the disk width of eight inches.
The disks were proposed to be made of a special glass fiber concrete with foam interiors, making them
lighter in weight. That type of concrete results in very resilient surface that will in turn be stained through
acid etching that penetrates the surface. A clear, anti-graffiti, anti-scratch coating will provide the outer
finish layer, allowing easy maintenance with soap and water. The sculpted disks were designed to be set
into individual concrete bases that measured approximately 38 inches by 48 inches in dimension with a
depth of 6 inches, and secured in place using internal stainless-steel reinforcement bars. The bases would
be inserted into the ground with the flat upper surface exposed to create a 15-inch buffer area to allow
for easy lawn mowing by the City’s Parks and Recreation Department.

Staff reviewed the proposal with the general criteria for Certificates of Appropriateness and the criteria
for new construction and found that overall the project complied with the criteria, although staff did have
concerns about how installing sculptures might affect the open feeling of the park and that the sculptures
could create a “permanent wall effect” from certain viewpoints.

The project was approved by the CPPC on May 9, 2017 with an 18-month expiration date of November 9,
2018.

Revised Scope of Work

The project is ready to move forward with installation, but it was realized that the prior approval had
expired. The proposed art sculptures have been reduced in size to only be 40 inches tall and 42 inches
wide, instead of the previously approved 48 inches. According to the submitted application, the disk width
will now be six inches instead of eight, and the material will be glass fiber reinforced concrete. The
concrete slab will now be 48 inches by 24 inches in dimension with a depth of 6 inches.

Revised Staff Recommendation

Based on a determination of overall consistency with Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff
recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission approve the Certificate of
Appropriateness request for the installation of new art sculptures at 634 Roser Park Drive South, a
contributing feature to the Roser Park Local Historic District. As the sculptures have been reduced in size,
staff does not have the concern the sculptures will create a “permanent wall effect.” These sculptures can
easily be removed without causing any adverse effects to the park and to the historic district.

Conditions of approval are recommended as follows:

1) The applicant, artists, and installers shall acknowledge the potential for archaeological findings,
and report any findings that result from excavation to the City Historic Preservation Office or Parks
and Recreation Department. In addition, the applicant shall coordinate with City Historic
Preservation staff or Parks and Recreation Department staff to be present during any ground
disturbance activities.

2) No existing vegetation (other than grass) or landscape features are to be affected or removed.

3) Any design changes not included as part of this COA review and approval, shall require the
approval of the CPPC, except for minor changes as deemed appropriate by Staff.
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- CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG \ 9 -402.00040
S

NN UL 01201 ERTIFICATE OF

Sﬁt:l"swl‘ﬂ wocseerf P ROPRIATENESS

www.stpete.org APPLICATION

All applications are to be filled out completely and correctly. The application shall be submitted to the City of St. Petersburg’s
Planning and Development Services Department, located on the 8th floor of the Municipal Services Building, One Fourth
Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. Laura Duvekot, Historic Preservationist Il, (727) 892-5451 or Laura.Duvekot@stpete.org

% R , GENERAL INFORMATION :
+k .. 3 4
™ A S Rose Pack De S - 0% oo fk v S 30-311F-F091Y: pofp » 052
Property Address Parcel Identification No.
Ve PaudC
Historic District / Landmark Name Corresponding Permit Nos.
Owner’'s Name Property Owner’s Daytime Phone No.
Po oy 2317 Sk Vekerdour, F\ 47’5?5'
Owner’s Address, City, State, Zip Code 7 ) - Owner’'s Email
Sty Mo CammuntFonices Deeds — 2272-893-7357
Authorized Represenl&tive (N\ame & Title), if appliba/ble Representative’s Daytime Phone No.
Cidy of St Biercburs et SuSan.ayoc & Stpete. %
Owne{"s Address, City, State, lep Code Representative’s Email
APPLICATION TYPE (Check applicable) . TYPE OF WORK (Check applicable)
Addition Window Replacement Repair Only ]
New Construction Door Replacement In-Kind Replacement .
Demolition | Roof Replacement | New Installaton
Relocation Mechanical (e.g. solar) X | Other: avtwovic [/ install pk en
Y | Other: C oA Q‘)A’U‘)SIQ\/\

~ AUTHORIZATION

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
Community Planning and Preservation 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: Date:

Signature of Representative: M\/\m Date:
s U
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Jeff Whipple, “Relaxation Rollers”, sketch mock-up showing view from east of the five sculptures in Roser Park.
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Jeff Whipple, “Relaxation Rollers”, sketch mock-up showing view from west of two sculptures in Roser Park.




Jeff Whipple, “Relaxation Rollers”, sketch mock-up showing view from west of the five sculptures in Roser Park.







Jeff Whipple Sculptures for Roser Park Layout
42”

40”

Disk is 6” wide.

Grass Level

Concrete slab: 48” x 24”
6” deep

Welded steel wire remesh sheet Rebar extends to height of disk (6 bars per disk)



Jeff Whipple Sculptures for Roser Park
Rebar placement in concrete base

Concrete (GFRC)
Sculpture

vd

Sculpture is 40"H x 42" x 6"

Weight: 270 lbs.

#3 Rebar

:

Welded Steel Wire
Remesh Sheet ~




Jeff Whipple Sculptures for Roser Park
Aerial view of Roser Park showing location of the sculptures.

The five sculptures will be placed 14 feet apart from near the curb at 9th Ave. S. down the hill to 20
feet above the walkway along Booker Creek. None of the sculptures are located near a tree.




Appendix B:

COA 17-90200016
May 9, 2017 CPPC Package
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
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st.petersbhurg

www.stpete.org

STAFF REPORT

COMMUNITY PLANNING & PRESERVATION COMMISSION
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on May 9, 2017 beginning at 3:00 P.M.,
Council Chambers, City Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida

According to Planning and Economic Development Department records, no CPPC
member resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All
other possible conflicts, if any, should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

Legal Description:

Parcel ID No.:
Local Landmark:
Owner(s):
Applicant:
Request:

PR o =t AT
44 "N e

1 7.00%
| [ =IULUU

634 Roser Park Drive (Park Area)
ROSER PARK PARK AREA, DESC AS BEG SE COR LOT 4 BLK 1
ROSER PARK TH S 60FT(S) TH SE 370FT (S) TH E 110FT(S) TH S 175
FT (S) TH SW 20FT (S) TH N R/W ROSER PARK DR TH NW'LY ALG SD
R/W 935FT (S) TO E R/W 8TH ST TH N 28FT TH E ALG S R/W 8TH AVE
S 154FT TH S 50FT TH SE 75FT(S) TH SE 53.5FT TH E 59FT TO POB
30-31-17-76914-001-0050

Roser Park Historic District, HPC 87-01

City of St. Petersburg

Historic Roser Park Neighborhood Association

Approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness for the construction of a
permanent art installation in the north creek bank parkland, between 7
Street S and 6™ Street S, consisting generally of five individually placed,
sculpted disks at approximately four feet in diameter each.
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History and Significance

The Roser Park Historic District was designated as the City’s first local historic district in 1987,
and was included in the National Register of Historic Places in 1998. According to the original
local designation report, its historic period of significance ranges from 1910 to 1921. Roser Park,
albeit with a slightly different period of significance, was included in the National Register of
Historic Places in 1998. The park area is included as a contributing resource under each
nomination. The boundary of the historic district consists of no less than nine separately platted
subdivisions recorded between 1910 and 1916. Charles M. Roser, a wealthy entrepreneur, began
accumulating and subdividing the land adjacent to the Booker Creek banks in 1911, with his first
official plat recorded in 1913. However, the first recognition through platting of the parkland that
makes up the creek’s rising contours was recorded a few months earlier by Frank Wood who
subdivided the extreme northwest section west of 8™ Street South, just north of 71" Avenue South.
Both designation reports suggest cooperation between Roser and the adjacent developers
regarding subdivision design and preservation of the park open space. The bulk of Roser’s
platting efforts included the adjoining creek areas mostly recognized today as Roser Park.

While it is not entirely accurate to suggest that the entire historic district represents a technical
description or definition of a designed individual cultural landscape per the recognized
professional standard, it does represent one that is academically understood. The parkland and
its adjacent amenities represents the most precise definition of a designed cultural landscape
pursuant to the U.S. National Park Service standard. Therefore, it becomes significant in its own
right as a fairly definable area that has remained fairly unaltered from its historic design, while
also undergoing cultural weathering over time, as influenced by both natural and cultural agency.
That is, it has evolved and changed over time according to the imprints left by those who have
used it, managed it, and owned it during consecutive generations.

The diversity of built structural styles within the overall historic district is united in character by this
central parkland landscape that is fairly and clearly designed with a purposeful long-standing
schedule of preservation, vegetation plantings, and the addition of small and large-scale
landscape features. The primary natural feature of the landscape here is Booker Creek that runs
through deep, and the hilly contours that at one time was considered too steep, swampy and
lushly vegetated for development. It is important to note that early plat maps refer to the creek as
“Brooker Creek.”

The vision of Roser, having been born in Ohio where innovative land development was already
evident in nearby urban areas such as Chicago, Detroit, and Cleveland, allowed him to redesign
the uneven and nearly undevelopable lands around the creek with mostly replanted vegetation,
hex-block sidewalks and walkways, concrete step systems, bridges, arbors, rusticated creek
retaining walls, brick streets, and other detail-oriented and park-like amenities. He thusly created
a highly usable outdoor open space that was intrinsically tied to the surrounding neighborhood
where some of the most important residents in the City would reside.

Roser Park today remains as a unique landscape in St. Petersburg with its still meandering creek,
unusual hilly terrain, and the placement of its lots and houses that together create a distinctive
historically significant cultural landscape when compared to others in the City. The parkland has
been promoted and jointly maintained by its local residents over multiple decades through various
forms of proactive involvement. Historic streetlights were retrofitted into the setting, and an
outdoor walking museum with decorative information kiosks was established during the 1990s
through the neighborhood association’s completion of the Historic Roser Park Neighborhood Plan
(updated 2013). This continual activity represents active involvement in maintaining and
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improving the park area, which also calls for changes in programming and future planning for its
use that are consistent with its historic past.

A note regarding archaeological significance: The Booker Creek area is known to have been
settled as early as the 1850s. In addition, its prehistoric past is also important as a tested
archaeological area that may have hosted a native village or other type of gathering place.
Designated archaeological sites have been identified within proximity of the Roser Park Historic
District. The parklands abutting Booker Creek have been determined to have a Level 2 sensitivity
for archaeological resources. Archaeological Site PI01217N: Booker Creek 1 is an identified site
located over 150 feet west of the proposed public art installation, and would therefore not be
affected. The proposed excavation for the art installation do not require a Certificate to Dig under
Level 2 sensitivity parameters. It is known that these parklands are already highly disturbed from
prior activity. However, any ground disturbance activity should be monitored by the City Historic
Preservation Staff or the parks and Recreation Department (Condition 1).

PROJECT OVERVIEW

The Historic Roser Park Neighborhood Association is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for the installation on City-owned parkland of an art sculpture consisting of five disks
approximately four feet in diameter and eight inches wide each. The approximate location of the
disks is proposed to be approximately 200 feet west of 6™ Street South, and south of 9" Avenue
South. A basic path and spacing of the installation has been provided by the applicant (see below).
No trees or significant vegetation are proposed to be removed.

Basic path of five sculptural disks. Graphic by Applicant, 2017.
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The disks are to be made of a special glass fiber concrete with foam interiors, making them lighter
in weight. This type of concrete results in very resilient surface that will in turn be stained through
acid etching that penetrates the surface. A clear, anti-graffiti, anti-scratch coating will provide the
outer finish layer, allowing easy maintenance with soap and water. The sculpted disks are
designed to be set into individual concrete bases that are approximately 38" x 48" x 6” in
dimension, and secured in place using internal stainless steel reinforcement bars. The bases
would be inserted into the ground with the flat upper surface exposed to create a 15-inch buffer
area to allow for easy lawn mowing by the City’s Parks and Recreation Department.

Each of the disk’s two faces would reveal a relief image and lettering (Appendix B), and each will
be of a different color. The appearance of the five disks as a set intends to create the suggestion
that they are rolling downward directly on the existing grassed slope. Each represents a particular
animal species that frequents the park setting, and includes a quote or other type of positive,
inspirational message or popular quote (Appendix B).

The art installation was designed, and will be installed by local artists Jeff Whipple and Kevin
Brady. Examples of similar installations by the artists using this material can be observed at the
Thrill Hill Bridge, an outdoor bench at the Salvador Dali Museum, and The Ace Fountain at the
Bright House Field in Clearwater (shown below, respectively). The proposed art installation
project came to fruition through a City of St. Petersburg Community Services Department funding
grant that was awarded to the Roser Park Neighborhood Association for updating the Historic
Roser Park Neighborhood Plan. As part of the local initiative, Neighborhood Association members
have also coordinated closely with the Public Arts Commission, the Parks and Recreation
Department, and the Community Services Department who support the proposed project (see
support letter at Appendix B). The installation is to be maintained by the Historic Roser Park
Neighborhood Association.

g Sl e P Nk o !
Art installations by the artist: L) Thrill Hill Bridge-St. Pete; Mid) Outdoor bench-Salvador Dali Museum; R) Ace
Fountain-Clearwater.

It is important to reference the latest neighborhood plan titled Imagine Roser Park 2013. A major strategy
of the stakeholders is identified in the plan that seeks to “enhance parks and open spaces through
appropriate landscaping and multi-use trails, or urban gardening where appropriate.” In addition, another
related strategy includes “beautification through public art projects...” These strategies appear to support
the proposed art installation. The neighborhood plan also supports “public art and inspirational landscape
architecture” as a medium for inviting the general public to the park areas and to “foster creativity and
imagination.” In addition, it strongly supports public art such as park sculpture as a means to “raise
community pride and cooperation.”

In addition, the Historic Roser Park Neighborhood Association, since 1996, has recognized and
implemented a system throughout the historic district described as an Outdoor Museum. This system is
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comprised mainly of over 20 historical markers that identify important people, buildings, Native American
heritage, and other historical information. The system is complimented with a historical street light array.

The Neighborhood Association has also promoted planning for an annual arts and crafts festival along
Booker Creek. This type of festival tends to support the addition of appropriate public art in the parkland
area that does not diminish the historic integrity of the district or its historic landscape characteristics.
Public art projects can also be used as an aid in promoting historic preservation initiatives for local
resources including, but not limited to local and national historic districts. In addition, ongoing and future
public works projects for maintenance and repair of the various roadways, bridges, and sidewalks that run
through the district and parkland are in-progress, but separate from this COA request.

REVIEW OF CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

The evaluation of new construction as part of the COA process is important in terms of ensuring
compatibility with the historic neighborhood character of Roser Park and its parkland area as it
relates to design, scale, size, mass, and orientation, relating in part to its appearance and effect
on a historic cultural landscape that is a characteristic element of the overall historic planned
subdivision. In approving or denying COA applications for new construction, the CPPC shall
consider the Request for New Construction Assessment criteria below as part of their decision-
making process. These criteria are based on the St. Petersburg Design Guidelines for Historic
Properties and the Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties,
as well as, recognized review standards for urban design, cultural landscapes, and historic
preservation. Generally, the CPPC should discuss and consider as part of its evaluation:
e the appropriateness of what would be a permanent installation on City-owned parklands;
e the appropriateness of the size and scale of the proposed art installation and its
relationship to the historic natural and human-made setting;
e the proposed effect on the historic use of the park as either wholly natural, passive, or
recreational, or a combination of each and its effect on existing vegetation;
o the effect of the proposed installation as a permanent construct with regard to historic and
existing vistas and viewsheds, and open spaces.

Request for New Construction Assessment

General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness
In approving or denying COA applications for new construction, the CPPC shall evaluate the
following:

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

Any new construction is required to be compatible with the contributing resources within
the District. In this case, the historic cultural landscape is subject to the potential effects of
the proposed art installation due to its designed permanent and physical presence. While
the parkland is a contributing site to the historic district, no contributing historic building is
proposed to be directly altered or removed. As a public art project, content is not specifically
considered for the purposes of this report. Instead, placement, height, scale, and potential
ground disturbance are considered.

Regarding placement, there is a concern that the installation would create a feeling of
dividing the open space character of the park. Submitted graphics do suggest that the disks
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may be separated enough, and placed at varied orientations to prevent any wall effect from
a straight-on visual angle; however, from indirect angular views, a wall effect may still be
realized. The Applicant should work with Staff to better understand how the vertical and
horizontal planes created from the proposed art installation will be viewed from all available
angles (Condition 3). This is important for comparing this effect with the discussion
contained in the Historic Designation Report from 1987 that identifies as “key
characteristics” of the parkland, its creek, unique topography, and vegetation. Any new
structure that might otherwise obscure or unnecessarily block these features must be
closely considered and evaluated.

Height in this case is approximately four feet overall, which is not that tall for typical public
art work projects. This height lessens the possibility of obscuring existing plantings and
through vistas. However, a four-foot height of five individual objects may inadvertently
create an effect akin to a low- to medium-height wall when viewed from certain angles. This
type of permanent effect in what is currently a passive, landscaped open space may be
pronounced.

The scale of the installation is rather large in that it extends approximately 80 feet from the
top of the creek bank downward to the creek in an angular manner, spaced approximately
20 feet apart. It also suggests movement in that it appears to represent five disks rolling
down the hillside. This type of active movement on a permanent basis, may contradict the
intent of the passive nature of the park. It is important to note that each disk is
approximately 12.56 square feet each, with all five totaling approximately 62.8 square feet.
This relates to nearly 63 square feet of solid, opaque concrete mass placed in a purposeful
manner within the park.

The measure of ground disturbance is equal to the size of the concrete bases, which is
minimal considering the already disturbed site, where utility lines, lawn mowing, and other
public works activities have taken place over time. It is recommended that any ground
disturbance resulting in defined or undefined cultural artifacts during excavation be
reported to the Historic Preservation or City Parks and Recreation staff (Condition 1). The
applicant has not proposed to remove any vegetation other than grass (Condition 2). It is
important to note that the natural vegetation of the early creek appears to have been
cleared resulting in some vegetation that today may have the same age as the platted
subdivisions, and therefore, have become historic in its own right.

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

It is important to understand how visible the proposed art installation may be to existing
residential owners, of which several have direct views into the park area. Another may be
in how the proposed installation overall relates to the designed landscape of the site.
Originally, the park was designed to accommodate the benefits of the running stream and
to provide a pleasurable walking park through appointed exotic flora that also created park-
like views from the various residences and street-level sidewalks. It is acknowledged that
Roser also created hardened landscape features that over time, have interacted compatibly
with the natural landscape. In addition, there are numerous projections in the park already,
consisting of human-made structures such as signage, benches, history markers, and
utilities. Art installations, though human-made, are less utilitarian, and are typically found
in historic public parks, suggesting a typically compatible and appropriate physical
relationship, and are supported by the neighborhood plan.
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3. The extent to which the historic, architectural or archaeological significance,
architectural style, design, arrangement, texture, materials and color of the landmark
or the property will be affected.

While style is not considered, there is a concern that the installation and proposed
placement of large, sculpted concrete disks of varying colors could diminish the passive
nature and character of the park, and cause an unusual demarcation boundary within, or
compartmentalization of the open space.

4. Whether the denial of a Certificate of Appropriateness would deprive the property
owner of reasonable beneficial use of his property.

There is no evidence submitted to date indicating that the denial of this COA will deprive
the owner (the City) of reasonable beneficial use of the property.

5. Whether the plans may be reasonably carried out by the applicant.

There is no evidence to conclude that the proposed art installation cannot be reasonably
carried out by the applicant.

6. Certificates of Appropriateness for non-contributing structures in a historic district
shall be reviewed to determine whether the proposed work would negatively impact
a contributing structure or the historic integrity of the district. Approval of a COA
shall include any conditions necessary to mitigate or eliminate the negative impacts.

Based on the submitted design plans, the proposed art installation appears to be generally
compatible within typical park settings. However, close consideration should be given to
how the form of the large structure may affect any expected passive character that the park
currently provides, as well as, how its appearance from various pedestrian and onlooker
angles creates certain new effects (Condition 3).

Additional Guidelines for New Construction

1. The height of the proposed building shall be visually compatible with contributing
resources in the district.

The four-foot diameter of the proposed disks represent a four-foot height above the
ground. This height is nominal for typical art installations, which can be much taller. The
overarching concern though, is the effect the solid disks will have collectively when viewed
from certain angles and the height appears as a solid wall that may adversely affect the
passive character of the park and the expectations of visitors to it.

2. The relationship of the width to height of the frontal elevation shall be visually
compatible with contributing resources in the district.

As an art installation, there is no frontal elevation, and instead, the effect of its bulk or
massing is to be considered here. In this case, there is a concern that the length of the
installation may create a wall effect that may diminish the open landscaped character of
the park.
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The relationship of width of the windows to height of windows in a building shall be
visually compatible with contributing resources in the district.

Not applicable.

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.

As an adjunct here, and as previously referenced, the spacing of the disks affords
opportunities for openness when viewed from 90-degree angles; however, this openness
may exhibit increased closure at more obtuse angular views, which in turn, may create a
permanent wall effect in what has typically been a passively open landscape. Additional
consideration should be given to this type of effect (Condition 3).

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

See above discussions. Any effect to existing historic buildings is not relevant as part of
this report since no building is directly or physically affected, except for impositions to their
available views and vistas. The nearest building would be approximately 80 feet south,
across the creek (the applicant has not provided information regarding these types of
relationships). In this case, the vertical presence would run directly through the parkland
in_a lengthy manner that may cause visitors to the park to feel as if it has become
aesthetically subdivided. In this case, aesthetics is important in that the 1987 historic
designation report indicates that “the spatial and aesthetic combination of the features
along Booker Creek Drive between Ninth and Sixth Streets South creates one of the most
unique areas in St. Petersburg.” The report goes on to read that “the visual focal point is
Booker Creek and the surrounding parkland.” There is an impact due to the scale of the
proposed art installation in that it runs at near length through the north-south width with an
obvious presence that would become a permanent fixture here.

The relationship of entrance and porch projections to sidewalks of a building shall
be visually compatible with contributing resources in the district.

Not applicable.

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

Instead of considering a fagade for this criterion, the materials, texture, and color may be
considered for the five concrete disks. Concrete, of which the proposed circular disks are
to be constructed, is already represented in the park area in the form of sidewalks, step
systems, base structures, and revetments. However, the presence of five, four-foot
diameter disks in the park setting, each of a different color, appears to be unprecedented
based on its particular form in the history of structural additions here. The texture of the
concrete is difficult to assess in that real-life reliefs are proposed to be revealed on each
face of the disks. The use of smooth, hardened concrete is certainly opposed to the soft
elements of the vegetated landscape; however, other hardened features have proven to
be compatible and acceptable such as meandering sidewalks, steps that also create
divisions, and various forms of landscape walls. Limited information has been provided for
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understanding the relationship between the existing state of the landscape, and the effect
of the proposed art installation on the site. Now, it can be argued that gigantic structures
such as connector bridges have also been added later, which may have created extreme
adverse impacts to the overall design, continuity, and passive character of the parkland
as a whole and then to what remained.

8. The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with contributing resources

in the district.

Not applicable.

9. Appurtenances of a building such as walls, wrought iron, fences, evergreen,

landscape masses, building facades, shall, if necessary, form cohesive walls of
enclosures along a street, to insure visual compatibility of the building with
contributing resources in the district.

Typically, an art installation could be interpreted to be an appurtenance to either a building
or an open area. However, in this case, it becomes the primary focal point and object of
new construction that may overwhelm. It is known that designed walls that enclose yards
and move along planned landscape areas have historic precedent in the park and the
district. In these types of instances, cohesiveness is enhanced through the creation of
landscaped pods and green open areas as both focal points and cumulative green space.
While no significant vegetation is proposed to be removed, the permanent installation of
the five, four-foot diameter disks of various colors that would run an irregular length of
approximately 80 feet, appears to create an unusual bifurcation of the parkland. It is
important to consider that the notion of progress, or downward movement of the

installation, as if the disks were rolling toward the creek, may also oppose this passive
character, though previous active events have been held in the park, albeit more
temporary in duration.

In contrast, the installation may encourage increased use of the open areas of the park
that occur on fairly steep slopes. However, the steep slopes also seem to discourage the
placement of attractions that are not easily accessible to some who would view them in

close proximity. A consideration may include the stability of the proposed structures in
relation to visitors who would not appear to have smooth surfaces on which to closely
observe the installation pieces. Of course, the proposed art installation would not appear
to be fully accessible to those with certain disabilities, for example, under the provisions
of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA-see Condition 4).

10. The size of a building, the mass of a building in relation to open spaces, the

11.

windows, door openings, porches and balconies shall be visually compatible with
contributing resources in the district.

See above discussions regarding effects of size to open space.

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

The main consideration here relates to a directional character that would occur as a result
of the proposed art installation. The unnatural, angled directional movement of the five
colored disks would be an obvious impact to the more passive, open space and natural
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character of the park. Typically, passive parks that retain large open areas historically,
would appear to change, or be altered, with the addition of a building or structure that
could create a boundary that divides or diminishes a prior feeling of passiveness, breadth
of openness, or obscuring of a vista or viewshed, etc. Notwithstanding landscape
elements such as sidewalks and step systems that were historically designed into the
parkland by 1920, new permanent features that are four feet in height, and that could be
viewed as a rather lengthy collective installation in what is a passive park, may cause a
diminished sense of open space and contribute to confinement. The effect in this case
would be from varied perspectives from which the total installation is viewed. Perhaps
additional information is necessary to better understand how the physical opaqueness of
the proposed disks would appear from these various perspectives (Condition #3).

12. 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;

See above discussions regarding size and scale. The proposed art installation of five
concrete disks would not destroy historic materials that were identified in the historic
designation report, and would be differentiated from the old. The addition of a hardened
structure such as the proposed art installation is quite different than adding new plantings.
It is obvious that there is no direct precedent in the Roser Park parkland for any art
installation with the proposed size and scale. Therefore, there is a concern that its length
may diminish the historic, passive and open feeling of the parkland.

13. 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.

It appears that if the proposed art installation is approved, and then removed in the future,
that no significant impairment, or adverse effect to the open space character of the park
would occur.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

COA 17-90200016: Based on a determination of general consistency with the City of St.
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan, and Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff finds that the
Certificate of Appropriateness request for the construction and installation at the Roser Park
parkland, of a sculptural art installation as evaluated herein, generally meets the criteria for
approval under certain conditions.

Conditions of Approval:

1. The applicant, artists, and installers shall acknowledge the potential for archaeological
findings, and report any findings that result from excavation to the City Historic
Preservation Office or Parks and Recreation Department. In addition, the applicant shall
coordinate with City Historic Preservation staff or Parks and Recreation Department staff
to be present during any ground disturbance activities.

2. No existing vegetation (other than grass) or landscape features are to be affected or
removed.
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The applicant shall provide additional scaled drawings that indicate the visibility and view
perspectives of the proposed art installation, all of which shall be considered by staff, or
by the CPPC at a public hearing date to be determined.

. Any requirement to meet accessibility provisions under the Americans with Disabilities Act,

or other accessibility standard, that would add to, alter, or change the submitted art
installation proposal as evaluated in this report shall require approval by the CPPC at a
public hearing date to be determined.

. The art installation, as proposed and conditioned herein, is subject to review and approval
by all other applicable City departments.

. Any design changes not included as part of this COA review and approval, shall require
the approval of the CPPC, except for minor changes as deemed appropriate by Staff.
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APPENDIX A
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COA Application, Supporting information

FP #0732

—F— CERTIFICATE OF
— APPROPRIATENESS

|
st petershurg
www.sipete.arg Application No. _/7-202 2o2( ¢ cpoe.

All applicatione are to be Hlled our campletsly and comectly. The appiieaiion shall ba submitied Ia te City of St. Patersburg'a
Planning and Economic Develuprnent Department, laceted on (he Blh ficor of the lunicipal Sonvices Bulaing, Ove Faurh
Streel North, St Pefersburg, Florida.

GEKERAL INFORMATION

NAME of APPLICANT @Property Gwner): CB.’?’ o Sf. ?@Q@.‘&w

Street Address:
City, Stata, Zlp:
Talaphone No;
Emagil Address.:
NAME of AGENT or REPRESENTATIVE: .1 v Brdde ok %fmﬁaﬁt\@?&&%
Straat Address: Ax Tropeck Caul 5. 4
City, Stats, Zip: ¢ *pei.etgs,ge,l e 3370 gf
Telephona No 812 - 4 7. Ly22% L
Email Addreas; "wu—w}‘bt e & e . Com &
PROPEATY INFORMATION: |

Street Addrass:  Badesem Mrd & Bosen- Thun DO € 03¢ Foser BROA S,
Parcel ID of Tract Number:  Zd. wy.-1%2 . oM op1&8 s 2D

General Locstion: Bopler— Cpofbl FFr) Repel? - Resern Panw
Degdgnaliun Number; H-R: - g?.gu CI'Y OF 5T. FETERSB
MAR 23 A0

AUTHORIZATION

2

City staff and the designated Commission will visit the subject property during rERAESNG SIBMECIRETEIRE
Ahy cade violefiang on the property that are nated during the Ihepectione will be refered to the city's Codes
Compliance Agsistance Daparbiment.

By signing this applicabior, the apalicant sffirms that alf informatior contained witfrin this appfication packet has
been read and that the information on this applisalion repregents an accurate description of the prepesad work.
The applicant certifies that the projact descxibed in thig application, =& detailed by the prans and spasifications
anclosed, will be constructad In sxect accoriance with atoresaid plans and spacifications. Further, the applicant
agrees o conform ta all condiions of appraval. It is \nderstood that aspraval of this applicatisn by the
Commissian in po way constitutes approvel of a building pamalt ar ather required City panvét approvals. Filing
an application does not guarantes approval,

NOTES: 1) ILis incumbent upon the applicant bo submit correst IMormation. Any mislezding, decsplive,
Incomplete or ingorrect Informeation may invalldate your approval,
2} To accept an ageqt's signature, 2 notarized Istter of authorlzation from the propedty awner must

accompany the appllcation.
Date: 3|3 \:o \T

Signature of Owner f Agent { N}

UWPBATED o5-1280712
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—— CERTIFICATE OF
-

-l APPROPRIATENESS

st.petersbury
www.stpeie.urg NARRATIVE (pase10r2)

All applications must provide justificatlon for the requested GOA based on the criterla sel lorth in the
Historic and Archesclogical Preservation Qverlay (Clty Coda Section 16.20.0700. These ctlterla ane based
upoh the L.B. Secretary of the nterior's Standards far Ihe Treatment of Histaric Properties (avallable on-
lino at www.nps.govihisteryhpadpeistandards_guidetines.him). Please typa ar print ciorly. Ilegible
responscs will not be accaptad. Please upe additional sheels of paper i necassary.

GENERAL INFORMATION
Property Address. oY Pemer. Bare Do S COA Case No: | 7-¥2 vwer &
oppt.
Type of ARequest Propused Use
O Alerationr of buiking/struciure O Single-Tamily residenca
1 New Construction O Muliidamily residence
O HRelocation M Restaurant CITY OF ST PETERSBURG|:
O Damelitian O HotelWotal
. ] MAR 23 2017
0O Aleration o archaeclogical site 0O Ollice
Site Work ) ;}"‘"‘“‘af PG & ECONOME DEVELOPMENT
Other

Estimated Cost of Werk: g&fﬁr Qe
WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK

Explain what changes will be made to the following architactural elaments and how the changes will be
eccomplished. Flease piovide & detailed brochure or samples of new matariale.

1. Structural System (sw I QQK él-,-Q.Sc.\r ]‘DM \a.w\ &g\oz 5)

2. Roof ard Roofing Symtem

[Py SR

Page 1 ¢of 2
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— CERTIFICATE OF
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3. Wind
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5. Exterior siding
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7. Porches, Carriage Porch, Patio, Carpon, and Steps
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9. Quibuildings

10. Landscaping, Parking, Sidevalk, Gardun features
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Thare will te pieniees sizel reinforcament bars 1hal BUPPO the Te<s Brd connect therr 42 COrceie bReoE.

Tha disks will be rolared with acid-atched coacrehe strin, which banrds with -he ennerie helow tha surfaca mthar than jiss siting an the
surface ke reguler paind. This creabas 8 very scratch-resztand aurface.

Tha aurface wil ba soaled with 8 Cloar anti-grafin cosking thatwil aliow for cleanng by hand wiping with 205p and walse or mdd aolvents bo
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warkara 1o ugs lawn moweara and weadwhachkare arcund tha baae without geting near the sculpiurea.
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MAR 23 2077

PLAMTNG & ECOMOUIC DEVELOPMEIT




17-90200016
Page 18 of 36

CPPC Case No.:




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 19 of 36




17-90200016
Page 20 of 36

CPPC Case No.:

g3l YlIM sqe|s 91210U0I U0 pajunowl s3si(d

358H 818.0U07

/uum.tzm scBJD

d ;



17-90200016
Page 21 of 36

CPPC Case No.:

Jdegad Yiim sge|s 93=242U03 Uuo pajunow sisig

aAseq A3_SUCT

- oS
.

"Ajiqess ppe pue Eul_w;
32Npsl 0] 183UsD Wieos

/ |08Lns ssei1S

S2q SWISIONIRY

M3IA 34IS



CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 22 of 36




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 23 of 36

&

(Rl
AL
éfl;'“ MG




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 24 of 36




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 25 of 36

e e

o w beat},ﬂﬁd itis, dy




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 26 of 36

. 0 ~Marg aret

- - e - &%
T4 g0 s 11'3‘-0‘ "

7 4 B,

o



CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 27 of 36




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 28 of 36




CPPC Case No.: 17-90200016
Page 29 of 36

From: Jeft Whipple jcAGuj=funppnaom
Suiact Hi: Fubic At
Date. Febryary 2, 7017 3t 12:38 PIA
To Lary Blddle wiryjbiddieric.ozm
e Wethy Muphy PosBY <athwiunchy @78 gmail 2o, kevin acatly boberly Smsnaoen

11 Latty,

Answens to five of Susan’s questions arc below. Kevin is raveling right now but said he'd got
details on (he matcrials when he gers back to St. Pete if they 'v¢ needed. That would be brand
names and specifications but 1 don’t think they re asking for that much detail,

2)  Has artist worked with materil before? If so, any issues with vandalism? (fow sturdy is
maateriaf)

Kcvin has public art in 8t. Pete thal wuy made wilh this material. One project is on & bridge along
a sidewalk. It’s called “The History of Thrill Hill Bridge” and it is comprised of scveral cast
cement panels that depict historic images of the area. The panels are highly accessible to
pedestrian and bicycle raffic. The panels have not suffered any damages. This is the same
material, GFRC (glass fiber reinforced cament), we're using on our sculpturcs but the
placement of the sculptures won’t have anything like the kind of direct fast-motion
pedestrian and bike acooss as the sidewalk on “Thrill Bridge.” Kevin also uscd the same
material for the base of the bench he made for the Salvador Dali Museum. That bench is
outdoars and shows no damage. He used GFRC for the *“I'he Ast Fountsin® at Bright House
Field in Clearwaler. That art fountain fearures g sculpture of a bascball pitcher on a GFRC column

with a circular pool made with cast GFRC wall pancls. That is a high-traffic and public imteructive
artwork with a waler [enlure Lhat is holding up fine.

3} Wl progiii be easy o remove from the surface of the work? Wit there be & speciol
conting?

The surface will be sealed with a clear anti-graffiti coating that will allew for clesming by hand
wiping with soap and water or mild solvents to remove pralliti. The coating creates a non-stick
surface that repels graffiti made with paint, speay paint, and permanent markers, With this coating
the grathiti can be removed without damaging the color treatment (3¢¢ below) of the sculptures. It
also adds another level of TV light protection '

4) Wil the color be added to the concrere mix when pleces are created? Or will they be
painted? -

The senlpturcs will be colored with acid-eiched voncrete stain after they are cast and cwed. The
acid stain honds with the conarete chemically, below the surface, rather than just sitting on the
surlace like rugular paint.

5} What tppe and kow often will maintenance occur? Question abowt need to pressure wash
if mildews?

With the top coating. mildew i unlikely. Tt isn’t permeable and is o mildew rexistant material.
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aitl accurnulales on e Bc!llpll.lles l.l.'l.#j' LN be cleanca with S0dp and waicr. rressure wasning I8
possthlc but thoy arcn®t very large and someone can ¢Jean all five with a bucket of soapy water
and sponges and towels more easily than washing a car,

) If work is domaged, will neighborkand maintairnyspair

This is a typical fssuc in all public art projects and it's always clarified in the contrace, Tf there is
significant damage and the artist is still available, they can be comracted to do or oversee the
repair. 10 the artist is not available a loeal art technician can be hired to repair the artwork. Tn
regards to the sculptures we're creating, any damage that. is not catasmophic, (i.e. rmn over hy a
dumptruck}, would be relatively easy o patch, recolor and revoat.
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ROSER PARK PUBLIC ARTWORK BUDGET ESTIMATE

“‘Relaxation Rollers for Roser Park”
Five Sculptures by Kevin Brady and Jeff Whipple

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The design of this artwark consisls of Ave sepatle casl conerele
sculplurey thal ure shaped like disks. The diska are lour feet in diametec and eight inches thick.
They cach have sculpied irmages on both sides along with quotss in carved text, Each disk is
mounted on 4 conerels gleb base. The divk melyllation 19 in Raser Park with Uhe sculplures placed
aboul, twenty feel apart. They are spread down a hill in a manner that snppests that the disks arc
relling down the hill o a place near the creek.

PROGJECT MATERIALS, DESIGN, ARTWORK, INSTALLATION, AND FEES
ESTIMATES

Maodeling clay (703.77 ihs. efay per efisk x $3.30/bs. Reusable jor each disk.):
§2322

Sculpring/carving tools:
$80

Studia equipment feustom made sculpture suppores with wheels):
700

Cement mixer:
£400

Armaturc supports (strictieres ta reinforce the fowm armatirex und clay sculptures):
§4TT

TFoam ammatares {1hese are compiter cut — CNC - foam structsaes which will pravide ihe baye
[for the modeling clay in the sculptvres, Pedroni Precasi, Inc., Jackvorville, Florida):
S2300

Rubber mield material (Smoorfi-on “Brush-on 407, 5 gallow unit: $545.71 eack incl. tox and
shipping 10 molds with 2 galfons each) 4.4 unies:
f2841

Surlnce reatmems ((Tolnr concrete ecid stain and profective topeoar. 7 galloms of each ar
$40gatlom )
$280

Studie rental and utilities /4§ months):
sRoa0
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Custing aculpturcs (GFRC casting - reigforced cemment and rebar from molds):
$1200 each - $6HM for five

Options 1: This may be done by the artists in a rented stidio with assistants.
Options 2: A contractor may be hired to cast the sculptures from the molds. ‘L'his
price is bazced on cstimate from Pedront Procast. Luc, Jacksonville, Florida.
Neste: The fineal devigm of the moldy will delermine the complexity nf the costing
procesy. d eontractir may be helter eguipped in do the custing with size amd
elght considerations.

Cast Sculptre Supports (Wood, metal and foam supporly for vack of the five disky that would
cid in transport and instaliation, )
$2000

Artwork Trausportation firseck rentals, Nift equipment rentals. shipping materials):
$4600

Artwork bagey and ingtallation of (e veulplures (This iy the framing und concrete application for
the scadplurat Hases on the shes. Inclides placing sculptures on the bases and casting the
concrere with reinforcements 1o the scuiptures.):
$5500
Note: We received eatimates from fwo contractory in Pineliey Counly and thiv iv based nn
boik The estimees are hused on size, weight, complexity, labwor, materials and focatlon.
Mury of those deteils are unclenir G this time and the estimedes cannor be exact,

Artist transportation and Lousing (Sire visits, on-site work and refaied meetings. Ges and moied):
$2000

Liabifity insurancc:
52500

Artists fec (Design, Sculpting, Administration. Supervising Conlractors, Mold Making. ).
$25000

TOTAL: 365000

CQONTACT:

Jleff Whippie
(813) 223-6190
jeff@jeffwhipple
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APPENDIX C
Photos of Roser Park Parkland

%

2. Approximate area of installation looking southerly Photo by Staff 2017
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o

4. Starting point at top of bank for first disk. Also, examples of previously installed
projections/objects currently in the parkland. Photo by Staff, 2017
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5. I5reviously installed

rojtiosbj‘ets such as this Outdoor Museum ker. hoto by Staff,
2017
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APPENDIX D
Public Comment (as of May 2, 2017

Number of public notice comments: Two non-committal telephone inquiries were handled

Number of comments from other sources: 1 (Community Services Department-see below)

MEMORANDUM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

TO: Derek Kilborn, Urban Design and Historic Preservation Manager
FROM: Susan Ajoc, Community Services Director

DATE: March 27, 2017

RE: Historic Roser Park Public Arts Proposal

The Historic Roser Park Neighborhood updated their neighborhood plan with the assistance of a
consultant, the Renaissance Planning Group, with assistance from the Community Services Department
in December 2014. Neighborhood Branding and Involvement were major priorities to the community.
One of the proposed projects identified was the use of public art as the vehicle to brand their
neighborhood. As a result of the neighborhood plan update, Historic Roser Park has $150,000 available
for various projects within the community to assist with implementation.

Community Services staff and Historic Roser Park representatives met with the Public Arts Commission
to discuss the interest of the neighborhood resident to pursue an art proposal to create a signature
piece unique to the community. One of the Public Arts Commission members is also a resident within
the Historic Roser Park community agreed to participate to ensure resident input and ohserve the artist
selection process. The neighborhood also contracted with a consuitant, who was a former cultural arts
manager for the city, to advise and lead the residents through a public arts process.

The Certificate of Appropriateness application submitted is the result of a process in which residents and
artists were engaged to identify concepts and potential artwork appropriate for the neighborhood.
Community Services staff supports the neighborhood’s efforts to move forward in their process to move
toward implementation of their public arts project. Staff have fadlitated been discussions with several
departments to discuss issues, identify the necessary requirements, and outfine remaining processes.

Please contact me if you have any questions or comments.
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Maps of Subject Property



N HESTES

Y 9

.
R
M
|

i HIAVEFS

- 3 A 5“‘ Y ~8TH AVE s.
8TnH;AVES ------- - g :
- \«l = S . L =
. el o 1R @ SiNHYAVEESH
g BN G » -ﬂ|_ - - il
R .
0 I S T
SR s =2
S B Ry S
&, L A --
U) “0 " " b 2
N :
= \\, _
(©) & by ‘A
5 QQ e
w i ~. 4 3
. hnT e v <
d ' '8‘ ; ‘\ /
L TR Y ¥ .
u@.!ﬁ" .| el 5 5 ' ‘
. ’ ") d £

N.,

'giNHI ST SE™

',‘..

_f.-_'_;.;;---
U GTHISTS

A

Communlty Plannlng and Preservatlon Commlssmn

634 Roser Park Dr S/Roser Park

AREA TO BE APPROVED, CASE NUMBER

SHOWN IN m 19-90200040 SCALE

1"=175"

N




7TTHSTS

L 7TH AVE S

8THSTS

Zny
-

8TH AVE S
8TH AVE S
0 8TH AVE S
'_
w
T
'_
N~
wn
|_
(@)
5 ——]
9THAVE S L
wn
(@]
e -
o
(7))
wn
5 L 0
T wn
= T
o] B
10TH AVE S
Ro
S
@,9,04
] g,
0 0 H 0
7 s 7
T T I
b ~ 5

Community Planning and Preservation Commission

634 Roser Park Dr S/Roser Park

AREA TO BE APPROVED, CASE NUMBER

SHOWN IN m 19-90200040

>

W
P Q
B
am




	COA_Application January 2021 Historic Roser.pdf
	Part I - COA App Checklist
	Part II - COA General Info
	Part III - COA Matrix
	Part IV - COA App
	Part V - COA App Narrative


	NAME of APPLICANT Property Owner: City of St. Petersburg
	Street Address: P.O. Box 2842
	City State Zip: St. Petersburg, FL   33731
	Telephone No: 
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	11 Other 1: relocation of previously approved Historic Roser Park "rolling coins" project east of prior approved location due to concerns related ground erosion near canal walls and potential impact of disturbing the soil in five locations uphill north of erosion location. 
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