
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

URBAN PLANNING AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION

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 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.

AGENDA ITEM: CITY FILE NO.: 20-90200108

REQUEST: Review of a Certificate of Appropriateness for replacement of a front
door at 230 30th St. N., a contributing property to the Kenwood Section
– Seminole Park Local Historic District (17-90300003)

OWNERS: Casey Nicholas Kochey and Alison Remy Kochey

PARCEL ID NO.: 23-31-16-35118-015-0021

ADDRESS: 230 30th St. N.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: HALL’S CENTRAL AV NO. 2 BLK 15, N 67 FT OF VILLA SITE 2 LESS W 10FT

ZONING: NT-2
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Figure 1: Subject property

Historic Significance
The residence at 230 30th St. N. (“the subject property”) was designed and built by local developer Cade
Allen in 1938-1939. Cade Allen is most noted for the construction of stone homes in the St. Petersburg
neighborhood of Allendale Terrace, but was also contracted to build several other homes throughout the
city. Allen was known for building high-quality masonry homes that were sturdy both in physical
construction and visible styling. They often featured Mediterranean references.

The subject property is constructed of hollow clay tile clad in stucco and features a clay barrel tile roof,
cylindrical tile gable end vents, and a cross-gabled, one-story form. Its late-1930s construction date makes
it a slightly later addition to the group of 1920s Boom-era homes surrounding Seminole Park. It is
prominently sited on a corner lot to the southwest of the park. Its dual significance as not only a
contributing property to the Seminole Park Local Historic District (17-90300003) but also an example of a
Cade Allen home makes it a particularly noteworthy resource within the subject district.

The front-gable, shown at left in Figure 1, contains a semi-enclosed porch. This space is noted to have
been a porch in the 1952 Sanborn Map of the area (Figure 2). From the photograph in the 1939
advertisement shown in Figure 3, though, it appears that some sort of screen or shutter was present
historically. It is the glazed single action door shown at the right side of this porch entry space that is
proposed for replacement herein.



Case No. 20-90200108

CPPC January 12, 2021

pg. 3

Figure 2: Subject property shown in 1952 Sanborn Map (clip from Sheet 305), open front porch indicated with
dashed lines at lower right (southeast) corner

Figure 3: St. Petersburg Times advertisement for subject property, March 15, 1939
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Project Description and Review

Project Description

The existing front door is a wooden door with single-pane full glazing. As shown in the attached
application, it features visible rot. It does not appear to be original to the house, but doors with single-
pane glazing were becoming increasingly popular around the subject property's time of construction, and
historic photographs do show similar doors used as primary entrances at other buildings designed by Cade
Allen, as shown in two examples below.

Figure 4: 1931 Photograph of property at 3822 Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. St. N.

Figure 5: 1936 Photograph of property at 1007 39th

Ave. N.

General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness and Staff Findings

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

Consistent The proposed door maintains the existing visual transparency of the subject
property's entrance.

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

Consistent The proposed project will not affect the building’s footprint or size of any
openings and will have minimal impact on other resources within the district.

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

Consistent The proposed door will introduce a non-historic material in its fiberglass
construction. However, its design replicates one that is present and
appropriate to the subject property and district.

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

Consistent Photographs of rot at the existing door were provided.
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5. Whether the plans may be reasonably carried out by the applicant.

Consistent There is no indication that the applicant cannot carry out the proposal.

6. A COA for a noncontributing structure 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 negative impacts.

Not
applicable

The subject property is listed as a contributing property.

Additional Guidelines for Alterations

1. A local landmark 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.

Consistent The subject property is, and will continue to be, a single-family residence.

2. 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 reasonable.

Consistent As noted above, the proposed replacement door features stylistic
characteristics demonstrated by similar properties, but the style of the original
door is not known.

3. 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 without sufficient documentary evidence,
shall not be undertaken.

Consistent

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

Consistent

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

Consistent The door to be removed is likely not historic and shows deterioration.

6. 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, texture, and other visual qualities and, where reasonable, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence.

Consistent The opening and trim will be preserved and repaired as necessary.
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7. 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.

Consistent No harsh treatments have been proposed or observed.

8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and
preserved if designated pursuant to this section. If such resources must be disturbed,
mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

Not
applicable

The subject property is not located within a known archaeological sensitivity
area.

Summary of Findings

Staff evaluation yields a finding of the following criteria being met by the proposed project:

 General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness: 5 of 5 relevant criteria met.

 Additional Guidelines for Alterations: 7 of 7 relevant criteria met.

Staff Recommendation and Conditions of Approval

Based on a determination of general consistency with Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff
recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission approve with conditions the
Certificate of Appropriateness request for the alteration of the property at 230 30th St. N.. Staff
recommends the following conditions, which are consistent with the application materials, be noted in
the approval:

1. The existing door opening and trim will be preserved, as proposed.

2. All other necessary permits shall be obtained. Any additional work shall be presented to staff for
determination of the necessity of additional COA approval.

3. This approval will be valid for 24 months beginning on the date of revocation of the local
Emergency Declaration.
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The Home Depot Special Order Quote
H0257-359230Customer Agreement #:

All prices are subject to change.  Customer is responsible for verifying product selec ons.  The Home Depot will not accept returns for the below products.

Printed Date: 10/5/2020

Address:

Phone 1:

Phone 2:

Email:

CASEY KOCHEY

727-251-2547

230 30TH STREET NORTH
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL
33713

CASEYKOCHEY@GMAIL.CO
M

727-459-2481

Customer:

2300 22ND AVE NORTH
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL
33713

Store: 0257

PATRICKAssociate:

Address:

Phone: 727-898-1100

Pre-Savings Total:

Total Savings:

Pre-Tax Price:

$532.29

($0.00)

$532.29

37.5 x 81.5 Belleville Smooth Fiberglass Jamb Type = Rot
Resistant

1100-1 - $532.29 $532.29

Item #    |                                   Item Description                                     |   Room Location   |             Unit Price             |     Qty      |      Total Price

Catalog Version 160

Printed By:www.HomeDepot.com Date Printed: 10/5/2020 12:08 PMPATRICK3of1Page



Quote Summary:

Line # Item Summary Price Qty Total Price

100-1 37.5 x 81.5 Belleville Smooth Fiberglass Jamb
Type = Rot Resistant $532.29 1 $532.29

Jamb Upgrades $17.32 1 $17.32

No Brickmould ($10.32) 1 ($10.32)

Base Price - Door(s) $525.29 1 $525.29
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	Figure
	Figure 1: Subject property

	Historic Significance

	The residence at 230 30th St. N. (“the subject property”) was designed and built by local developer Cade
Allen in 1938-1939. Cade Allen is most noted for the construction of stone homes in the St. Petersburg
neighborhood of Allendale Terrace, but was also contracted to build several other homes throughout the
city. Allen was known for building high-quality masonry homes that were sturdy both in physical
construction and visible styling. They often featured Mediterranean references.

	The subject property is constructed of hollow clay tile clad in stucco and features a clay barrel tile roof,
cylindrical tile gable end vents, and a cross-gabled, one-story form. Its late-1930s construction date makes
it a slightly later addition to the group of 1920s Boom-era homes surrounding Seminole Park. It is
prominently sited on a corner lot to the southwest of the park. Its dual significance as not only a
contributing property to the Seminole Park Local Historic District (17-90300003) but also an example of a
Cade Allen home makes it a particularly noteworthy resource within the subject district.

	The front-gable, shown at left in Figure 1, contains a semi-enclosed porch. This space is noted to have
been a porch in the 1952 Sanborn Map of the area (Figure 2). From the photograph in the 1939
advertisement shown in Figure 3, though, it appears that some sort of screen or shutter was present
historically. It is the glazed single action door shown at the right side of this porch entry space that is
proposed for replacement herein.
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	Figure
	Figure
	Figure 2: Subject property shown in 1952 Sanborn Map (clip from Sheet 305), open front porch indicated with
dashed lines at lower right (southeast) corner

	Figure
	Figure 3: St. Petersburg Times advertisement for subject property, March 15, 1939

	Case No. 20-90200108
CPPC January 12, 2021
pg. 4

	Case No. 20-90200108
CPPC January 12, 2021
pg. 4

	Project Description and Review

	Project Description

	The existing front door is a wooden door with single-pane full glazing. As shown in the attached
application, it features visible rot. It does not appear to be original to the house, but doors with single�pane glazing were becoming increasingly popular around the subject property's time of construction, and
historic photographs do show similar doors used as primary entrances at other buildings designed by Cade
Allen, as shown in two examples below.

	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure 4: 1931 Photograph of property at 3822 Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. St. N.

	Figure 5: 1936 Photograph of property at 1007 39th
Ave. N.

	General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness and Staff Findings

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

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


	to be done.

	Consistent 
	The proposed door maintains the existing visual transparency of the subject
property's entrance.

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

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


	Consistent 
	The proposed project will not affect the building’s footprint or size of any
openings and will have minimal impact on other resources within the district.

	3. The extent to which the historic, architectural, or archaeological significance, architectural

	3. The extent to which the historic, architectural, or archaeological significance, architectural


	style, design, arrangement, texture and materials of the local landmark or the property
will be affected.

	Consistent 
	The proposed door will introduce a non-historic material in its fiberglass
construction. However, its design replicates one that is 
	present and

	appropriate to the subject property and district.

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

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


	Consistent 
	Photographs of rot at the existing door were provided.
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	5. Whether the plans may be reasonably carried out by the applicant.

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


	Consistent 
	There is no indication that the applicant cannot carry out the proposal.

	6. A COA for a noncontributing structure 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 negative impacts.

	6. A COA for a noncontributing structure 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 negative impacts.


	Not
applicable

	The subject property is listed as a contributing property.

	Additional Guidelines for Alterations

	1. A local landmark 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

	1. A local landmark 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.

	Consistent 
	The subject property is, and will continue to be, a single-family residence.

	2. 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 reasonable.

	2. 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 reasonable.


	Consistent 
	As noted above, the proposed replacement door features stylistic
characteristics demonstrated by similar properties, but the style of the original
door is not known.

	3. 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 without sufficient documentary evidence,
shall not be undertaken.

	3. 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 without sufficient documentary evidence,
shall not be undertaken.


	Consistent

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

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


	Consistent

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

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


	Consistent 
	The door to be removed is likely not historic and shows deterioration.

	6. 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, texture, and other visual qualities and, where reasonable, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence.

	6. 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, texture, and other visual qualities and, where reasonable, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence.


	Consistent 
	The opening and trim will be preserved and repaired as necessary.
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	7. 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.

	7. 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.


	Consistent 
	No harsh treatments have been proposed or observed.

	8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and
preserved if designated pursuant to this section. If such resources must be disturbed,
mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

	8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and
preserved if designated pursuant to this section. If such resources must be disturbed,
mitigation measures shall be undertaken.


	Not
applicable

	The subject property is not located within a known archaeological sensitivity
area.

	Summary of Findings

	Staff evaluation yields a finding of the following criteria being met by the proposed project:

	 General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness: 5 of 5 relevant criteria met.

	 General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness: 5 of 5 relevant criteria met.

	 Additional Guidelines for Alterations: 7 of 7 relevant criteria met.


	Staff Recommendation and Conditions of Approval

	Based on a determination of general consistency with Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff
recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission approve with conditions the
Certificate of Appropriateness request for the alteration of the property at 230 30th St. N.. Staff
recommends the following conditions, which are consistent with the application materials, be noted in
the approval:

	1. The existing door opening and trim will be preserved, as proposed.

	1. The existing door opening and trim will be preserved, as proposed.

	2. All other necessary permits shall be obtained. Any additional work shall be presented to staff for
determination of the necessity of additional COA approval.

	3. This approval will be valid for 24 months beginning on the date of revocation of the local
Emergency Declaration.
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	Printed Date: 10/5/2020
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	CASEY KOCHEY
Customer:

	Address:
230 30TH STREET NORTH

	SAINT PETERSBURG, FL
33713

	Phone 1:
Phone 2:
727-251-2547
727-459-2481

	Email:
CASEYKOCHEY@GMAIL.CO

	M

	Store: 0257
Associate: PATRICK

	2300 22ND AVE NORTH
Address:

	SAINT PETERSBURG, FL
33713

	Phone: 727-898-1100

	Pre-Savings Total:
Total Savings:
Pre-Tax Price:

	$532.29

	($0.00)

	$532.29

	All prices are subject to change. Customer is responsible for verifying product selecƟons. The Home Depot will not accept returns for the below products.

	Item # | Item Description | Room Location | Unit Price | Qty | Total Price
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