CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
URBAN PLANNING AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION

STAFF REPORT

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND PRESERVATION COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR LISTING IN THE ST. PETERSBURG REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

For public hearing and recommendation to City Council on March 12, 2019 beginning at 2:00 PM,
Council Chambers, City Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida

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
proposed district. All other possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

CASE NUMBER: HPC 18-90300008

LANDMARK NAME: Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District

OWNER: Multiple

APPLICANTS: Georgia Earp, Brian Kelly, and John Potts, property owners

REQUEST: Designation of the area roughly bounded by 5 Avenue North, 9" Avenue

North, 28™ Street North, and 34 Street North, including parcels described
below, as a local historic district to be added to the St. Petersburg Register of
Historic Places



Legal Description

Kenwood Subdivision:

Block 1, Lots 1-15; Block 2, Lots 1-14; Block 3, Lots 1-14; Block 4, Lots 1-14; Block 5, Lots 1-14;
Block 6, Lots 3-15; Block 7, Lots 1-15; Block 8, Lots 1-14; Block 9, Lots 1-14; Block 10, Lots 1-7;
Block 11, Lots 1-7; Block 12, Lot 1 and Lots 6-10.

Kenwood Subdivision Addition:
Lots A and B; Block 13, Lots 1-3 and Lots 6-17; Block 14, Lots 1-14; Block 15, Lots 8-14; Block 16,

Lots 1-5 and Lots 12-14; Block 17, Lots 1-14; Block 18, Lots 1-17; Block 19, Lots 1-17; Block 20,
Lots 1-14; Block 21, Lots 1-4 and Lots 10-14; Block 22, Lots 1-3; Block 23, Lots 1-7; Block 24, Lot
1, N % of Lot 2, and Lots 6-11.

Struther’s Replat:
Lots 1-2.

Addresses Included in Proposed Local Historic District

Sixth Avenue North:

0 (vacant, PIN 143116463320100070), O (vacant, PIN 143116463500230060), 0 (vacant, PIN
143116463320100010), 2820, 2821, 2825, 2826, 2835, 2836, 2844, 2847, 2854, 2855, 2900,
2901, 2910, 2911, 2920, 2921, 2926, 2931, 2934, 2935, 2944, 2945, 2954,3010, 3011, 3021, 3025,
3033, 3036, 3046, 3055, 3120,3121,3130,3131,3132,3135, 3141, 3142,3150, 3151, 3162, 3163,
3200, 3205, 3211, 3218, 3219, 3220, 3227,3230, 3235, 3238, 3243, 3250, 3253, 3300, 3301, 3310,
3320, 3321, 3327, and 3335 6% Ave. N.

Seventh Avenue North:
0 (vacant, PIN 143116463320060110), 2800, 2801, 2818, 2821, 2828, 2829, 2836, 2837, 2845,

2900, 2901, 2917, 2920, 2925, 2926, 2933, 2940, 2945, 2950, 2951, 3000, 3001, 3008, 3017, 3020,
3032,3035, 3049, 3052, 3119, 3127, 3130, 3135, 3140, 3145, 3150, 3157, 3162, 3200, 3201, 3209,
3210, 3219, 3226, 3228, 3229, 3232, 3235, 3240, 3250, 3253, 3300, 3312, 3313, 3320, 3321, and
3328 7" Ave. N.

Eighth Avenue North:

0 (vacant, PIN 143116463500160050), 2822, 2828, 2829, 2834, 2837, 2845, 2855, 2890, 2900,
2905, 2909, 2919, 2920, 2925, 2928, 2934, 2937, 2945, 2954, 2955, 3002, 3005, 3020, 3021, 3029,
3030, 3035, 3040, 3045, 3049, 3054, 3101, 3115,3120,3121,3126,3127,3132,3135,3142, 3145,
3151,3162,3163,3200,3201,3211,3212,3218,3221,3225,3228,3235, 3236, 3243, 3244,3254,
3300, 3301, 3309, 3310, 3320, 3321, 3327, 3330, and 3333 8" Ave. N.

Ninth Avenue North:
2820, 2826, 2836, 2840, 2850, 2900, 2930, 2936, 2944, 2954, 3000, 3020, 3028, 3036, 3044, 3054,
3100, 3110, 3124, 3136, 3140, 3160, 3220, 3226, 3234, 3244, and 3250 oth Ave. N.

Twenty-Eighth Street North:
538, 600, 608, 620, 720, 730, 738, 800, 810, 820, 830, and 838 28t St. N.

Twenty-Ninth Street North:
631 29t St. N.



Thirtieth Street North:
600, 601, and 800 30t St. N.

Thirty-First Street North
532, 600, 620, 630, 710, 720, 730, 736, and 820 315t St. N.

Thirty-Second Street North:
83032 St. N.

Thirty-Third Street North:
700 3379 St. N.
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BACKGROUND

The Kenwood Historic District (recorded as 8P111176 and referred to herein as the Kenwood
National Register Historic District, or the National Register District for clarity), a residential area
encompassing approximately 375 acres and over 2,000 buildings, was listed in the National
Register of Historic Places on June 18, 2003. A portion of the Kenwood National Register Historic
District is the subject of this application for local historic district designation.

Although the criteria for listing in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places (“local
designation”) mirror those used to evaluate National Register districts and resources, the listing
processes and implications of the two types of designation are distinct. For this reason, it is not
uncommon for districts, or portions of districts, to obtain dual listing. Two smaller districts have
been listed in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places which lie entirely within the
boundaries of the Kenwood National Register Historic District:

e Kenwood Section — Seminole Park Local Historic District (17-90300003), and
e Kenwood Section — Southeast Kenwood Local Historic District (18-90300001).

During the autumn of 2018, at the request of property, City staff held several meetings with
residents of the properties within the northwestern area of the Kenwood National Register
Historic District, at which the possibility, process, and implications of designating a portion of the
National Register district as a local historic district were discussed. Owners of all properties
located within the boundaries of the proposed local historic district considered herein were
notified by staff via direct mail invitation of a public meeting held on October 25, 2018 at the
Temple of the Living God (Appendix A). At this meeting, staff explained the distinction between
National Register and local historic district designation and discussed the process and effects of
local designation with property owners. In addition to meetings with staff, the applicants
conducted an organized and thorough effort to educate property owners both within and
surrounding the proposed district on the process and effects of seeking local district designation.
Staff remained available to individually answer any specific questions that owners had about
designation of the resulting Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) design review process.

St. Petersburg’s Historic Preservation Ordinance, City Code Section 16.30.070.2, specifies that, in
order for an application for local historic district designation to be considered complete and
proceed to public hearing before the Community Planning and Preservation Commission (CPPC)
and City Council, support for the application from owners of 50% + 1 parcels within the district
must be shown through ballots issued by, and returned to, City staff. Individual ballots (Appendix
B) were mailed on November 9, 2018 by staff to each registered owner of property within the
boundaries of the proposed district. These boundaries were suggested by the applicant and
evaluated by staff to be in keeping with criteria for local historic district eligibility, as established
by City Code and guided by national standards set by the National Park Service.

A total of 345 ballots were mailed to the owners of the 245 parcels within the proposed district.
Per Code, each parcel is counted as a single vote, but ballots are distributed to each individual
owner. A parcel from which one or more votes of opposition are received is counted as a vote
against the application. Votes of support have been received from owners of 160 of the proposed
district’s 245 properties, or 65.3 percent. Votes of opposition to the application were received by
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owners of 11 parcels (4.5 percent), and return ballots were not received from owners of the
remaining 74 (30.2 percent) properties by the ballot return deadline of January 11, 2019. A
summary of returns is included in Appendix C of this report.

A completed Local Landmark Designation Application form and the required fee were received
by staff by January 28, 2019. The application was prepared by Brian Kelly, Georgia Earp, Douglas
and Margaret Wilkin, Elizabeth Bevelacqua, Karen Griffith, Michael Chambers, Denise Yettaw,
Mark Carman, and Ernst Peebles, all of whom are owners of property within the proposed
district. Local historic preservation nonprofit Preserve the ‘Burg sponsored the application by
paying the $1000 application fee. The Local Historic Landmark Designation Application narratives
and photographic documentation provide evaluations of the properties within the proposed
district and justification for their listing in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Preservation
(Appendix D). Staff analysis of the application’s merit follows.

STAFF FINDINGS

Summary

Staff recommends approval of the attached application for designation of the Kenwood Section
— Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District as a resource listed in the St. Petersburg Register of
Historic Places and concurs with the application’s assertion that the subject district satisfies of
the following criteria:

A. Its value is a significant reminder of the cultural or archaeological heritage of
the city, state, or nation;

E Its value as a building is recognized for the quality of its architecture, and it
retains sufficient elements showing its architectural significance;

F. It has distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style valuable for the
study of a period, method of construction, or use of indigenous materials;

G. Its character is a geographically definable area possessing a significant
concentration, or continuity of sites, buildings, objects, or structures united in past
events or aesthetically by plan or physical development; and

H. Its character is an established and geographically definable neighborhood,
united in culture, architectural style, or physical plan and development.

Only one criterion must be met in order for a property to be designated as a local landmark.

There are 245 parcels in the proposed district, of which 227, or 93 percent, are contributing, and
18 are noncontributing. Contributing resources, all of which are residential in nature, were
constructed between circa 1921 and 1960, making this 49-year span the Period of Significance
for the district. Although the architectural identity of the district is most visibly tied to the
Craftsman-style bungalow, contributing resources also can be found which exhibit the Minimal
Traditional, Tudor Revival, and Mid-Century styles. The district additionally contains a significant
number of resources, both primary residential buildings and ancillary garage or garage apartment
buildings, whose vernacular character does not necessarily reference a formal architectural style,
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but are demonstrative of local building practices and materials of their era. The proposed district
is visibly united by a cohesive rhythm of early twentieth century residences and has retained a
number of historic landscape features, such as brick streets, granite curbs, hexagonal concrete
block sidewalks, and mature street trees. It also retains a broad landscaped boulevard along 7
Avenue North, which is home to some of the proposed district’s grandest resources. Collectively
this area of roughly 20 city blocks, though only a fraction of the larger Kenwood National Register
Historic District, create a cohesive, intact, and easily-legible selection of homes that depict the
developmental history of one of St. Petersburg’s earliest streetcar suburbs.

Narrative Description and Historical Context

The Local Historic Landmark Designation Application (Appendix D) provides an overview
historical context for the proposed district prior to and during the period of significance. The
Kenwood area, like other pre-World War Il neighborhoods in St. Petersburg, was platted for
residential development in the early decades of the twentieth century and developed with a
combination of speculative and custom-built homes. The trajectory of construction dates in
Kenwood mirrors that in other neighborhoods in the city, and throughout Florida: building
boomed, along with St. Petersburg’s population, during the 1920s and then decreased
significantly following the burst of the Florida real estate bubble in 1927. After a brief uptick
during the late 1930s, construction halted during America’s engagement in World War Il
Following the war, the local population experienced another growth spurt, fueling more new
construction and a boom that lasted until the early 1960s.

Located slightly west of St. Petersburg’s urban core, and five blocks north of the streetcar line
that served it, the area of the proposed district was not as heavily developed by the end of the
1920s boom as its prevalence of Craftsman architecture may indicate, however. City permit
records indicate that a large number of the subject area’s earlier bungalows were actually
constructed further from the central business district, in areas that found themselves largely
vacant as frenzied 1920s building receded into the lean years of the Depression. Between the
years 1932 and 1937, nearly 50 of the subject district’s primary resources were moved in from
other neighborhoods in St. Petersburg, or even other areas of lower Pinellas County.

The subject district’s proximity to St. Petersburg High School and the commercial district which
had grown along Central Avenue made it a prime location for residential infill after World War II.
Newspaper articles suggest that developers even held land in the area during the wartime
construction moratorium with the anticipation of high postwar demand.! The completed
connection of 34% Street with the continuous Gulf Coast Highway along Florida’s west coast in
July of 1955 further increased vehicular connectivity with other Pinellas County communities.
(This route was, at one point, proposed to follow 31 Street through Kenwood, but residents
opposed that placement for fear that it would bisect their neighborhood and pose a danger to
the “children and old folks” in the area.?) Finally, the development of the nearby Central Plaza

1 “Clean-Up Campaign,” St. Petersburg Times, March 25, 1945,
2 “Highway Route is Protested,” St. Petersburg Times, November 16, 1945,
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area throughout the 1950s and 1960s provided a modern, auto-oriented commercial anchor near
the subject district further serving as a draw for families.

Existing Conditions

The application (Appendix D) includes thorough research on the proposed district. The subject
district contains 245 parcels, of which five (5) were vacant at the beginning of this application
process. Each of the remaining 240 parcels contains a single-family dwelling; a large number of
ancillary buildings — primarily detached garages and garage apartments — exist within the subject
district, nearly all of which are oriented to rear alleyways. Individual parcel sizes vary slightly, but
the majority were platted to be, and remain, roughly 50 feet wide and 120 to 130 feet deep.
Along the boulevard along 7t" Avenue North are several homes on double- or expanded lots. This
overall streetscape of deep, narrow parcels, rear alleys meeting utilitarian needs such as garage
access and sanitation services, and particularly grand properties fronting a desirable landscaped
boulevard is quite representative of a pre-war streetcar suburb.

The overall neighborhood design reflects both the growing importance of automobiles, which
were prevalent enough that homes were consistently constructed with garages, and the
retention of the traditional urban housing form, which placed front porches at “conversation
distance” from sidewalks and, therefore, friendly interactions with neighbors.

A total of 14 properties were designated as noncontributing to the Kenwood National Register
Historic District, but, due to the time that has lapsed since the survey for that project was done,
additional research, or rehabilitations that have restored historic integrity, are recommended by
both staff and the applicant for designation as contributing for the purposes of this local district
designation:

e 2944 6™ Avenue North, constructed 1958;
e 3220 6™ Avenue North, constructed 1960
e 3321 6™ Avenue North, constructed 1940;
e 2828 7™ Avenue North, constructed 1959;
e 2920 7™ Avenue North, constructed 1954;
e 3228 7™ Avenue North, constructed 1951;
e 3029 8™ Avenue North, constructed 1939;
e 3126 8™ Avenue North, constructed 1954;
e 3212 8™ Avenue North, constructed 1959;
e 3228 8™ Avenue North, constructed 1956;
e 3136 9™ Avenue North, constructed 1954
e 3234 9™ Avenue North, constructed 1949;
e 601 30" Street North, constructed 1960; and
e 700 33" Street North, constructed 1952.

These buildings, constructed between 1939 and 1960, were constructed within the existing
neighborhood framework, as noted above. Many of the post-war Mid-Century and Vernacular
type homes that exist within the proposed district were constructed by developers who also
worked in newer communities in the city but modified their designs as applied within Kenwood
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to fit the narrow and deep proportions of its parcels and feature detached or rear garages, but a
more streamlined and modern aesthetic.

Although the construction booms that occurred locally prior to and following World War Il are
sometimes imagined as distinct and unrelated historic contexts, Mid-Century or Ranch-style
homes represented a furtherance of the Craftsman style which had dominated the scene during
the 1920s. The Craftsman style was envisioned to be conducive to the lifestyle of modern
families, with its open layout and asymmetrical designs influenced by the American landscape
more than by European precedents. Likewise, Mid-Century and postwar vernacular designs broke
free from the strict confines of classical symmetry and placed an emphasis on an informal
horizontality. The subject district presents an interesting coupling of pre- and post-war
modernistic styles (Figure 1).

Figure 1: Homes constructed in the early and mid-twentieth century coexist harmoniously within the subject
district thanks to common elements of site design, massing, scale, and articulation. Staff photograph.

Boundary Justification

The proposed boundaries were very carefully considered by the applicants to capture an area
that is united by a consistency of housing types, clearly defined by arterial roads and changes of
use, and has historically been conceived of as a singular neighborhood. The subject district
includes the areas originally platted as Kenwood Subdivision (Figure 2) and Kenwood Addition
(Figure 3), with several exceptions made in consideration of present-day conditions.
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Figure 2: Plat for Kenwood Subdivision, as filed 1913 — Plat Book 3, Page 25. On file, City of St. Petersburg.

Figure 3: Plat for Kenwood Addition, as filed 1923 — Plat Book 6, Page 92. On file, City of St. Petersburg.

The distinctions from historic plat maps occur at the southern and western boundaries of the
subject district. Instead of continuing to 34™ Street North and 5" Avenue North, as do the plats,
the proposed boundaries follow the boundary of the Neighborhood Traditional Single-Family
(NT-2) zoning in these locations. As 34™ Street North has become a major commercial
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thoroughfare, with 5" Avenue North serving as a feeder road, both have seen commercial
redevelopment and lost their residential neighborhood character, especially in the cast of 34"
Street. The boundary, therefore, matches the line distinguishing residential from commercial
uses by following alleyway or parcel lines (Figure 4). Additional maps of the proposed district are
included as Appendix E.

Although these boundaries do not include the entirety of the developmentally-united area
known as Kenwood and listed as the Kenwood National Register Historic District, they define a
logical and cohesive section of the neighborhood and largely match historic plats. The proposed
district is clearly and visibly a collection of resources with a commonality of developmental and
social history. As discussed further below, this approach is consistent with St. Petersburg City
Code Section 16.30.070.2.5.D, Criteria for Designation of Property.

Figure 4: Proposed boundaries of subject district

Contributing Properties

Historic districts generally contain properties that are categorized as either contributing, meaning
that they add to the district’s historic significance, or noncontributing, meaning that they lack
historic integrity or were constructed outside of the period of significance. Of the primary
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residences within the subject district, staff recommends that 227 be designated as contributing
properties and 18 as noncontributing. The designation application also proposes that all 227 be
designated as contributing.

Address

Building Type

6™ AVENUE NORTH

2820
2821

2825
2826
2826
2835

2835
2836
2836
2844
2844
2847
2847
2854
2854
2855
2855
2901
2901
2910
2910
2911
2911
2920
2920
2921

2921

Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling

Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling
Garage

Single Family Dwelling

Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage
Single Family Dwelling
Garage

Single Family Dwelling

Garage

Year Built

1953

c. 1925; moved-in
1934

1945
1930
1930

c. 1925; moved-in
1934

1925
1925

1952
1939
1939
1937
1937
1939
1939
1936
1936
1939
1938
1939
1939
1938
1938
1928
1928

c. 1925; moved-in
1934

c. 1925; moved-in
1934

Style

Minimal Traditional

Craftsman

Minimal Traditional
Craftsman
Frame Vernacular

Craftsman

Frame Vernacular
Craftsman

Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Tudor Revival
Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Tudor Revival
Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Frame Vernacular

Craftsman

Frame Vernacular

FMSF No.

pending
8PI107880

8P110969
8P107879
8P107879
8P107878

8P107878
8P107877
8P107877
8P107876
8P107876
8P107875
8PI107875
8P17874

8P107874
8P107873
8P107876
8P107865
8P107835
8P107866
8P107866
8P107867
8P107867
8P107868
8P107868
8P107869

8P107869
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
6™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
2926 Single Family Dwelling 1925 Colonial Revival 8P107377
2926 Garage 1939 Frame Vernacular 8P107377
2931 Single Family Dwelling C, 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8PI107870
1934
2931 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107870
1933
2934 Single Family Dwelling 1925 Craftsman 8P107871
2934 Garage 1925 Frame Vernacular 8P107874
2935 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107378
1934
2935 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107378
1932
2944 Single Family Dwelling 1958 Mid-Century pending
2945 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107379
1932
2954 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Minimal Traditional 8P110971
3011 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Masonry Vernacular 8P110972
3021 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Minimal Traditional 8P107386
3025 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Minimal Traditional 8P107381
3025 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Frame Vernacular 8P107381
3033 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107382
1934
3033 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P103782
1934
3046 Single Family Dwelling 1926 Craftsman 8P107384
3046 Garage 1926 Frame Vernacular 8P107384
3055 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Minimal Traditional 8P107385
3055 Garage 1935 Frame Vernacular
3120 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Minimal Traditional 8P110974
3121 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926; moved-in Craftsman 8P107386
1934
3121 Garage c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular
1934
3130 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Frame Vernacular 8P110975
3131 Single Family Dwelling c. 1927; moved-in Craftsman 8P107387

1934
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
6™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3131 Garage c. 1927; moved-in Frame Vernacular
1934
3132 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107388
1932
3132 Garage 1932 Frame Vernacular
3135 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107389
1934
3135 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular
1934
3141 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Minimal Traditional 8P110976
3142 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Craftsman 8P107390
3150 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107391
3150 Garage 1939 Frame Vernacular 8PI107391
3151 Single Family Dwelling c. 1927; moved-in Craftsman 8P107392
1934
3151 Garage 1935 Frame Vernacular 8P107392
3162 Single Family Dwelling 1938 Minimal Traditional 8P107393
3162 Garage 1938 Frame Vernacular 8P107393
3163 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107394
3200 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Tudor Revival 8P107395
3200 Garage 1939 Frame Vernacular 8PI107395
3205 Single Family Dwelling 1926 Craftsman 8P107396
3205 Garage 1926 Frame Vernacular 8P107396
3211 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107397
3211 Garage 1939 Frame Vernacular
3219 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107398
3219 Garage 1939 Frame Vernacular 8P107398
3220 Single Family Dwelling 1960 Masonry Vernacular pending
3227 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107399
3227 Garage 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107399
3230 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107400
1937
3230 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107400
1937
3235 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107480
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
6™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3235 Single Family Dwelling 1960 Frame Vernacular 8P107480
3238 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Minimal Traditional 8P110977
3243 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8P107401
3243 Garage 1939 Frame Vernacular 8P107401
3250 Single Family Dwelling 1938 Minimal Traditional 8P107402
3250 Garage 1938 Frame Vernacular 8P107402
3253 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107403
3300 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8PI107404
3301 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926; moved-in Craftsman 8P107481

1938
3301 Garage c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107481

1938
3310 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107405
3310 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107405
3320 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107406
3320 Garage Apartment 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107406
3321 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P110978
3327 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107407
3335 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107408
7™ AVENUE NORTH
2800 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Mid-Century 8P107456
2801 Single Family Dwelling c. 1930; moved-in Tudor Revival 8P107457

1936
2818 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Minimal Traditional 8P110953
2821 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Masonry Vernacular 8P107458
2828 Single Family Dwelling 1959 Mid-Century pending
2829 Single Family Dwelling 1953 Mid-Century pending
2837 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926 Craftsman 8P107459
2837 Garage Apartment c. 1926 Frame 8P107459
2845 Single Family Dwelling 1930 Craftsman 8PI107460
2845 Garage c. 1930 Frame Vernacular
2900 Single Family Dwelling c. 1921 Mediterranean Revival 8P100727
2901 Single Family Dwelling 1929 Colonial Revival 8P107484
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.

7™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D

2901 Garage 1929 Frame Vernacular 8P107484

2917 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Tudor Revival 8P107485

2917 Garage 1935 Frame Vernacular 8P107485

2920 Single Family Dwelling 1954 Masonry Vernacular pending

2925 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107461
1934

2925 Garage 1934 Frame Vernacular 8Pl07461

2926 Single Family Dwelling 1925 Craftsman 8P107462

2926 Garage 1925 Frame Vernacular 8P107462

2933 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107463
1933

2933 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107463
1933

2940 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Masonry Vernacular 8P110954

2945 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8PI07464

2950 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926; moved-in Colonial Revival 8P107465
1933

2950 Garage c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107465
1933

2951 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107486

3000 Single Family Dwelling c. 1927 Mission Revival 8P107487

3000 Garage c. 1927 Frame Vernacular 8P107487

3001 Single Family Dwelling c. 1927; moved-in Craftsman 8P107488
1934

3001 Garage c. 1934 Frame Vernacular 8P107488

3008 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Masonry Vernacular 8P110955

3017 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107489
1933

3017 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107489
1933

3020 Single Family Dwelling 1925 Minimal Traditional 8P107490

3020 Apartment 1945 Frame Vernacular 8P107490

3032 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Minimal Traditional 8P107491

3035 Single Family Dwelling 1928 Tudor Revival 8P107492

3035 Garage 1928 Frame Vernacular 8P107492
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
7™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3049 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Tudor Revival 8P107493
3049 Garage 1935 Frame Vernacular 8P107493
3052 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Mid-Century 8P110956
3119 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Colonial Revival 8P107494
1932
3119 Garage Apartment c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107494
1932
3127 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Mid-Century 8P110957
3130 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Mid-Century 8P107495
3135 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107496
1932
3135 Garage 1932 Frame Vernacular 8P107496
3140 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Mid-Century 8P110958
3145 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926; moved-in Craftsman 8P107497
1934
3145 Garage c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107497
1934
3150 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Frame Vernacular 8P110959
3150 Garage c. 1948 Frame Vernacular 8P110959
3157 Single Family Dwelling 1932 Craftsman 8P107498
3157 Garage 1932 Frame Vernacular 8P107498
3162 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Minimal Traditional 8P107499
3200 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Minimal Traditional 8PI07500
3200 Garage 1935 Frame Vernacular 8P107500
3201 Single Family Dwelling 1927 Craftsman 8P107501
3201 Garage 1927 Masonry Vernacular
3209 Single Family Dwelling 1927 Mediterranean Revival 8P107468
3210 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107469
3210 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107469
3216 Single Family Dwelling 1936 Colonial Revival 8PI107470
3216 Garage 1936 Frame Vernacular 8P107470
3219 Single Family Dwelling 1926 American Foursquare 8P107471
3228 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Masonry Vernacular pending
3228 Garage Apartment 1951 Masonry Vernacular
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
7™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3229 Single Family Dwelling c. 1928 Colonial Revival 8P107472
3229 Garage c. 1928 Frame Vernacular 8P107472
3232 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Masonry Vernacular 8P107473
3235 Single Family Dwelling 1927 Tudor Revival 8P107474
3235 Garage 1963 Frame Vernacular 8PI107474
3240 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107475
1933
3240 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107475
1933
3250 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107476
1933
3250 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107476
1933
3253 Single Family Dwelling 1925 Colonial Revival 8P107477
3253 Garage c. 1925 Frame Vernacular 8P107477
3300 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107478
1934
3313 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Minimal Traditional 8P110960
3320 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107479
1934
3321 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Frame Vernacular 8P110961
8™ AVENUE NORTH
2822 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Frame Vernacular 8PI107544
2822 Garage c. 1947 Frame Vernacular 8P107544
2828 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular 8P110929
2829 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107545
2829 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107545
2834 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107546
2834 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular
2837 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107547
2837 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107547
2845 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107548
2845 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107548
2855 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107549
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
8™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
2855 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular
2890 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Craftsman 8PI107550
2900 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107551

1933
2900.5 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular

1933
2905 Single Family Dwelling 1926 Craftsman 8P107552
2905 Garage 1926 Frame Vernacular 8P107552
2909 Single Family Dwelling 1925 Colonial Revival 8PI107553
2909 Garage 1925 Frame Vernacular 8PI07553
2919 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107554
2919 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8PI107554
2920 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Masonry Vernacular 8P107555
2925 Single Family Dwelling c. 1928; moved-in Colonial Revival 8P107556

1935
2925 Garage 1944 Frame Vernacular
2934 Single Family Dwelling c. 1923 Craftsman 8P107557
2934 Garage c. 1923 Frame Vernacular 8PI107557
2937 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Masonry Vernacular 8P110930
2945 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Minimal Traditional 8P110931
2945 Garage 1947 Frame Vernacular 8P110937
2954 Single Family Dwelling 1938 Craftsman 8P107558
2954 Garage 1938 Frame Vernacular 8P107558
2955 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Frame Vernacular 8P110932
3002 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Minimal Traditional 8P107559
3002 Garage 1937 Frame Vernacular 8PI07559
3005 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Frame Vernacular pending
3020 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Minimal Traditional 8P107560
3020 Garage 1937 Frame Vernacular 8P107560
3021 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8PI107561
3029 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Masonry Vernacular pending
3030 Single Family Dwelling 1935 Minimal Traditional 8P107562
3030 Garage c. 1935 Frame Vernacular 8P107562
3035 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Minimal Traditional 8P110933



CPPC Case No.: 18-90300008

Page 16
Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
8™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3035 Garage 1949 Frame Vernacular 8P110933
3040 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8PI107563
3040 Garage 1941 Frame Vernacular 8P107563
3045 Single Family Dwelling 1926 Mission Revival 8P107564
3045 Garage 1926 Mission Revival 8P107564
3049 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8P107565
3054 Single Family Dwelling 1939 Minimal Traditional 8PI107566
3101 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8PI107567
3101 Garage 1941 Frame Vernacular 8P107567
3115 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8P107568
3115 Garage 1941 Frame Vernacular 8PI107568
3120 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107569
1933
3120 Garage 1933 Frame Vernacular 8P107569
3121 Single Family Dwelling 1946 Masonry Vernacular 8P110876
3126 Single Family Dwelling 1954 Masonry Vernacular pending
3127 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8PI07570
3132 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107569
1933
3132 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107571
1933
3135 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8P107572
3135 Garage 1941 Frame Vernacular 8P107572
3142 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8PI107573
1933
3142 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107573
1933
3145 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8PI107574
3151 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Masonry Vernacular 8P110875
3162 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8PI107575
1933
3162 Garage Apartment c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8PI107575
1933
3163 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Masonry Vernacular 8P110934
3200 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Masonry Vernacular 8P110874
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
8™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3201 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925 Frame Vernacular 8PI07576
3201 Garage c. 1932 Frame Vernacular 8PI107576
3211 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107577
1932
3211 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107577
1932
3212 Single Family Dwelling 1959 Masonry Vernacular pending
3218 Single Family Dwelling 1927 Colonial Revival 8PI107578
3218 Garage 1927 Frame Vernacular 8PI107578
3221 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107579
1932
3221 Garage 1932 Frame Vernacular 8PI107579
3225 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107580
1932
3228 Single Family Dwelling 1956 Mid-Century pending
3235 Single Family Dwelling c. 1927; moved-in Craftsman 8P107581
1932
3236 Single Family Dwelling 1927 Craftsman 8P107582
3243 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107583
1932
3243 Garage 1932 Frame Vernacular 8P107583
3243 Garage 1962 Frame Vernacular
3300 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8PI07584
3300 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107584
3301 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Masonry Vernacular 8P110935
3309 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Minimal Traditional 8P110936
3309 Garage Apartment 1951 Frame Vernacular 8P110936
3310 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8P107585
3320 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925 Craftsman 8P107586
3321 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular 8P110937
3327 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Minimal Traditional 8P110938
3327 Garage 1948 Frame Vernacular 8P110938
3330 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Minimal Traditional 8P107587
3330 Garage 1937 Frame Vernacular 8P107587
3333 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Frame Vernacular 8P110939
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
9™ AVENUE NORTH
2820 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107593

1935
2820 Garage c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107593

1935
2826 Single Family Dwelling c. 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107594
2826 Garage Apartment 1937 Frame Vernacular 8P107594
2836 Single Family Dwelling 1938 Tudor Revival 8P107595
2836 Garage 1938 Frame Vernacular 8PI107595
2840 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Masonry Vernacular 8P110901
2840 Garage Apartment 1951 Masonry Vernacular
2850 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Masonry Vernacular 8P110902
2850 Garage 1948 Masonry Vernacular 8P110902
2900 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Mid-Century 8P107596
2900 Garage 1947 Masonry Vernacular 8P107596
2900 Service Quarters 1947 Masonry Vernacular 8P107596
2900 Utility Building 1948 Masonry Vernacular 8P107596
2930 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Masonry Vernacular 8P110903
2930 Garage 1948 Masonry Vernacular
2944 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Frame Vernacular 8P110904
2954 Single Family Dwelling 1950 Frame Vernacular 8P110905
3000 Single Family Dwelling 1946 Mid-Century 8P110906
3020 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular 8P110907
3028 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular 8P110908
3036 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular pending
3044 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular pending
3054 Single Family Dwelling 1953 Masonry Vernacular pending
3100 Single Family Dwelling 1953 Masonry Vernacular pending
3110 Single Family Dwelling 1953 Masonry Vernacular pending
3124 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Minimal Traditional 8P110909
3136 Single Family Dwelling 1954 Masonry Vernacular pending
3140 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107597

1934
3140 Garage 1935 Frame Vernacular 8P107597
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Address Building Type Year Built Style FMSF No.
9™ AVENUE NORTH, CONT’D
3160 Single Family Dwelling c. 1926; moved-in Craftsman 8P107598
1936
3160 Apartment c. 1926; moved-in Frame Vernacular 8P107598
1936
3234 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Minimal Traditional pending
3234 Garage 1950 Frame Vernacular
3244 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Masonry Vernacular 8P110910
3250 Single Family Dwelling 1946 Minimal Traditional 8P107599
28™ STREET NORTH
538 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107677
1937
538 Garage c. 1925 Frame Vernacular 8PI107677
600 Single Family Dwelling 1926 Craftsman 8P107678
608 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107679
1933
608 Garage Apartment 1952 Frame Vernacular 8P107679
620 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Colonial Revival 8P107680
620 Garage 1947 Masonry Vernacular 8P107680
720 Single Family Dwelling 1947 Minimal Traditional 8P111147
730 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Mid-Century 8P111148
730 Garage 1951 Masonry Vernacular
738 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Mid-Century 8P111149
800 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8PI107684
810 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107686
820 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8P107688
820 Garage 1941 Frame Vernacular 8P107688
830 Single Family Dwelling 1940 Minimal Traditional 8P107689
830 Garage 1940 Frame Vernacular 8P107689
838 Single Family Dwelling 1941 Minimal Traditional 8P107690
631 Single Family Dwelling 1954 Mid-Century pending
30™ STREET NORTH
600 Single Family Dwelling 1951 Mid-Century 8PI111157
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30™ STREET NORTH, CONT’D
601 Single Family Dwelling 1960 Mid-Century Pending
800 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107702
1935
315" STREET NORTH
532 Single Family Dwelling 1937 Tudor Revival 8P107704
532 Garage 1937 Frame Vernacular 8PI107704
600 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107705
1934
620 Single Family Dwelling 1936 Tudor Revival 8P107706
620 Garage 1936 Masonry Vernacular 8P107706
630 Single Family Dwelling 1936 Tudor Revival 8P107707
630 Garage 1936 Frame Vernacular 8P107707
710 Single Family Dwelling 1926 Craftsman 8P107708
710 Garage 1926 Frame Vernacular 8PI107708
720 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107709
1935
720 Garage 1925 Frame Vernacular
730 Single Family Dwelling 1949 Minimal Traditional 8P111158
736 Single Family Dwelling 1938 Minimal Traditional 8P107710
736 Garage 1938 Frame Vernacular 8PI107710
820 Single Family Dwelling c. 1925; moved-in Craftsman 8P107711
1932
32NP STREET NORTH
830 Single Family Dwelling 1948 Mid-Century 8P110787
33RD STREET NORTH
700 Single Family Dwelling 1952 Mid-Century pending

Noncontributing Properties

Buildings, objects, or sites that exist within the boundaries of a proposed historic district at the
time of its evaluation but do not add to its historic significance, either because of construction
outside of the period of significance or because of a loss of historic integrity resulting from
alterations, are listed as noncontributing properties. For the purposes of future evaluation
through the Certificate of Appropriateness process, changes to noncontributing properties will

be reviewed based on potential effect to the district.
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Staff recommendation deviates from the application’s recommendation of contributing
properties in two cases. The first, the house at 2900 6™ Avenue North (Figure 5), was constructed
in 1939 but features diminished historic integrity resulting from a large second story addition.
Likewise, the property at 3010 6 Avenue North (Figure 6), constructed 1936 has been altered
by an added second level and no longer reads as a historic building. Finally, the property at 3312
7t Avenue North (Figure 7), constructed in 1974, does not meet the minimum threshold of 50
years to be considered for designation as a contributing property. The remaining properties
noted below were proposed by the applicant to be listed as noncontributing due to age or loss
of integrity.

Figure 5: House at 2900 6" Avenue North (1939), Figure 6: House at 3010 6" Avenue North (1936), also
recommended by staff for listing as noncontributing featuring diminished historic integrity due to
due to alteration. Photograph provided by applicant. alteration and recommended for listing as

noncontributing. Staff photograph.

Figure 7: House at 3312 7t" Avenue North, constructed in 1974 and under the minimum 50 years of age as of
currently-proposed designation. Applicant photograph.
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Address

6™ AVENUE NORTH
PIN 143116463320100070
PIN 143116463500230060
PIN 143116463320100010
2900

2900

3010

3010.5

3036

3218

3335.5

7™ AVENUE NORTH
PIN 143116463320060000
2836

2836

3312

3328

8™ AVENUE NORTH
PIN 143116463500160050
2928

3244

3254

9™ AVENUE NORTH
2936

3220

3226

315T STREET NORTH
600.5

Building Type

Vacant Parcel

Vacant Parcel

Vacant Parcel

Single Family Dwelling
Garage

Single Family Dwelling
Garage

Apartment Building
Single Family Dwelling

Garage Apartment

Vacant Parcel

Single Family Dwelling
Garage

Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling

Vacant Parcel

Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling

Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling

Garage

Year Built

1939
1939
1936
1936
1971
1980
2004

2015
2015
1974
1980

1970
1980
1978

2005
1982
1982

2016

Reason for
Noncontributing Status

Vacant/bldg Demolished
Vacant/bldg demolished
Vacant/bldg demolished
Loss of integrity

Loss of integrity

Loss of integrity

Loss of integrity

Under 50

Under 50

Under 50

Vacant/bldg. demolished
Under 50
Under 50
Under 50
Under 50

Vacant/bldg. demolished
Under 50
Under 50
Under 50

Under 50
Under 50
Under 50

Under 50
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Historic Significance and Satisfaction of Eligibility Criteria

Criteria for Significance

Eligibility for the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places is determined through evaluations of
age, context, and integrity under a two-part test as found in Section 16.30.070.2.5(D) of the City
Code. Under the first test, historic documentation demonstrates that contributing resources
within the proposed district were constructed between 1921 and 1960, meaning that they range
from 59 to 98 years in age. This surpasses the 50-year mark that serves as the general milestone
at which resources begin to be considered potentially historic.

Evaluation of potential local historic landmarks then considers a resource’s historic significance
with relation to nine criteria. One or more of these criteria must be met in order for a property
to qualify for designation as an individual landmark or district to be placed in the St. Petersburg
Register. The nine criteria are based off of the National Park Service’s criteria for placement in
the National Register of Historic Places, and are designed to assess resources’ importance in a
given historic context with objectivity and comprehensiveness. In the case of the proposed
Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District, staff recommends that the
resource be designated via the St. Petersburg Register criteria as follows.

Is at least one of the following criteria for eligibility met?

Its value is a significant reminder of the cultural or archaeological heritage of

Yes A . .
the city, state, or nation.

No B | Its location is the site of a significant local, state, or national event.

No C It is identified with a person who significantly contributed to the development
of the city, state or nation.

No D It is identified as the work of a master builder, designer, or architect whose
work has influenced the development of the city, state, or nation.

Yes E Its value as a building is recognized for the quality of its architecture, and it
retains sufficient elements showing its architectural significance.

Yes F It has distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style valuable for the

study of a period, method of construction, or use of indigenous materials.

Its character is a geographically definable area possessing a significant
Yes G | concentration, or continuity of sites, buildings, objects or structures united in
past events or aesthetically by plan or physical development.

Its character is an established and geographically definable neighborhood,

Yes H . . . .
united in culture, architectural style or physical plan and development.

It has contributed, or is likely to contribute, information important to the

No I . . . .
prehistory or history of the city, state, or nation.
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The applicant proposes that the subject district additionally be listed under Criterion D. While
several homes within the proposed boundaries were constructed by noteworthy individuals, staff
generally recommends that this criterion be applied to individual buildings or sites. The
application also includes statements of significance with relation to the subject district’s
significance in the areas of Architecture and Community Planning and Development.

A) Its value is a significant reminder of the cultural or archaeological heritage of the City, state or
nation;

In the area of Community Planning and Development, the Kenwood Section — Northwest
Kenwood Local Historic District serves as a significant representation of an early twentieth
century suburb. This significance was recognized through the listing of the larger Kenwood
National Register Historic District by the National Park Service in 2003. The proposed district’s
uniform grid, auto access via rear alleys, and central community space uphold this significance to
a remarkable degree.

E) Its value as a building is recognized for the quality of its architecture, and it retains sufficient
elements showing its architectural significance;

The proposed district contains a collection of 245 primary houses,® of which 227 are
recommended for designation as contributing buildings. While individually these buildings may
not each represent a high style, collectively they successfully depict both the stylistic tastes and
desired housing forms of St. Petersburg’s middle-class residents during the early to mid-
twentieth century.

This collection is representative of the architectural significance of the Kenwood National
Register Historic District as a whole. According to the National Register of Historic Places
designation documentation,

There are a wide variety of architectural styles in Kenwood Historic District,
reflecting popular twentieth century styles from 1913 to 1953. Outbuildings are
generally vernacular in style or reflect the architectural style of the associated
residence. The majority of the houses within the district are Frame Vernacular
or Craftsman Bungalow. Buildings of this type were constructed throughout the
period of significance...

There are more than 500 Craftsman Bungalow style buildings within the
Kenwood Historic District. The Craftsman style was the most popular design for
small residential buildings built throughout the country in the first three decades
of the twentieth century. Influenced by the English Arts and Crafts Movement
and Oriental and Indian architecture, the style was popularized by the work of
two brothers, Charles S. and Henry M. Greene. The Greenes designed a number
of large, elaborate prototypes of the style. Their innovative designs received a
significant amount of publicity in national magazines. By the turn of the century,

3In the case of this stylistic evaluation, the style of accessory units such as garages and garage apartments (which
generally have minimal visibility from the street) is being excluded in order to best demonstrate the district’s
overall architectural aesthetic and eliminate the overrepresentation of their Folk Vernacular style. For this reason,
the property at 2931 Third Avenue North, which is a garage apartment whose primary residence was demolished
following fire damage in 1985, is not included in the above numbers.
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the design had been adapted to smaller houses, commonly referred to as
bungalows. It was this scaled down version of the Craftsman style that became
a ubiquitous feature of Florida’s residential neighborhoods during the early
twentieth Century.*

F) It has distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style valuable for the study of a period,
method of construction, or use of indigenous materials;

The proposed district’s concentration of houses dating to the speculative building frenzy of the
Florida Land Boom represents an incredibly important chapter in the development of St.
Petersburg as “the Sunshine City,” a destination for retirees, winter residents, and families
seeking a fresh start in a friendly climate. Despite their modest scale relative to the more opulent
construction occurring at the time in high-end developments such as North Shore and Roser Park,
the style of the homes within the proposed Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local
Historic District demonstrate thoughtful, modern design.

One particularly interesting aspect of Kenwood as a whole, and the subject district in particular,
is the high number of homes, the majority of which being one-story Craftsman bungalows, that
were moved into the area during the Great Depression. Property records indicate that 48 of the
subject district’s primary dwellings were constructed elsewhere, likely during the 1920s, and
moved into the subject district between 1932 and 1938. This accounts for 63 percent of the
extant primary residences dating to the 1920s. Another interesting note is that, given only 27 of
the subject district’s primary residences were actually constructed between 1932 and 1938, it
was, during that period, significantly more common for a developer or prospective homeowner
seeking to move to Kenwood to relocate a previously-built home, than to construct a new one.

This trend is an interesting reflection of several historic themes that remain visible throughout
the proposed district. First, the high number of homes that were moved and repurposed
underscores the adaptability of the humble frame bungalow as a single family residential building
type. Although few have been altered to the point of losing historic integrity, the homes
throughout the district remain in use and, although the neighborhood experienced a period of
decline in the late-twentieth century, Kenwood is once again a desirable community, in large part
because of the historic fabric that it has retained.

The large number of moved-in homes is also reflective of the large number of speculative
development projects that were platted during the 1920s land boom, and of the strong lack of
desire that potential buyers seemed to have in occupying those nearly-empty neighborhoods,
despite tidily-gridded streets and sidewalks, and perhaps even streetcar service, during the early
recovery years prior to World War Il. The Craftsman bungalow’s typically small front yard and
broad porch are among its most defining features, and these moved-in homes would seem to
suggest that said porches are more valuable when they face other, similarly social yet, yet
personal, spaces. Perhaps this affirms the intention of the application being considered herein by
underscoring the assertion that the district is more significant than the sum of its parts.

4 National Register of Historic Places, Kenwood Historic District, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County, Florida, National
Register #03000729, Section 7, Page 4.
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G) Its character is a geographically definable area possessing a significant concentration, or
continuity of sites, buildings, objects or structures united in past events or aesthetically by plan or
physical development;

The proposed district possesses a high concentration of not only historically significant buildings.

H. Its character is an established and geographically definable neighborhood, united in culture,
architectural style, or physical plan and development.

The proposed district encompasses all of the original Kenwood and Kenwood Addition plats,
excepting those properties now zoned for commercial use, as discussed above.

Historic Integrity

The second portion of the two-part evaluation for eligibility for listing in the St. Petersburg
Register of Historic Places questions whether at least one of seven factors of historic integrity
have been met. In the case of the proposed Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic
District, staff finds six of seven factors to remain intact.

Is at least one of the following factors of integrity met?
Location Design Setting Materials Workmanship  Feeling®  Association*
Y Y Y Y Y Y N
*Must be present in addition to at least one other factor.

Location

All contributing properties within the proposed district remain in their original locations, with the
exception of the buildings moved into the area during the mid-1930s. These buildings, generally
moved from areas that had been planned but not fully built out before the city’s boom-era
building subsided and the city fell into Depression, have become historic in their own rights at
their present locations.

Design

The intended design of both the district overall and its individual properties has been well-
preserved. The individual buildings, sites, and structures within the district have maintained their
historic designs to a large degree.

Setting

The proposed district is surrounded by remaining area of the Kenwood National Register Historic
District, which remains a vibrant and intact historic residential neighborhood, on two sides, the
similar, residential community of North Kenwood to the north, and commercial properties to the
west. Overall, it retains its setting to a high degree.

Materials

Although some individual properties have seen alterations such as the application of aluminum
siding and the replacement of windows, which has somewhat diminished this aspect of integrity,
the district as a whole maintains sufficient historic materials to allow the viewer to read the
district in its entirety as being composed of historic materials. Several properties have also been
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affected by the alteration of enclosed porches, a change which has been reversed on a number
of homes as restoration continues throughout the district.

Workmanship

Workmanship is defined by the National Park Services as “the physical evidence of the crafts of
a particular culture or people during any given period of history.”> The proposed Southeast
Kenwood Local Historic District serves as physical documentation of the historic construction
techniques that were prevalent during its period of significance. The aesthetic principals that
guided the area’s development remain visible in the way that the landscapes and individual
resources were constructed, from hand-laid brick streets to carefully-detailed exposed rafters
visible among the Craftsman residences.

Feeling

Feeling, a resource’s aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time, permeates the
proposed district through its visible and undeniable representation of an early-twentieth century
suburb.

CHARACTER-DEFINING FEATURES

In addition to the architectural significance of each property, the proposed Kenwood Section —
Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District’s overall significance is enhanced by elements that
unite its resources, including:

e Consistent front setbacks;

e OQverall consistency of scale with primary residences generally one story in height and
accessory buildings ranging from one to two stories;

e Vehicular access generally limited to the rear of properties via alleyways; and

e Remaining historic streetscape materials throughout the district, including hexagonal
concrete block sidewalks, granite curbs, and vitrified brick pavement present along the
avenues.

RESULTS OF DESIGNATION

The creation and preservation of historic districts enhances the city’s historic character, fulfills
the City’s goals as a Certified Local Government in Historic Preservation, reinforces a strong sense
of place, and plays a role in the local economy. A 2010 study of the Economic Impacts of Historic
Preservation in Florida concluded that preservation-related activities including historic
rehabilitation projects, heritage tourism, Main Street Programs, and history museums created
over 110 thousand jobs in Florida and another 20 thousand in other parts of the country during
the period of 2007-2008. During that same time frame, preservation activities added $3.77 billion
to in-state wealth.® The study additionally concluded that “historic designation does not depress

5 United States Department of the Interior, National Park Service, National Register Bulletin 15 — How to Apply the
National Register Criteria for Evaluation.

5 Timothy McLendon and JoAnn Klein, Economic Impacts of Historic Preservation in Florida — Update 2010, (Center
for Urban Policy Research, 2010), 7.
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property values and may help maintain value” after analyzing the fluctuation of property values
in 18 designated historic districts throughout the state between 2006 and 2009. Property was
found to have appreciated at a significantly higher rate than comparable non-historic areas in at
least 12 of the 18 districts during the years 2001 through 2009.” Recent studies have additionally
demonstrated a comfortable, and often even beneficial, relationship between the objectives of
historic preservation and sustainability/resiliency, which have sometimes been misinterpreted as
being conflicting goals.

The proposed district is located entirely within an area already designated as a National Register
historic district. As such, certain benefits such as the Ad Valorem Tax Exemption for Rehabilitation
and relief from some requirements of the Florida Building Code are already available to property
owners.

The additional listing at the local level being sought by this nomination will provide the proposed
district and its property owners with a heightened degree of protection against unnecessary
demolition and unsympathetic alterations and infill construction through design reviews to be
conducted by staff of the Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division under the guidance
of the Community Planning and Preservation Commission. This process, which results in the
issuance of Certificates of Appropriateness (COAs), is required in addition to any other building
permits required by law. Only exterior modifications are reviewed through the COA process.

These determinations of appropriateness are guided by City Code Section 16.30.070.2.6,
Approval of Changes to Local Landmarks, and by St. Petersburg’s Design Guidelines for Historic
Properties, both of which are based on principals set forth by the National Park Service through
the Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for Rehabilitation. The documentation of properties’
history and extant conditions within the proposed district amassed within this nomination, and
especially the Character-Defining Features identified above, will further serve as guides for future
decisions, as they act to highlight the characteristics of the proposed district that relate directly
to its architectural and historic significance.

CONSISTENCY WITH ST. PETERSBURG’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, EXISTING LAND USE PLAN, AND
FUTURE LAND USE PLAN

The proposed local historic landmark district designation is consistent with the City’s
Comprehensive Plan, relating to the protection, use and adaptive reuse of historic buildings. The
local landmark designation will not affect the Future Land Use Map (FLUM) or zoning
designations, nor will it significantly constrain any existing or future plans for the development
of the City. The proposed landmark designation is consistent with the following objectives:

Objective LU10: The historic resources locally designated by the St. Petersburg City Council and
Community Planning and Preservation Commission (CPPC) shall be
incorporated onto the Land Use Map or map series at the time of original
adoption, or through the amendment process, and protected from

7 McLendon, 9.



CPPC Case No.: 18-90300008
Page 29

Policy LU10.1:

Policy HP2.3:

Policy HP2.6:

Policy HP2.7:

DISTRICT NAME

development and redevelopment activities consistent with the provisions of
the Historic Preservation Element and the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Decisions regarding the designation of historic resources shall be based on the
criteria and policies outlined in the Historic Preservation Ordinance and the
Historic Preservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

The City shall provide technical assistance to applications for designation of
historic structures and districts.

Decisions regarding the designation of historic resources shall be based on
National Register eligibility criteria and policies outlined in the Historic
Preservation Ordinance and the Comprehensive Plan. The City will use the
following selection criteria [for city initiated landmark designations] as a
guideline for staff recommendations to the CPC and City Council:

o National Register or DOE status

J Prominence/importance related to the City

J Prominence/importance related to the neighborhood
J Degree of threat to the landmark

J Condition of the landmark

J Degree of owner support

An applicant may bring before the Commission designated in the Land
Development Regulations and City Council for nomination as a City-initiated
landmark district an area designated as a National Register of Historic Places
district and not designated as a local landmark district, provided that the
applicant secures approval from the owners of the properties in the proposed
district as required by the Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay
section of the Land Development Regulations.

The name recommended by staff for this designation, “Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood
Local Historic District” follows a pattern that staff concludes will be useful as the City of St.
Petersburg’s historic preservation program continues to grow in the future by referencing both
the larger National Register District that contains it and distinguishing it as a locally-designated
resource. Local criteria, evaluations, and standards for designation are ultimately guided by the
National Park Service and its approach to resources listed in the National Register of Historic
Places. In that case, the National Park Service suggests choosing a name “that best reflects the
property’s historic importance or was commonly used for the property during the period of
significance” when preparing nominations for the National Register of Historic Places. In naming
districts, it is further suggested that designation applicants

Use traditional terms such as “village,

” o«

ranch,” “courthouse square,” or

“townsite,” or the generic terms “historic district” or “archaeological district,” to
indicate the kind of district when naming districts based on their location or

historic ownership. Modifiers such as “prehistoric,

” “commercial,” “civic,”

“rural,” “industrial,” or “residential” may also be used to define the predominant
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historic quality of a district. Names of historic and archaeological districts should

reflect the area as a whole rather than specific resources within it.
As discussed above, the significance of the potential local historic district being discussed herein
was initially established by the listing of the Kenwood National Register Historic District in the
National Register of Historic Places. Additionally, the Historic Preservation Element of the St.
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan, effective April 15, 2016, establishes the goal of local designation
of St. Petersburg’s National Register-listed districts, given that owner support is shown through
the ballot process established by the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

The Kenwood National Register Historic District encompasses numerous individual subdivisions
platted and developed over several decades. In the case of this application, staff has determined
that it is reasonable for this small but enveloping grouping, which has demonstrated
overwhelming support, to apply for designation as a local historic district. In the Kenwood Section
— Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District, the name of the larger Kenwood National Register
Historic District is referenced is done in order to accommodate for any other groupings within
the Kenwood National Register Historic District that may seek local designation in a similar
manner in the future.

RECOMMENDATION

Given the Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District’s satisfaction of the
criteria for designation as a local historic district to be added to the St. Petersburg Register of
Historic Places, staff recommends approval of Case No. HPC 18-90300008, thus referring the
issue to City Council for public hearing and a final determination.

8 U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, National Register Bulletin 16B — How to Complete the
National Register Registration Form,
https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb16a/nrb16a_lll.htm#name.
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NOTICE OF INFORMATION MEETING

REGARDING THE POTENTIAL DESIGNATION OF A LOCAL HISTORIC DISTRICT

REQUEST: Thisisaletter of notice regarding an upcoming public information meeting.
' The purpose of the meeting isto discuss a potential privately initiated application for

the designation of alocal historic district to the St. Petersburg Register of Historic
Places.
The proposed district includes all parcels bounded by 28" St. N. to the east, 9" Ave. N.
to the north, the rear parcel lines of those properties facing 34™ St. N. to the west, and
the rear parcel lines of those properties facing 6" Ave. N. to the south, as shown on the
attached map.

FILE NO: 18-90300008

’ Kenwood Section — Northwestern Kenwood Local Historic District (name to be

determined)

DATE: Thursday, October 25, 2018

TIME: 6:00 p.m.

PLACE: Temple of the Living God, 1950 2™ Ave N., St. Petersburg, FL 33713

MORE INFO: For procedural questions — City staff contact:
Laura Duvekot, Historic Preservationist, (727) 892-5451 or laura.duvekot@stpete.org
Primary applicant contacts:
Georgia Earp Brian Kelly John Potts
pai ntsonedges@gmail.com  BrianBKelly@tampabay.rr.com postal potts@yahoo.com

Ownership recordsindicate that you are an owner of property located within an area that may be nominated to
the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Placesasalocal historic district. The meeting referenced above will be
an opportunity to learn about the process and impacts of local historic district designation and have questions
or concerns addressed. No votes regarding the pursuit of designation will take place at this meeting; it isbeing
held to assist you in making an informed decision for an upcoming vote.

The historic significance of this area has already been recognized through the 2003 listing of the Kenwood
Historic District in the National Register of Historic Places. This area’s additional listing as a local historic
district in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places would provide a heightened degree of protection
intended to preserve the area’ s character by encouraging sensitive changes over time.

Following the meeting on October 25" and at atime requested by the listed “ primary applicant contacts,” City
staff will mail an official ballot to each registered owner of all property within the proposed district. Votesin
support of the application’ sinitiation must be received from the registered owners of 50% plus one tax parcels
in order for the application for district designation to proceed. Documentation of the district’ s contributing and
noncontributing resources and a narrative discussion of its historic significance will also be submitted to City
staff by the applicant along with an application fee.



If a sufficient number of votes supporting initiation of the application are received, two public hearings will
then be held as part of the designation process. During the first, the Community Planning and Preservation
Commission will make a recommendation for or against approval of the application based on their
determination of the proposed district’s eligibility for local district designation with regard to criteria for
significance and integrity established by St. Petersburg City Code. During the second public hearing, City
Council will weigh criteriafor significance and integrity, as well as the proposed designation’s compatibility
with future land use and development plans. The public will have an opportunity to speak at each hearing.
Ownersof property within and adjacent to the district will be notified to the exact time and date of each hearing
as it approaches. If the application is successful and the local historic district is designated, future changes to
the properties within the district will be guided by S. Petersburg’s Design Guidelines for Historic Properties.

If you have questions/comments or would like more information but cannot attend the meeting, please visit,
write, or call this office: Urban Planning and Historic Preservation, Municipal Services Center, Eighth Foor,
One 4" Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida, 33701. Telephone (727) 892-5451 or email
laura.duvekot@stpete.org.

Respectfully,

).

Laura Duvekot, Historic Preservationist 11
Planning and Development Services, City of St. Petersburg
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Instructions for Completion of Ballot to Determine
Support/Opposition of an Application for the Designation of the
Proposed

Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District

File Number: HPC 18-90300008

Boundaries of Affected | Generally, 28™ Street North, 34™" Street North, 5" Avenue North, and 9%
Area: Avenue North, as shown on the attached ballot.

Legal Description: Kenwood Subdivision, Block 1 (Lots 1-15), Block 2 (Lots 1-14), Block 3.(Lots 1-

14), Block 4 (Lots 1-14), Block 5 (Lots 1-14), Block 6 (Lots 3-15), Block 7 (Lots 1-
15), Block 8 (Lots 1-14), Block 9 (Lots 1-14), Block 10 (Lots 1-7),Block 11 (Lots
1-7), and Block 12 (Lots 1 and 6-10); Kenwood Subdivisicn Addition, Lots A and
B, Block 13 (Lots 1-3 and 6-17), Block 14 (Lots 1-14), Block 15 (Lots 8-14), Block
16 (Lots 1-5 and 12-14), Block 17 (Lots 1-14), Block 18 (Lots 1-17), Block 19
(Lots 1-17), Block 20 (Lots 1-14), Block 21 (Lots 1-4 and 10-14), Biock 22 (Lots
1-3), Block 23 (Lots 1-7), and Block 24 (Lot 1, N % of Lot 2, and Lots 6-11); and
Struther’s Replat, (Lots 1-2).

Primary Staff Contact: Laura Duvekot, Historic Presefvationist

727.892.5451 / laura.duvekot @stpete.org
For More Information: http://www.stpete.org/planning_zoning/current_planning_projects.php
Primary Applicant Georgia Earp Brian, Kelly John Potts
Contacts: paintsonedges@gmail.com  brianbkelly@tampabay.rr.com postalpotts@yahoo.com
Request: Listing of the Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District in

the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places

Dear Property Owner,

Per the St. Petersburg City Code, Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay, Section 16.30.070.2.5.2.a, you
are receiving this notification and attached ballot because you are the owner of property that is located within a
proposed local historic district. A public infermation session regarding this application, of which your household
was directly noticed, was heid on October 25, 2018 at the Temple of the Living God. If you were unable to attend
the meeting or have additional questions about the impacts of this proposal, please contact City staff or one of
the applicants using the information listed above. Documents related to this application will be posted online at
http://www . stpete.org/planning_zoning/current_planning_projects.php.

The support of property owners representing more than 50% of the subject tax parcels is required for this
application to proceed to public hearing. This vote will not finalize the designation of the above-referenced local
historic district, rather it is required in order for the application to be considered by the Community Planning and
Preservation Commission (CPPC) and the City Council. If this ballot process indicates support and the application
moves forward, you will be notified by mail of the time, date, and location of each public hearing.

Process for Tallying Votes

Each tax parcel is counted as one vote, regardless of the number of owners registered to that property. However,
in the case of properties with multiple owners, each registered owner will receive a ballot and have the
opportunity to vote. If ballots representing conflicting votes among multiple owners of a single tax parcel are
received, the vote for that parcel will be counted as a vote of non-support. If there are multiple owners of a
property and only one ballot has been received by Friday, January 11, 2019, then the vote indicated on the
returned ballot will be counted for the entire parcel. Properties from which no ballot has been returned by Friday,
January 11, 2019 will be considered to express nonsupport/opposition.

November 9, 2018
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There are 245 parcels within the proposed district. If support from the owners of 124 properties and all other
materials required for the submission of a designation application, including an application fee, have been
provided to the City, then the district application will be certified complete and proceed to quasi-judicial hearing
and review by the CPPC. Once a district application has been certified complete, no permits shall be issued for any
exterior alterations, demolitions, or new construction, except in cases of ordinary repair and maintenance, until
the City Council has rendered a final decision on the designation request.

Next Steps in the Designation Process

Both you, as a property owner, and the owners of properties within 200 feet of the proposed boundary, will be
notified a minimum of ten days prior to the CPPC quasi-judicial hearing. This hearing will include a presentation
by City staff of an analysis of the potential district’s historic significance and integrity. This will be followed by a
presentation from the applicant and an opportunity for public input. After hearing from staff, the applicant, and
any interested parties, the CPPC will vote for or against recommendation of designation of the proposed district.

Within 60 days following the CPPC meeting, the City Council will evaluate the proposed district designation at a
quasi-judicial hearing. Property owners and owners of properties within 200 feet of the proposed boundary will
again be notified a minimum of ten days prior to the quasi-judicial hearing of its time and location. The hearing
will be conducted in the same manner as the CPPC hearing and followed by a discussion and final decision of the
City Council.

Effects Should the Proposed District Application Be Approved

If the application is approved by the City Council, your property will be recorded as either a contributing (historic
and retaining integrity) or noncontributing (under 50 years old or highly altered) property within the local district.
As such, a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) will be required for future exterior alteration, new construction,
demolition, or relocation. The COA process is essentially a design review that is generally conducted concurrently
with the issuance of other necessary building or demoliticn permits. The process, which has recently been
streamlined, is not designed to hinder owners’ ability to update and maintain their properties, but aims to ensure
the sensitivity of exterior alterations and additions to the historic nature of a designated district or individual local
landmark.

Ballot Remittance and Status Updates

Contact Laura Duvekot, Historic Preservationist, at 727.892.5451 / laura.duvekot@stpete.org, or visit
www.stpete.org/planning_zoning/current planning_projects.php for further information on this application
procedure.

Please consider your choice of support or opposition/nonsupport and return the attached ballot to:

Official Ballot, NW Kenwood LHD

c/o Laura Duvekot

Urban-Planning and Historic Preservation Division

PO Box 2842

5t. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842
Signed ballots must be postmarked on or before Friday, January 11, 2019 or delivered in person by 4 pm on that
date to the Urban Planning & Historic Preservation Division, 8™ Floor, Municipal Services Center, One Fourth Street

North, St. Petersburg. Please note that the results of this vote are not exempt from relevant public records laws.

Respectfully,

Derek Kilborn, Manager
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

Planning and Development Services Department

/id

cc: Elizabeth Abernathy, Director, Planning and Development Services Department
Michael Dema, Assistant City Attorney, City Attorney’s Office

November 9, 2018
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OFFICIAL BALLOT

Ballot Issued on November 9, 2018
Must be returned or postmarked on or before January 11, 2019.

l, , owner of the property located at

, St. Peterspurg, Florida 33713,

1 SUPPORT
1 DO NOT SUPPORT

the initiation of an application for designation of the Kenwood Section — Northwest Kenwood Local Historic
District in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places. The proposed district boundary inciudes the 245
properties generally bounded by 28™ Street North, 34" Street North, 5" Avenue North, and 9" Avenue
North, as shown on the attached map.

A forged signature is an illegal signature that may be prosecuted accordingly; the City of St. Petersburg
reserves the right to verify signature authenticity with the ballot recipient.

(Signature) (Date)

Ballot Instructions:

Please sign and return this ballot on or before Friday, January 11, 2019. The ballot may be:

e Delivered in person to the Urban Planning and Histcric Preservation Division, 8" Floor of the Municipal Services Center,
One Fourth Street North, St. Petersburg, FL 33701;

e Mailed to Official Ballot, NW Kenwood LHD c/o Laura Duvekot, Urban Planning & Historic Preservation Division, PO Box
2842, St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842.

A demonstration of support from 50% + one (1) of the tax parcels located within the proposed boundary is required for this
application to proceed to the Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC) and City Council. The final decision
regarding this application will be determined by City Council action, not by the outcome of this vote. The application will be
deemed complete immediately upon receipt of: “support” votes representing at least 124 of the 245 tax parcels within
the proposed district, a complete application for the designation of the proposed area as a local historic district, an
application detailing the proposed district’s historic significance, integrity, and contributing/noncontributing properties,
and a processing fee irom the applicant.

The response i{oi each tax parce! will be counted as one (1) vote; in the case of conflicting votes among multiple owners of a single
tax parcel, the vote will be counted as nonsupport. If there are multiple owners of a property and only one ballot has been received
by January 11, 2019, then the vote indicated on the returned ballot will be counted for the entire parcel. Following return of the
ballot, your position may not be changed.

Ballots not received or postmarked on or before January 11, 2019 will be recorded as a nonresponse and counted as a “do not
support” vote, except among multiple owners of a single tax parcel where one or more ballots have been remitted. These will be
recorded as described above.

This vote is to initiate the application process only; it does not finalize the decision of whether a historic district will be
officially created. If sufficient support is demonstrated and the application forwarded to the CPPC and City Council, you will be
given a minimum of 10 days’ notice of the public hearings at which you may provide input regarding the potential district
designation.



YA '



CPPC Case.: 18-90300010

Appendix C:

Summary of Ballot Returns



yoddns|  0T0€ N @AV Y19 X | €1Lg€ 14 84ngsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y19 0T0€ Maynen ‘sunop
yoddns| 567 N 9V Y19 X | €T/€e 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AV Y19 ¥S6¢ D J9|AL ‘pJojing
S6C N 9AY Y19 €TLE€E 14 8inqsi19d 1S N 9AV Y19 Si6C d Aduen ‘yosnen

pauiniaiun|  Sy6e N 9AY Y19 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N @AY Y19 St6C a pai|y ‘Yyosne]
yoddns|  vv6C N 9AV Y19 X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs1a1ad 1S N @AY Y19 116¢ JelN 4a)ing
GE6T N 9AY Y19 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y19 SE6T d e1Je\ U3]J|aH

poddns|  Sg6¢ N 9AY Y19 X | €Tsee 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N @AY Y19 SE6C 1980y “49||3H
yoddns|  y€67 N 9AY Y19 X | €rsee 14 3inqgsia1ad 1S N 2AY Y19 vE6T S yupnr 4ayong
T€6C N AV Y39 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsi919d 1S N 9AV Y19 T€6T uAeN ‘Aydaniy

yoddng|  T€6T N 9AY Y19 X | €TL€E€ 14 8ings.is1ad 1S N @AY Y19 TE6T IN epur] ‘ozuesads
pauinidiun| 96t N 9AY Y19 896¢C VA 3||IAsoNny JQ uopoJe) ze9 ue||y ‘adnis
yoddns|  TZ6T N 9AY U419 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y19 TZ6T [l ¥ 08nH ‘Uuyoris
yoddns|  0z6¢ N 9AV Y19 X | €556 VD ZaUulleN STz 3dv 1S 1 009 auuear ‘Aayjod
yoddns|  T167 N @AY Y19 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y19 TT6T 4 uyor “4adulpy
poddns|  0T6C N 9AY Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsJaiad 1S N dAY Y19 0T6C A YUpnr ‘uosupjy
yoddns|  T067 N 9AY Y19 X | €tsee 14 3.nqgsia1ad 1S N 3S Y3LT 929¢€ D Jajluuar ‘Alsuuay
pauinidiun| 0062 N 9AY Y19 ETLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N AV ISTZ T99T Ayzowi] ‘Adiad
yoddns|  g587 N @AY U419 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y19 58T g Aduen ‘s1ixdry
asoddo| 582 N AV Y19] X ETLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y19 758C Jr D [dlueq ‘sioAy
L178T N 9AY Y19 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N @AY Y19 /18T N @A31ABUBD “[IIH

pauiniaiun LV8C N @AY Y19 €TLEE 14 84nQs4919d 1S N @AY Y19 /78T S uyor ‘sewoy |
yoddns|  t¥8¢ N dAV Y19 X | €T/€e 14 8nQsJia1ad 1S N @AY Y19 18¢ Jolled uelg ‘ppiy
pauiniaiun|  9€8¢ N 9AY Y19 €LLEE 14 o3Jeq pY AaJe3S TETET D71 SIIAISS VY| BIUBAPY
poddns|  5e8¢ N 9AY Y19 X | €tsee 14 3inqgsia1ad 1S N AV Y19 GE8T d umeys ‘Aaystiy
poddns| 9787 N 9AY Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsJaiad 1S N 7Y Y19 98¢ 3 1doijey ‘Janeapn
pauiniaiun|  S78T N 9AY Y19 ETLEE 14 3.nqgsia1ad 1S N 2AY Y19 58T S 91N ‘deuy|ag
pauiniaiun| 18T N 9AY Y19 LO9EE 14 edwe| Aigen ajed N 90vT D71 S8UIP|OH Ysl4 J3A|IS
08¢ N AV Y19 X | 9LLg€ 1 doulwas 491 Y19/ 8T8ET Vv eunsuy) ‘4aguelag

yoddns|  0z8e N 9AY Y19 X | 9LLg€ 14 dJoujwas 413] Y19/ 8TSET ydasor ‘4a8ue|ag
poddng 0 N 9AY Y19 X | v0LEE 14 3inqgsia1ad 1S AN dAY YWE TG/ (Aq19 ¥ 43fiuuar) J71 9AV Yis SS0€
pauJniaiun 0 N @AY Y19 1144%3 14 o112Wied M PAID 1S PIEY SE9 D71 1884315 U310 dJ0
pauuniaiun 0 N @AY Y19 €T/EE 14 8ungsJa1ad 1S N 9AY U1G Sy € Juj uawisanu| Ajuadoud ealy Aeg

mmconmwm_ |9died °ON 1S }99.41S ON S°A o__N o}els >u_u SS94ppYy m:___m_>_ JBUMQO



yoddns|  TTZE N 9AV Y19 X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AV Y19 TTZE 92n.g ‘siapuy
yoddns|  sozE N dAV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y19 SOTE 8|0dIN UAjoJe) ‘Bjsijie)
0o0ze N @AY Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N ®AY Y19 00Z€ 12goy wel||IM ‘saa.g

yoddns|  oo0ze N @AV Y39 X | €TLE€ 14 8angsie1ad 15 N dAV Y39 00T€ auuezns eJe| ‘saaig
€91¢€ N @AY Y19 X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N @AV Y19 €9T€ JuddUIA Alo3auD ‘[oliepalg

poddns|  €9T€ N @AV Y39 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1919d 1S N AV Y39 €9T€ 300D yejAey ‘joliepalg
yoddns|  z91¢g N 9AV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y19 Z9T€ @ yedes ‘uiJejn
yoddns|  TGTE N dAV Y19 X | €T/€e 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N dAV Y19 TSTE [ BIUIBJIA “‘Aoue|)
0STE N 9AV Y19 X | TELEE 14 8inqsi19d 1S 8€TT X0g Od 341 N |oJeD “JadueH

0STE N dAV Y19 X | €29T8 0D 3|epuogJe) PAIg BU03ISP3Y 0TS 341 JaupJen udy ‘PYIUIN

yoddns|  0STE N @AV Y19 TELEE 14 8ings191ad 1S 8€ETT x0d Od 1snu| Ajlwed JsupJaen 1a1esleln ‘||dYdUIN
yoddns|  TyIE N 9AY U419 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y19 THTE A 9s1uUaQ ‘MeNBA
yoddns|  zyig N 9AV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N dAY Y19 ZHTE D AMewasoy ‘slieH
yoddns|  geTg N @AY U419 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y19 GETE a wel||im 100492Q
yoddns|  ZET€ N 9AV Y19 X | €918 0D auolspay pA|g 2U01SpaY 0TS 9 U3 ‘|IBYIUIN
yoddns|  TETE N dAV Y19 X | €Z16T vd elydjape|iyd 1S 9oUdIMET N 0€6 g Ae ‘Ja|sney
0€TE N @AY Y19 X | TeLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S 8€TZ X0g Od 341 N |oJeD “JadueH

o€tE N 9AY Y19 X | €29T8 0D 3|epuogJe) PAIg BU0ISpaY 0ZS 3Y1 JaupJien Jusy ‘||BYdUN

yoddns|  0€T€ N @AV Y19 TELEE 14 8ings191ad 1S 8€ETT x0g Od 1snJ] Ajiwed JaupJeo 1alesleln ‘|[DYoUHIN
pauiniaiun|  TZIE N dAV Y19 679€€E 14 edwe] 1S o3elues W\ 1ZZh yupnr ‘uislspjon
yoddns| 0zI€ N 9AV Y19 X | STS09 il dN0J9 sJdaumoq JQ poomajpue) gyTT IN |oJe) ‘4adieH
SS0€ N @AV Y19 €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y39 SS0€ 7 euueaq ‘ajelg

pauiniaiun|  SSO€ N 9AV Y19 €TLEE 14 84ngsJa1ad 1S N AV Y39 GS0€ Y INyuY ‘Oelg
asoddo|  9¥0¢€ N AV Y19] X ETLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N ®AY Y19 9p0€ D duAepn “Jaudny
yoddns|  9€0¢g N 9AV Y19 X | €008 0D Jap|nog auet 1dnboey 0€g d Haqoy 421ydiy
yoddns|  €€0€ N dAV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsJia1ad 1S N AV Y19 EE0E 9joJe) Awy ‘uljyoalg
yoddns|  gzog N 9AV Y19 X | €TLE€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y19 SZ0E 1 uosyoer ‘8una
yoddns|  TzO€ N dAV Y19 X | vzoge 14 edwe| 1@ 98p1y Joqly €T60T Ayie) ‘elp1i0)
yoddns|  TT0€ N 9AV Y19 X | €rs€e 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AV Y19 TT0E 3|0dIN edpuessey YAzi4
ot0¢€ N @AV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y39 0TOE Apuapn ‘Bunoi

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



6¢8¢ N dAY Yi/| X €TLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N 9AV Y3L 678C pJemp3 Sieu) ‘ydasor

asoddo| 628t N dAY Y| X €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N dAY Y3/ 628C UUAT eal3 ‘sliuey
yoddns| 8787 N dAY Y3/ X | €TL€¢€ 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y3/ 878T uely [3lueq ‘Uosiep
178¢ N @AY YL €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y3/ 128C M ylaqgezi] ‘sauA)

pauiniaiun 128¢ N 9AY Y1/ €T/€€ 14 8ungsJa1ad 1S N 9AY Y1/ TZ8T Nl USAS]S ‘SaUA|D
818¢ N @AY YL X | €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y3/ 818C v uag|yiey ‘sehez

yoddns| 8187 N @AV YL X | €TLE€ 14 8inQsJa1ad 1S N @AV Y1/ 818¢ sasloN ‘seAez
108¢ N 9AY Y3, X | €TL€€ 14 8inqsia19d 1S N 9AY Y1Z T08T puowAay ‘oJeze]

yoddns|  108T N 9AY Y3L X | €TLEE 4 8inQgsia1ad 1S N 9AY Y3/ TO8T uosAer ‘oJeze
yoddns|  008¢ N 9AV YL X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AY Y1Z 0082 3 92/uJag ‘Jappad
pauiniaiun 0 N AV Y3/ 909€€ 14 edwe] 9NV 1UB|d S STE D71 19943§ U3aJD dJ0
pauiniaiun|  Gege N 9AV Y19 LOLEE 14 Hodj|ng S 9AY Y19Z 20LS d0e||ep\ ueaq ‘Op|IM
yoddns|  /geg N 9AY Y19 X | €T/€e 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y19 /ZEE 9]0dIN ‘QuAe\|
yoddns|  TgEe N 9AV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y19 TZEE Al B[|91S ‘UopJo9
pauiniaiun 0CZEE N @AY Y19 €T/EE 14 8ungsJa19d 1S N 1S PIEC SYZE Al 9A31S ‘49 ewaoys
yoddns| OT€€ N 9AV Y19 X | €Ts€e 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AY Y19 OTEE (byriag) ydiopny ‘umo.g
pauiniaiun|  TOEE N dAV Y19 ETLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N @AY Y19 TOEE r7119qoy ‘sdijjiyd
pauiniaiun 00€€ N @AY Y19 GO/LES 14 3unqgsJa1ad 1S S 9AY Y199 T#8 D71 S403S9A_WOH 1ST Ajlwe4
yoddns|  g5z€ N dAY Y19 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N 9AY Y19 €5Z€ eJgaq ‘sul|jod
yoddns|  0Sz€ N 9AV Y19 X | OTLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y19T ZT/9 3YL I N Ined ‘s991S
37443 N @AV Y19 €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N ®AY Y19 €4Z€ Jajluuar NIBIN

pauiniaiun|  evee N 9AV U419 €TLEE 14 8ingst913d 1S N AV Y39 €€ sewoy] ‘YooH
8eee N @AV Y19| X €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N AY YIS GpZE  (1R023yM D ydasor) Y1 DT S8NIUSA ealy Aeg

asoddo| geze N 9AV Y19 €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N 9AY Y1G SpTE 1SN SNUDAY YIXIS ETE
pauiniaiun|  Seze N dAV Y19 ETLEE 14 81nQs1a1ad 1S N AV Y19 GETE 1ide) ag Aueyig ‘uosiyoly
yoddns|  0gze N 9AV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y19 0ECZE d e||1asldd ‘uosuyor
yoddns|  /zz€ N dAV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsJia1ad 1S N 9AV Y19 £TTE esaJay] ‘sauof
0zee N 9AV Y19 X | €TL€€ 14 8inqsi13d 1S N 9AY Y19 0TTE A9|ysy ‘uoie3

yoddns|  ozze N @AV Y19 X | €tsee 14 84nQgst91ad 1S N 9AY Y19 0ZZ€ uosAig UIAd)Y ‘ssnesis
pauwiniaiun|  6TCE N 9AV Y19 90/€€ 14 pue|s| aunsead | PAIg JIND 0S¥0T D711 U g Suel
poddns|  8TZE N @AV Y19 X | €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N ®AY Y19 8TZE aeog ‘piieg

mmconmwm_ |9died °ON 1S }99.41S ON S°A o__N o}els >u_u SS94ppYy m:___m_>_ JBUMQO



yoddns|  gg0¢g N dAY YL X | €1L€€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y3/ GEOE 3 DJUOJDA ‘UBSUDISIY
[430} N 9AY Y3/ €TLEE 1 8inqsia19d 1S N 9AV Y1/ ZEOE Jaydoasuy) ‘Ayng

pauiniaiun Z€0€ N @AY Y1/ €T/LES 14 8unqgsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y1/ ZE0E 3 uauneq ‘Ayng
0cog N 9AY Y3L X | TOLEE 14 8nQgsJia1ad 1S IN AV Y39 59T [ Anyag ‘Jasneyziay

yoddns|  0zog N 9AV YL TOLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S IN 9AY Y19 9T [ Sewoy] ‘4asneyziay
LT0€ N @AY Y3z X | €TLg€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y3L LTOE Y duelq ‘s9|gaad

yoddns|  /T0€ N 9AV YL X | €Tsee 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N @AV YL LT0€ g 1suJ] ‘sa|gaad
800¢€ N dAY YL X | €TLg€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y3/ 800€ ua||3-AelN ‘uAjjemaT

yoddns|  300¢€ N @AY YL X | €1L€€ 14 84ngsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y1Z 800€ D sewoy] ‘uAjjaman
yoddns|  TOOE N dAY Y3/ X | €TLEE 14 84ngsia1ad 1S N AV Y3/ TOOE IN umeq ‘Yield
pauiniaiun 1S6¢C N @AY Y1/ €T/LES 14 8unqgsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y1/ TS6C 1 piemoH ‘Asjaiys
000€ N 9AY YL €eLE€E 14 8ings1913d 1S €2 X0g Od JYL [ IUSDUIA ‘020BqO]

pauiniaiun 000€ N @AY Y1/ €E€/€€ 14 84nQs4919d 1S €CvPT Xog Od 1SNJ] [ JUSIUIA ‘022eqO]|
0S6¢ N @AY Y3z X | 9z9ge 14 edwe] 1D Joue|A yuowieq 90TZT unsuy ‘eJoyes

yoddns|  0S6¢ N dAY YL X | 9zoge 14 edwe] 1) JouelA Juowlled 90TZT MIN ‘eloxes
yoddns|  gy67 N 9AY Y3L X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y3/ SY6T Y Ud3|yiey| ‘SUnoA
0v6e N 9AY YiL X | €TL€€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y3L 0t6C [ efjauer 40Ang

poddns|  ov6T N 9AY Y3L X | €TLEE 14 84nQgsia19d 1S N 9AY Y3 06T @ UanIA 10Ang
yoddns|  €€6¢ N AV Y1, X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y3/ €€6C @ uel||9 ‘Suanls
yoddns| 9767 N 9AY Y/ X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1a1ad 1S N 9AY YL 926T uyor y ‘4aqlas
ST6¢ N 9AY YiL 0/8€  HN aAY pY 1a¥deIg 0SS IN eldlled 49131y

pauJdniaaun|  ST6C N dAY YL 0/8€  HN aAYy Py 1a¥deIg 0SS IN Buhepn 4oy
pauiniaiun|  0z6¢ N AV Y1, ETLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y3/ 026C Jr 71 Awwo] ‘uospny
yoddns| /167 N 9AY Y3L X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y3/ LT6T IN BJpUES ‘D}UOWERISY
106¢ N 9AY YiL X | €TL€€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y3/ T06C N eljswer ‘ejol|

yoddns|  T06C N @AY Yy, X | €TLEE 14 3indsiored s N dAY Y3L T06T V JeN ‘ejol]
yoddns|  006¢ N 9AY Y1z X | 8Tzl AW aJowiyeg 1S s9|Jeyd N TOvy V [1I_BYJIA ‘O)UdAIYZ
yoddns| %8¢ N AV Y3/ X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1a1ad 1S N 9AY YL S¥8T douejsuo) ‘JeaApoon
LEST N @AY Y| X €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y3L LE€8T 1Y [4eD ‘uospnH

asoddo| /L€8¢ N @AV Y| X €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y3L LE8T M 3lJew|ie ‘uospny
9€8¢ N 9AY YiL X | €TL€€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y3/ 9€8C 7 uaJeyl ‘snod

poddns|  9€8¢ N 9AY Y3 X | €TLEE 14 84nQgsia19d 1S N 9AY Y3/ 9€8T Y uyor ‘snod

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



pauiniaiun|  OvcE N AV Y3/ 90LEE 14 puejs| ainsead PAIg 4IND 0SH0T D77 11A 913d 1S Yoiy
yoddns|  ggge N AV Y1, X | STO¥6 V2 AuD Ajeg 1Q dn0J9 udpJes g€ [ AJusH ‘ulyua||as
yoddns|  zeze N 9AY Y1z X | €T/€e 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y3/ ZETE asiuaq ‘[aqV
6CCE N 9AY YiL X | €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y3L 62CE aule[3 uesns ‘UosoJ)

yoddns|  ezTE N @AY YL X | €tTLe€ 14 8ings1919d 1S N AV Y3L 6TTE e ‘uosou)
yoddns|  ggze N AV Y1, X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y3/ 8ZCE M M3Jpuy ‘oJnenag
61CE N @AY Y3z X | 90€8C  ON 9||Ine119Aey py Aauins y€89 alIe) U1sl||eDIN

yoddns|  6TZE N AV YL X [ 90e8z  ON 3||Ine119Ae4 py Aa.uns $€89 sauwier ‘493s1|[eDdIN
pauiniaiun|  9T¢E N dAY Y3/ ETLEE 14 84ngsia1ad 1S N AV Y3/ 9TTE 3 dwouJar ‘@4dneag
yoddns| 0TZE N 3AV YL X | €Ts€e 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AY YL 0TCZ€ eyiewes ‘Aueyiys
yoddns|  60Z€ N 9AY Y/ X | €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 9AY YL 60T€ (stung) 3 Adeln ‘uiin)
pauiniaiun T0ZE N @AY Y1/ €T/LESE 14 3unqgsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y1/ TOCZE [ AjI9) ‘vewyny
asoddo|  ooze N @AY Yi/| X ETLEE 14 8ingsJia1ad 1S N ®AY Y1Z 00Z€E 9Jpuy ‘UUBWSUIdH
291¢ N 9AY YiL €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y3/ 29T€ N Allaquuty ‘@anug

pauiniaun|  ¢9TE N @AY YL €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y3L Z9T€ d sswer ‘[nquing
asoddo| /ST€ N @AV Y| X Y0LEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N 9AY POOMUIY OTST  VOd dMNne7 ‘sguluuar o/d [ euuoq ‘Suldzian
yoddns|  QSTE N 9AY Y3L X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y3/ OSTE 4 Yy1agezl|3 ‘asnosis
SY1E N @AV Y| X €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y3L STE B2ISSI[ ‘YISaY-uoisiaylad

asoddo| spIE N 9AY YL €TLEE 14 8ings1a1ad 1S N AV Y3 SPTE uelAH yiaqez||3 ‘YIsay-uoisiaylag
ovte N 9AY YiL X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y3/ OVTE el84099 ‘die3

yoddns|  ovTE N 9V YL X | €Tsee 14 84nQgsia1ad 1S N @AY YL O TE pJemp3 ‘die3
yoddns|  GETg N AV Y1, X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y3/ GETE D U3 ‘ualg,0
pauwiniaiun|  OETE N AV Y3/ 97€0€ VO elUR[Y IN pY Aia4 saoed 3 056 ussy 81Nl [3BN P34 VSN
yoddns| /zI€ N AV Y1, X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y3/ LTTE a Aylowi] ‘uvewsoq
611€ N @AY Y3z X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N ®AY YIL 6TTE 1 duuesr ‘weyelo

yoddns|  6TTE N 9AY YiL X | €Tsee 14 8ingsi919d 35 N @AY Y1/ 6TTE ydasor ‘weyess
750¢€ N @AY Y3z €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y3L TS0€ Ajjay euueor ‘Ja1sxnH

pauiniaiun|  ZSo€ N dAV YL €TLEE 14 81nQs1912d 1S N AV Y3/ TS0E selqo_ [9eydliN ‘99eDdIN
610€ N @AY Y3z X | €TLE€ 14 8inqgsiaiad 1S N dAV Y3L 610€ uoJAN ‘uyo)

yoddns|  6t0€ N dAY YL X | €TLEE 14 8angsiaiad 1S N AV Y3L 610€ es|] ‘4aziamyds
GE0€E N @AY Y3z €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y3/ SEOE [48D ‘UBsUIISLIY

mmconmwm_ |9died °ON 1S }99.41S ON S°A n__N o}els >u_u SS94ppYy m:___m_>_ JBUMQO



606C N 7Y Y18 X | ersee 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N @AV Y18 606¢ g As1ag ‘inquie)

yoddns|  606¢ N @AY Y18 X | €Tsgg 14 8ingsie19d 1S N ®AY Y18 606C [ piemp3 nque)
uoddns| 5062 N dAY Y18 X | €1/8€ 14 81nQgsia1ad 1S N ®AY Y18 S06C [ Ueyleuor ‘Jaupien
pauwiniaiun|  006¢ N @AY Y18 ETLEE 14 8ingsie19d 1S N @AV Y18 006¢ Alia] ‘uosswer
068¢ N @AY Y18 X | €1Lg€ 14 81nQgsia1ad 1S N @AY Y18 068¢ O auAepn ‘suariey

yoddns| 068t N @AY Y18 X | €TLg€ 14 8angsie19d 1S N @AY Y18 068¢ 7 uaJey ‘susne
¥4 N 7Y Y18 X | ersee 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N @AV Y18 GG8¢ uoAuay ‘|lemoy

uoddns| 558z N AV Y18 X | €TLEE iE! 84ngsia1ad 1S N @AY Y18 GS8T Jawg ‘Ajiay
S¥8T N 7Y Y18 X | ersee 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N @AV Y18 St8¢ 3 Ay “4aupien

uoddns|  gp8C N @AY Y18 X | €1sgg 14 8inQgsie19d 1S N ®AY Y18 S¥8T [uelq ‘Jaupien
LEST N 7Y Y18 €T/EE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N @AV Y18 L€8T S |lepuey ‘meysuay

yoddns| /€8¢ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€E 14 8inQgsie19d 1S N ®AY Y18 ££8T 1 [SBYDIA ‘Meysuay
uoddns|  pege N 7Y Y18 X | €1/€€ 14 81nQgsia1ad 1S N 8AY Y18 €8T | B2[UOIA ‘UOps80n
pawnaiun|  628¢ N @AY Y18 ETLEE 14 8inQgsie19d 1S N @AV Y18 678¢ 3 °12Je8ue|y ‘Jaqgey|neq
uoddng|  g8zgt N 9AY Y318 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 15 N @AY Y18 878¢ M 1290y ‘||leH
[44:14 N @AY Y18 €TLEE 14 8inQgsie19d 1S N ®AY Y18 228T [9BYIIA ‘Uopuo)

pauiniaiun 778 N @AY Y18 €T/LESE 14 3ungsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y18 228¢ UIAa) ‘uopuo)
pauiniaiun 0 N 9AY Y18 YA VA 14 8ungsJa19d 1S SIS Y6t ST dio) juswdo|aAsg SWOH |eJauan
1433 N @AY Yz YTLES 14 8ingsia1ad 1S Jd 'SN 8LES uet ‘wiy

pauuniaiun 8CEE N 9AY Y1/ YTLEE 14 8ungsJa1ad 1S Qg |19N 8/€S uny-aeq ‘wny
TCEE N @AY Y1z 0/T68 AN sedap seq G6CEL X0g Od vl 41214 MayneN ‘umolg

pauwiniaiun|  TZEE N @AY Y3z 0/168 AN sedaj seq S6CEL X0g Od 1snD 0) 1snJ] Aunb3
uoddns|  ogeg N @AY Yz X | €1Lg€ 14 81nQgsia1ad 1S N @AY Y1/ 0ZEE 341 D ydasor ‘sied
ozee N @AY Y1z €TLEE 14 8inQgsie19d 1S N ®AY Y1/Z 0TEE 1SN 3|qed0A’y o ydasor ‘sied

uoddnsg|  €1¢¢ N @AY Y/ X | €1/g€ 14 81nQgsia1ad 1S N @AY YL €TEE [21ueq ‘zauopiQo
[45%3 N @AY Yz €TLEE 14 8ingsie19d 1S N @AV YL TTEE snewseg ‘lueypuwey

pauiniaiun C1€€ N @AY Y1/ €T/LEE 14 8anqsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y1/ ZTEE ueypmas ‘iueypwey
asoddo| 0o0€¢€ N @AV YiZ| X €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N @AY Y1/ 00EE d uaydais ‘ySiuy
3743 N @AY Yz X | €1Lg€ 14 81nQgsia1ad 1S N ®AY Y1/ €G2€ IN uouieys ‘Apesg

yoddns|  g5z€ N @AY Y1z X | €1sg¢g 14 3ingsio1d 15 N AV Y1/Z €6T€ M sewoy] ‘Apeug
0SzE N 3AY Y1z X | 02S0T AN  UOSpNH uo uoloJ) SAY UIpjuelq T uesns ‘uslioQ

yoddns|  0szg N @AY Y1z 0ZSOT AN  UOSpNH uo uol0J) SAY UIpjuelq T uoiul|) ‘usiiog

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



yoddns|  $S0€ N @AV Y38 X | €TLEE 14 8ings1919d 1S N @AV PJE 0081 epuewy ‘uegeH
6t0€ N @AY Y18 0928 N PoOMP|IM any JojAe] 3 96T eAJBUIN 431ynds

pauiniaiun 610€ N @AY Y18 09¢8 N pooMpIIAN 9AY JojAe] 3 96T ydasor “aajynds
yoddns|  Sy0€ N 9AV Y18 X | €Ts€e 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AY Y18 S0€ 9uJane] uoJeys ‘anyeuo(q
yoddns|  0v0€ N AV Y18 X | OTLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N ®AY Y18 5769 1194973 U3J9H ‘uewyog
yoddns|  gg0¢g N AV Y18 X | TOLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S S 9AY Y1G ST€ elIE|\ BUEXOY ‘UBZIOIN
ogo¢g N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y18 0€0€ V pine@ ‘wotispur

yoddns|  0g0¢g N @AV Y18 X | etsee 14 8ings191ad 1S N @AV Y18 0€0¢€ [9BY2IN ‘siaquiey)d
yoddns|  6Z0€ N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y18 670€ Vv UI9ssnH ‘yeyJeq
pauiniaiun|  TZOE N AV Y18 ETLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N dAY Y18 TZOE 3 ueaq ‘amoJo
yoddns|  0z0€ N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y18 0Z0€E V/ Uyor ‘e|[24njusp
S00¢€ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N dAV Y36Z ¥EOY M uuy ‘lesping

yoddns|  g00¢€ N 9AV Y18 €TLEE 14 8inQgsJia19d 1S N 9AY YI6C vEOY 1An2g ‘[|1ed
200¢€ N @AY Y18 X | LOLEE 14 euspesed {nos S JQ pue|s| uns 009/ v Wel||im ‘duoa]

yoddns|  zoo€ N @AY Y18 X | LoLgg 14 euapesed {nos S 4@ pue|s| uns 009/ Y sluuaq ‘suiumoug
GS6C N @AY Y18 €TLE€E 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y38 GG6C @ JayieaHy ‘aselq

pauiniaiun GG6C N 9AY Y18 €T/€€ 14 8ungsia19d 1S N 9AY Y18 SS6¢ a Asupoy ‘aseug
¥56¢ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y38 756¢ JYL sewoy] ‘p1as

¥S6¢ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€E 14 8ings1919d 1S N AV Y18 7S6T 341 pJemoH ‘Japuoy

yoddns|  $S6¢ N 9AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y18 ¥S6C  ISNJL ASY Sewoy] ‘PIas 13 pJemoH ‘Japuoy
yoddns|  Sy67 N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsJia1ad 1S N AV Y18 Si76T duAe\ pJemp3 ‘Japuexa|y
yoddns| /€67 N 9AV Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N @AY Y18 LE6T aulsHYd ‘ysnouoddN
v€6¢ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Yi8 vE6T uaalyiey ‘ade|[ep

yoddns|  vE6C N @AV Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 8ingsJa1ad 1S N @AV Y18 1€6¢ 90r ‘a2e[|B/WN\
876C N 9AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y18 86T D duuy ‘xo4

yoddns|  gz6¢ N 9AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 84ngsJa1ad 1S N AV Y38 876¢ @ ueyieuor ‘xo4
pauiniaiun|  §z6¢ N 9AY Y18 ETLEE 14 8inQs1919d 1S N AV Y18 ST6T alnr ‘paydy
026¢ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Y18 06T eJneq ‘13008

yoddns|  0z6¢ N @AV Y38 X | €TLEE 14 8angsJta1ad 15 N dAV Y38 0T6T Aiggar ‘noos
616C N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N @AY Y18 6T6C uatieq ‘AooN

yoddns|  616C N oAV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8nQgsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y38 6T6C Y UaAL1S ‘alzudjdeln

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



yoddns|  gzee N @AV Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 84nQgsta1ad 1S N @AV Y18 87Z€ V 124e8Je A ez
yoddns|  ggze N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N dAY Y18 STTE uosuyor ulisny ‘4apupo
yoddns|  TzTE N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y18 TTTE UOS|SN [9BYdIIN ‘BYdeL
yoddns|  gTzE N 9AV Y18 X | €Ts€e 14 81nQs191ad 1S N dAV Y18 8T¢¢€ (sauAbH) d 140D ‘YHws
pauiniaun| ¢rCE N AV Y18 ETLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y18 TTTE ydasor ‘Japlauyds
yoddns|  TTZE N 9AV Y18 X | €Tsee 14 81nQs191ad 1S N dAY Y18 TTCZE A9|s97 yiaqezi|3 Jayaly
yoddns|  TOCTE N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y18 TOTE Y ue|y 4ayd|ag
00z€ N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N ®AY Y18 00Z€ ueyleuor ‘jedn

yoddns|  ooze N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N 9AY Y18 00Z€ slJeH ‘Jsupien
€91¢€ N @AY Y18 €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y18 €9T€ [ 19BYDIN ‘SMayNIeN

pauiniaiun|  €9T€ N @AY Y38 €TLEE 14 8ings1919d 1S N AV Y18 £9T¢€ M H3qoy ‘swepy
pauiniaiun 79T¢€ N @AY Y18 CTLES 14 3unqgsJa1ad 1S S 9AY YIS 228C D77 uswdo|aAag YdIM|OOA
TSTE N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Yig TSTE Y [9BYDIN ‘Ysnoy

yoddns|  TSTE N 9AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y18 TSTE D sewoy] ‘o)gelo
yoddns|  gop1E N @AY Y18 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsJia1ad 1S N 9AY Y18 SYTE Y uedaA ‘uosiiien
[44%2 N @AY Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N AV Yig ZH1€ eAue|\ ‘Japey

yoddns|  ZyTE N @AV Y38 X | €TLEE 14 8ings1919d 1S N AV Yi8 THT€ X3y ‘Uapey
pauwiniaiun|  GETE N AV Y18 90/€€ 14 puejs| aunsead | PAIg JIND 0S¥0T D11 uenj eydjy
[43%3 N 9AY Y18 €TLEE 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Yi8 ZETE auueor e[l ‘Uos|IM

pauiniaiun CE€TE N @AY Y18 €TLES 14 84nQs49319d 1S N @AY Y18 ZETE ) sajdey)d ‘uos|ipn
LTTE N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Yi8 LTTE suslley) ‘susaun

yoddns|  /zI€ N 9AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 84ngsia1ad 1S N AV Y38 LTT€ Ve ‘uewse)
9zIE N 9AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N @AY Y18 92T¢€ BIUOS ‘W]

yoddns|  9zIg N @AV Y18 X | €1L€€ 14 81ngs1912d 1S N AV Y18 9ZT€ J2u3 ‘uyer
yoddns|  TZTE N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Yig TZTE D U407 ‘sidhs|N
(Ir4xa N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N AV Y38 0ZTE 341 Apesse) Ase ‘sauor

ozie N dAY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 84ngsia1ad 1S N AV Y38 0TTE 3Y1 D wo] ‘piopiayiny

yoddns|  ozig N 9AV Y18 €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N dAY Y18 0ZTE  3IsNJ4L D Adep ‘sauof g D wio] ‘plojayiny
asoddo| STTE N oAV 18] X €TLEE 14 8ings1912d 1S N AV Y38 GTTE IN u3jy3ey ‘uew|oH
pauiniaiun T0TE N @AY Y18 €T/LES 14 3unqgsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y18 TOTE V B2Issaf ‘uaydais
¥S0€ N @AY Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N @AY pJg 0081 joo.g ‘uosdwoy]

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



v6¢ N @AY Yi6 €TLEE 14 8ingsJa1ad 15 N 9AY Y16 16T SlIBIA BUIL “J3|MO4
pauiniaiun|  9€62 N AV Y16 ETLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y16 9€0T adoH Ajlw3 ‘nolj|3
pauiniaiun|  0€6¢ N dAY Y16 ETLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N 9AY Y16 0€6C siuuaq ‘19salYyM
yoddns| 0067 N 9V Y6 X | TLLE€ 14 o3.Jeq Py UOLIBWIM 6VEL @ Mjoag ‘uasjaIN
0S8t N @AV Yi6 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N AV Y16 0S8T 311 M eJ1dd ‘Bduien
0S8¢ N @AY Y6 X | €1L€€ 14 8inqsi919d 1S N 9AY Y6 0S8C 941 7 sawer 13duien
Hoddns| 0587 N @AY Yi6 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1919d 1S N ®AY Y16 0S8C ISNJL ASY M BJID 73 ] SaWer ‘Baulen
pauiniaiun|  0¥8C N AV Y16 VELEE 14 81nQs1a1ad 1S T€EL X049 Od 211 UAjor ov8e
yoddns|  9€87 N dAY Y16 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N 9AY Y16 9€8C (uosdwoy]) uueiq ‘disjesoy
yoddns|  9z8¢ N AV Yl X | LoLgg 14 8ingsia1ad 1S SJ4Qa|Ino ess ISyT (1120y231d
puibay) 717 1awdiasq Auadoud NGl
pauJniaiun| 078t N dAY Y16 €ELEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S 9STST X0g Od eulay ‘sul||od
pauiniaiun ceee N @AY Y18 YT9EE 14 edwe] 1S eSnAed M 80€t ou| eweqe|y jo Auedwo) d4a
yoddns|  QgEE N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N 9AY Y18 OEEE 3|IY2IIN ‘UlD
LTEE N @AY Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 8inqsia19d 1S N 9AY Y18 LTEE JueAUND eflwey ‘Jewled
yoddng|  /zeg N 9AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 84nQsia19d 1S N 9AY Ui LTEE jueAuny ‘Jewled
yoddns|  TgEe N 9AV Y18 X | €Ts€e 14 81nQs191ad 1S N dAV Y18 TZEE D g3|e) ‘xog
yoddns|  0zEE N AV Y18 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs1a1ad 1S N 9AY Y18 0ZEE Japuexaly |alueq J3|py
pauiniaiun OTES N @AY Y18 €T/LESE 14 3unqgsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y18 OTEE 1sauJ43j pjeuoy ‘43||n4
pauiniaiun 60€€ N 9AY Y18 €T/EE 14 8ungsJa19d 1S N 9AY Y18 60€€ J[ H saj4ey) ‘ssaueln
yoddns|  TOEg€ N AV Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Y18 TOEE Il uljpe) ‘eays,o
00€€ N 9AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N @AY Y18 00€€E uaineT ‘sswer
yoddns|  00€g€ N @AV Y18 X | €1L€€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N 9AY Y18 00€E S ueAy ‘sawer
pauiniaun|  ¥STE N AV Y18 ETLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N AV Y18 ¥STE ) BPUOA ‘pJod
yoddns|  yyee N AV Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N AV Yi8 v7ZE uapAoy ‘997
£vee N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings1913d 1S N 9AY Y18 €4T€E eUBlIpY ‘Oul3ud|oL
yoddns|  €yze N 9AV Y18 X | €1L€€ 14 8ingst913d 1S N AV Y18 €17Z€E [ uegaisi @10
I 43 N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 9AY Y18 9€7€ Vv |0Je) ‘weysuiuun)
yoddns|  9gze N 9AV Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 81ngs191ad 1S N 9AY Y18 9€7¢€ D UaAd3S ‘weydutuun)
43 N @AY Y18 X | €TLE€ 14 8inqgsiaiad 1S N ®AY Y18 SETE As||9) |9eA YRIOgRQ “U93SIT
yoddns|  ggze N @AV Y18 X | €TL€€ 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y18 GETE d Auueq ‘418
8cee N @AY Y18 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N ®AY Y18 82T€ [ sejgnoq ‘unj|im

mmconmwm_ |9died °ON 1S }99.41S ON S°A n__N o}els >u_u SS94ppYy m:___m_>_ JBUMQO



pauJniaiun 0zL N 1S Y3182 ETLEE 14 8ingsJaiad 1S N 1S Y318z 0T/ v Aey ‘sauny
pauJniaiun 079 N 1S Y3182 ETLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 1S Y387 079 Wepy [SNWes ‘pIepoo
poddng 809 N 1S Y318¢ X | 80Lg€ 14 yoeag eJldpeN 1Q As|sied 3 SEOVT Ar M uyor ‘43|90Yd2s
yoddns 009 N 1S Y182 X | €TLEE 14 84ngsia1ad 1S N 1S 4182 009 sjoJe) ‘A9jleL
poddng 8€S N 1S Y3182 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsJaiad 1S N 1S Y38C 8€S Aor eynie ‘asoy
0sze N @AV Yi6 X | €tsee 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y16 0STE @ uely ‘sigisejN

poddns|  osze N @AY Yi6 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N @AV Yi6 0STE sojue) ‘zaenleN
4443 N @AV Yi6 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y18T S9L€E S plo3lIeA X02|IM

pauiniaiun|  ize N @AY Y16 €TLEE 14 8angsua1ad 1S N AV Y18Z S9L€ v Aou] “xod|Im
yoddns|  pETE N AV Y16 ETLEE 14 84ngsia1ad 1S N AV Y16 VETE v pieyory ‘ejeAy
9zee N 9AV Y16 €TLEE 14 8inqsia19d 1S N 9AV Y16 97C€E | 8lueydais ‘apamyds|yy

yoddns|  9zze N @AY Yi6 X | €tsee 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y36 9TCE H sadeyd ‘spamyds|yy
pauiniaiun|  0TTE N 97V Yi6 CTLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S S 143 Y199 §/8T ueysda ‘Aedinin
pauiniaiun|  Q9TE N AV Y16 SS9YE 14 Asyory 11od maN 1Q Janly |1ed 8065 2711 sa14adoud ||IH 313
pauiniaiun|  OvTE N 97V Yi6 STLEE 14 dpJIA BIDIL S J1D YJewpue 6.6 du| odueleq ‘937
yoddns|  9€T€ N 9AY Y16 X | €tsee 14 3.nqgsia1ad 1S N AV Yi6 9ETE D UdAR1S ‘BJoIsazLy
asoddo|  yzTE N AV Yi6] X ETLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N AV pugZ TE9E pJemp3 ‘4sjueys
OTTE N @AV Y16 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y16 OTTE v ydjey quaJy

yoddns|  0OTTE N AV Yl X | €TL€€ 14 84ngsJa1ad 1S N @AY Y16 0TTE S 9||INaN “Jauan
001€ N AV Yi6 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y16 00TE uelg ‘uluo)

pauinidiun|  00TE N @AY Y16 €TLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N AV Y36 00T€E ez|] ‘peJuo)
¥S0€ N @AV Y16 €TLEE 1 8ingsia1ad 1S N dAV Y36 ¥S0€ Vv |0Je) ‘lewwien

yoddns|  $S0€ N AV Yl X | €TL€€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N @AV Y36 ¥S0€ d SejoyoIN ‘lewwen
pauiniaiun| o€ N AV Y16 ETLEE 14 3inqgsia1ad 1S N AV Yi6 t70€ 7 Haqoy ‘uosuyor
9€0¢€ N AV Y16 X | €TLEE 14 8ingsiaiad 1S N AV Y36 9€0€ 3YL4r O apne|d ‘pJel|iiH

yoddns|  9€0€ N @AV Yi6 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N SAV Yi6 9€0€ 1SNJ] pueT dAY Yie 9€0€
pauiniaiun|  8ZOE N 97V Yi6 ¥€0SL XL 005144 1S |eUB) €EV8 N@D 0D 1snJ| Alinb3
pauiniziun|  0Z0E N AV Y16 ETLEE 14 3.nqgsia1ad 1S N AV Y16 0Z0E 3 uely ‘woJis|yeq
poddns|  000€ N 97V Yi6 X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsJaiad 1S N @AY Y16 000E gujuiey ‘ni
756¢ N @AV Yi6 €TLEE 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N SAV Yi6 ¥S6T 1eN ‘oa)

pauiniaiun|  +S6¢ N @AY Y16 €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N @AY Y16 ¥S6C MU ‘UIBN
yoddns|  $¥6C N @AY Y16 X | €tsee 14 3ingsia1ad 1S N AV Y36 76T uinay ‘Asspun

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



0€8 N 1S puze €TLEE 14 8ings1919d 1S N 1S puze 0€8 (8T-£2-TT S1¥ p24) Ajiwig “Janesp

pauJniaiun 0€8 N 1S puze €TLEE 14 8ings1912d 1S N 1S puz€ 0€8 (8T-£T-TT S1Y p24) Al BNYSO[ “UBAEIN
pauiniaiun 018 N 1S 3ISTE ETLEE 14 81nQs1919d 1S N 1S IST€ 08 usydajs ‘ogjede)
pauJniaiun 9€L N 1S ISTE ETLEE 14 8ingsJaiad 1S N 1S 1STE 9g/ 1 13uer ‘sia1ad
yoddns 0€L N 1SISTE X | €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 1S ISTE 0€L esala| ‘11097
yoddng 02/ N 3SISTE X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N 3SISTE 0T/ N Aljes ‘@yiAsiod
yoddns 0T/ N 1S 3ISTE X | €€L€¢€ 14 81nQs1919d 1S TT0ZT X0g Od uelg ‘Aja)
yoddng 0€9 N 3SISTE X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N 35S ISTE 0€9 Y uely ‘8uissa|g
029 N 1SISTE €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N 1S ISTE 029 A\ B2JpUY ‘UOSuelA|

yoddng 029 N 1SISTE X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N 1S 3STE 029 Y pineq ‘uosue
009 N 1SISTE €TLEE 14 8ings1913d 1S N 1S 3ST€ 009 Y3197 uouueys ‘4aunio4

yoddng 009 N 3ISISTE X | €TL€€ RE| 8ings191ad 1S N 3S3STE 009 UUAT uasey ‘Yo
[43 N 1SISTE TELEE 14 8ings191ad 1S 8€TT X0g Od JYL I |oJeD ‘JadieH

yoddng 43 N 3ISISTE X | TELEE 4 81ngsi91ad 1S 8€TT X0d Od 341 JaupJes Juady ‘[|SYdUIN
[43 N1SISTE TeLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S 8€TT X0g Od 1snJ] Ajlwed JaupJeo 1a1esie|y ‘|[DYoUIN

008 N 1S Y30€ €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N 1S Y30€ 008 3 s2402Q ‘@Mmo1

pauJniaiun 008 N 1S Y30€ €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 1S Y30€ 008 3 uegsN ‘amo
109 N 1S Y30€ €TLEE 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N 3S Y30€ T09 g e|93s3 ‘snsaraQ

yoddns 109 N 1S Y30€ X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 1S Y30€ T09 7 SeJOdIN ‘snsafaq
009 N 1S Y30€ X | €TLE€ 14 8ingsi91ad 1S N 1S Y30€ 009 Ar Y sapiey) ‘spaeAjes

yoddns 009 N 1S Y30€ X | €TLEE 14 8angsiaiad 1S N 1S Y30€ 009 @ enl|y ‘spiedjes
1€9 N 1S Y62 X | €TLE€ 14 8ings191ad 1S N 1S Y362 T€9 1 Aded] ‘paquey

yoddng T€9 N 1S Y6¢ €TLEE 14 8inQsJia1ad 1S N 3S Y162 T€9 D piAeq ‘ISppPIM
8¢8 N 1S 4318¢ €TLE€E 14 8ings191ad 1S N 1S Y38C 8€8 yesoqgaq ‘Jousis

yoddns 8¢€8 N 1S Y318¢ X | €TLEE 14 8ingsia1ad 1S N 1S Y38C 8€8 11005 [9eYdIA ‘U0 DM
yoddng 0€8 N 1S Y3182 X | €TLEE 14 81nQs191ad 1S N 1S Y3827 0€8 UuAT 1143 ‘ej|aJezued
pauJniaiun 018 N 1S Y3182 LO9EE 14 edwe] Aige|n 9jed N 90¥T D11 S3UIP|OH Jolig pay
pauJniaiun 018 N 1S Y318¢ T9LEE 14 Jalemieal)  py yloog Ud|INAPIAI N 92S¢ [ A1y ‘plesadzay
pauJniaiun 008 N 1S Y382 LO9EE 14 edwe| Alge|n a1ed N 90¥T D11 S3UIP|OH Ysi4 J3A[IS
yoddng 8¢/ N 3S Y318¢ X | €TL€€ 14 81nQs191ad 1S N 3S Y18Z 8€L L pey) ‘swepy
yoddns 0€L N 1S Y382 X | €€L€€ 14 8ingsJia1ad 1S 78/1T X0g Od (997 43}

asuodsay |924ed °ON 1S 199418 ON SaA diz 9e1s A ssaJppy Suljiein J[umo



aJ1-wd 0s:ZT @ 6102 ‘9T Aonupr Jo so

stz sjaoued # [e10]
sve s10/leg # [e301
%020 JU22494 pausnialun
vl s|924ed pauInlaIun
%6ty Juad13d ,ON,,
11 sjpoJed ,ON,,
€1 s101[eg ,ON,
%159 1020134 ,S3A,,
091 sjpoued ,S9A,
1414 s10/leg , s9A,
voddns| oo Nispige| | x | etzee 14 8Inqs1a1ad 15 N 35 PIEE 00£ d Y1aqez|3 ‘enboejonag
asuodsay [921e4 'ON ‘1S 199418 oN sap diz  =1e18 A ssaJppy Suijien JaumoQ .



CPPC Case.: 18-90300010

Appendix D:

Application for Designation to the St. Petersburg Register of Historic
Places



City of St. Petersburg
Division of Urban Planning, Design,
and Historic Preservation

Local Landmark
Designation Application

Type of property nominated (for staff use only)
O building Ostructure 0O site O object
R historic district Omultiple resource

1. NAME AND LOCATION OF PROPERTY

Kenwood and Kenwood Extension subdivisions located within Historic
historic name Kenwood neighborhood

other names/site number

address 6™ Avenue North to 9" Avenue North; 28" Street North to 33™ Street North

historic address Kenwood (1914) and Kenwood Extension (1924)

2. PROPERTY OWNER(S) NAME AND ADDRESS

name Brian Kelly

street and number 710 31% Street North

city or town St. Petersburg state Florida zip code 33713
phone number (h) 727-288-4241 (w)  727-288-4241 e-mail  brianbkelly@tampabay.rr.com

3. NOMINATION PREPARED BY

namettitle Brian Kelly, Georgia Earp, Douglas & Margaret Wilkin, Elizabeth Bevelaqua Karen
Griffith, Michael Chambers, Denise Yettaw, Mark Carman, Ernst Peebles.
organization Historic Kenwood Neighborhood Association

street and number 710 315 Street North

city or town St Petersburg ~ state Florida zipcode 33713
phone number (h) 727-288-4241  (w) 727-288-4241 e-mail brianbkelly@tampabay.rr.com
date prepared January 26, 2019 signature BRIAN

KELLY

4. BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION AND JUSTIFICATION

Describe boundary line encompassing all man-made and natural resources to be included in designation (general
legal description or survey). Attach map delimiting proposed boundary. (Use continuation sheet if necessary)

The boundary of the proposed Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District is:

6™ Avenue North to the south side of 9™ Avenue inclusive and the west side of 28™ Street to the
east side of 34" Street inclusive, excluding commercial buildings.

See Appendix A for a map of the proposed district.



5. GEOGRAPHICAL DATA

acreage of property 24 blocks

property identification
number

The proposed Northwest Kenwood Local
Historic District is located within the overall
Historic Kenwood neighborhood

Name of Property

6. FUNCTION OR USE

Historic Functions

Residential neighborhood including single
family homes, multi-family structures
(apartments), and garage apartments. The
proposed district features a high
concentration of Craftsman style
bungalows

Current Functions

Residential neighborhood including single
family homes, multi-family structures
(apartments) and garage apartments. The
proposed district features a high
concentration of Craftsman style
bungalows.

7. DESCRIPTION

Architectural Classification

Craftsman Bungalow

Tudor Revival

Colonial Revival, Mediterrean Revival

Minimal Traditional, Frame Vernacular,
Masonry Vernancular, Ranch

Narrative Description

Materials

wood frame, wood siding, stucco

wood frame, stucco, wood siding

wood frame, wood siding, stucco

wood frame, masonry, wood siding

A listing of properties by architectural style, year built, and contributing status is attached as Appendix B.



8. NUMBER OF RESOURCES WITHIN PROPERTY
Contributing Noncontributing Resource Type Contributing resources previously listed on the
National Register or Local Register
231 10 Buildings XX single family residences and one duplex
are listed on the 1995 and/or 2003 National
Register Surveys as contributory.
0 0 Sites
149 Structures 139 garages, 4 garage apartments, 3
apartments, 1 shed, 1 service quarters and 1
utility building are listed on 2003 National
Registry Survey as contributory
0 0 Objects Number of multiple property listings
380 10 Total 0

Proposed: Northwest Kenwood Local Historic
District

Name of Property

9.

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Criteria for Significance

(mark one or more boxes for the appropriate criteria)

X

[

Its value is a significant reminder of the cultural
or archaeological heritage of the City, state, or
nation.

Its location is the site of a significant local, state,
or national event.

It is identified with a person or persons who
significantly contributed to the development of
the City, state, or nation.

It is identified as the work of a master builder,
designer, or architect whose work has
influenced the development of the City, state, or
nation.

Its value as a building is recognized for the
quality of its architecture, and it retains sufficient
elements showing its architectural significance.

It has distinguishing characteristics of an
architectural style valuable for the study of a
period, method of construction, or use of
indigenous materials.

Its character is a geographically definable area
possessing a significant concentration, or
continuity or sites, buildings, objects or

structures united in past events or aesthetically
by plan or physical development.

Its character is an established and
geographically definable neighborhood, united in
culture, architectural style or physical plan and
development.

It has contributed, or is likely to contribute,
information important to the prehistory or history
of the City, state, or nation.



Areas of Significance
(see Attachment B for detailed list of categories)

This proposed district, like Historic Kenwood
as a whole, was mostly built out from the
1920's through the 1940's as a working class
neighborhood for St. Petersburg's (relatively
few) year round residents. Approximately
90% of the residences within the proposed
district boundaries were listed as contributory
for Historic Kenwood's designation on the
National Register of Historic Places in 2003.
Many more properties as of 2019 are at least
50 years old and it is assumed many if not all
of these properties will be considered
contributory.

Period of Significance

Contributory homes & structures were built
from 1923 to 1953.

Deeb Construction, Fred G. Crawford, Frank
Smith, A.A. Stebbins are builders noted in the
2003 National Register Report as particularly
significant. Deeb constructed at least 8§ homes
in the proposed district, Crawford built at
least 17, Stebbins built 1, and Smith built at
least 11. The period of significance for
contributory homes & structures as noted in
the 2003 National Register Survey Report:
1923 - 1954. Approximately 30% of the
homes are Craftsman Bungalows, 23% are
Minimal Traditional, 16% Frame Vernacular,
10% Masonry Vernacular and Tudor Revival.
Other architectural styles represented include
Ranch, Mediterrean Revival, and Colonial
Revival. This higher concentration of
Craftsman Bungalows and overall diversity of
architectural styles is representative of the
overall Historic Kenwood neighborhood,
which is well known for its high
concentration of Bungalows.

Significant Dates (date constructed & altered)

Narrative Statement of Significance

Significant Person(s)

Grace Sickles Brewton

Cultural Affiliation/Historic Period
1920's Florida Land Boom

Builder

Deeb Construction, Fred G. Crawford, Frank
Smith, A.A. Stebbins along with 33 others are
noted in the 1995 Survey Report as builders in
this proposed district.

Architect

A.L Pfau is one prominent architect noted as
designing/building at least two homes in this
district

Please see Appendix C accompanying document titled “Narrative to NW Kenwood LHD Application” for a
statement of the architectural, significance of this District, biographical data and architect if known.

10. MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

Please list bibliographical references.



St. Petersburg Local Landmark Designation Application

Appendix A. Map of proposed Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District

Name of Property: Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District




St. Petersburg Local Landmark Designation Application
Appendix B: Listing of Contributing and Non-Contributing Properties by Architecture.
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Appendix C. Narrative Statement of Significance

Name of Property: Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District

Physical Description

The Kenwood subdivision was platted in 1913 from what is now 5th Avenue North to the south side of what is
currently 9" Avenue North between 28 and 31°! Streets North. It also included blocks between 5" and 7t
Avenues Norths including 32" to 34" Streets North. Platted in 1924 was the Addition to Kenwood Subdivision
and includes the area between 7" Avenue North and the south side of 9" Avenue North and between 31t and
34t Streets North. In 1928, due to earlier construction of St. Pete High School, a series of Avenue name changes
were adopted. 7th Avenue North became 5%; 8" became 6'; 9™ became 7%; and so on. Both subdivisions were
laid out in a traditional grid pattern that was common throughout St. Petersburg neighborhoods platted in the
1910’s/1920’s and included alley facing garages. Alleys were located at the back of the properties and all utilities
and trash collection were in the alleys. At some point (possibly in the 1940’s according the 2003 National
Register of Historic Places Report) the original red brick streets were covered with asphalt. What likely were hex
block sidewalks were replaced with concrete. The lots were long and narrow to accommodate the house at the
front of the lot and garage at the back. The lots in this proposed district were wider than those in other areas of
the Historic Kenwood neighborhood, ranging from 54 feet wide to 60 feet wide. A green yard tree line, 8-10 feet
wide, was located between the sidewalk and the curb. The pattern of housing throughout the district consisted
of homes built narrow and deep to the lot near the sidewalk. Most homes feature front porches which were
typically set back 15-18 feet from the sidewalk. The face of most homes is set back approximately 25 feet. Most
homes in the district are single story in height. However, there are two-story homes to be found, including
several that are grander in scale as compared to the rest of the neighborhood. One, located at 2900 7" Avenue
North, individually meets the criteria for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. Almost all the homes
within this proposed district met the criteria for listing as a contributory structure for the Kenwood Historic
District designation by the National Park Service in 2003. Garage apartments, typically two story in height and
located to the rear of the property are scattered within the area.

7™ Avenue North was designed as a park-like boulevard with a wide, grassy, shady median - and is well utilized
by the residents for dog-walking and jogging. There is a lovely tree canopy lining the streets overall which
supports the charm and character of the neighborhood.

Setting

Located within the Historic Kenwood neighborhood, this proposed local historic district is situated just six blocks
from Central Avenue and the shops and restaurants located in the Grand Central Business District. Just a block
to the west is Highway 19 (34™ Street North). It is positioned within the northwest quadrant of the Historic
Kenwood neighborhood. Of the homes listed as contributory to the National Register of Historic Places
designation in this proposed district:

e 73 were built in the 1920s
e 52 were built in the 1930s



e 79 were built in the 1940s
e 40 were built in the early 1950s

Although there are a few newer homes in this proposed district, the vast majority represent the original homes
built in this area. Approximately 90% of the homes within this proposed district were listed as contributory to
Historic Kenwood’s designation on the National Register of Historic Places in 2003. It is very likely that homes
built between 1954 and 1969 may now be considered contributory as they are at least fifty years old at this
time.

Of note, while researching the properties we found some variability and discrepancies for a few properties
between the Pinellas Property Appraiser website, Property Cards, 1995 Kenwood Final Survey Report, and the
2003 National Register of Historic Places Registration Form regarding the year built. The dates noted above
come from the 2003 report.

Many of the homes have had some alterations (such as enclosure of front porches) over the years, and there are
a number in need of “sprucing up” or restoration, but all still possess their original architectural integrity. Almost
all the homes have separate garage structures and a number include garage apartments for rental and/or extra
living space. It was common in the 1920’s for a garage apartment to be built first for the owner or contractor to
live in while the primary property was under construction. 139 garage structures and 7 garage
apartments/apartments in this area of Historic Kenwood were listed as contributory in the 2003 National
Register report. In present day, many garage apartments serve as income producers for the owners or
affordable housing for renters. Most of the homes have enclosed the backyards with fencing for privacy and
security. Fencing material is primarily wood stockade. Sadly, a few homes have been demolished over the years
and replaced with new construction. Currently, there are two very large homes under construction in this area
of the neighborhood.

Historical Context

The Historic Kenwood neighborhood, including this proposed local historic district, was built for the working
class and middle-class St. Petersburg residents who lived in the City year-round. City Directories describe early

” u ” u.

owners as “salesman,” “police officer,” “teacher,” etc. However, we know from those who are expert in the
history of the Historic Kenwood neighborhood that there was a small concentration of more wealthy residents
with some grander homes in this district. Some of those early and more wealthy residents were regularly
featured in the society pages of the St. Petersburg Times. Charles and Gertrude Hitschler, winter visitors from
Philadelphia living on 6™ Avenue North, were acknowledged for their fishing triumphs. John Cochran, a snowbird
from Toronto, enjoyed lawn bowling tournaments. Historians Hampton Dunn and Karl Grismer described in their
books the City’s objectives to entertain its winter visitors. “Tourist Sports” such as shuffleboard, roque, lawn
bowling and horse shoe pitching were promoted with the newspapers headlining the championship matches
much the same as the World Series! Over a twenty plus year period from the early 1920’s to the 1940’s, Mollie
Sickles and her daughter Grace Sickles Brewton were regularly mentioned in the society pages. They were
featured for events at their home including an engagement party, teas, baking, and card games as well as their
travels. According to the St. Pete Times, Grace was “prominently identified with the local real estate field, having
to her credit several successful subdivisions.” She moved to St. Pete from Washington D.C. where she was
recognized as the most successful insurance salesperson in the country. Here, she developed a flourishing real

estate business and sold many properties along Central Avenue as well as an estate owned by the Williams



family where the Vinoy was built in 1925. Later, she and a nephew opened a business creating hand-printed
dresses and accessories. Mollie owned at least 13 lots in the Kenwood and Addition to Kenwood subdivisions.
During her 29 years living in St. Petersburg, Mollie lived in three homes on 7" Avenue North. These include the
stunning Mediterranean Revival at 2900 and a home across the street at 2911 7*" Avenue North (this address
was mentioned in a 1936 newspaper article but no longer exists). She passed away at age 89 in Grace’s beautiful
Tudor Revival home at 2800 7" Avenue North. Grace lived there until her death in 1962. This home is currently
being renovated with exacting detail to become Historic Kenwood’s first Bed & Breakfast - and will be known as
the “Kenwood Gables Boutique Bed & Breakfast.”

We were unable to determine exactly who platted the Kenwood and the Addition to Kenwood subdivisions.
However, Grace Sickles Brewton was credited with development of the Kenwood Subdivision in the early 1920s
in her obituary (published in 1962). There were seventy-seven builders and contractors noted specifically in
Judith Kitchen’s 1995 Final Survey Report who built homes in this area that were contributory to the historic
designation. Five were noted as having played a significant role in the development of Kenwood or in the
development of other areas of St. Petersburg. Builders of note within this area were: architect A.L. Pfau who
designed and built two homes; A. A. Stebbins who built one home; Fred Crawford built 12 homes; Deeb
Construction built 11 homes; and Frank Smith built 11 homes. Research at the St. Pete Museum of History and
within the public library archives turned up references only to Deeb Construction, Frank Smith, A. L. Pfau, and A.
A. Stebbins. George Deeb, one of the City’s largest contractors, made headlines in October of 1938 when he
replaced striking carpenters with other workers which caused quite an uproar at the time. A photograph of
George Deeb passing out checks to non-union carpenters in defiance of the carpenters’ union is featured on
page 288 of St. Petersburg and the Florida Dream. Fast forward to 1984 and George Deeb was recognized in the
news as an influential Pinellas County builder for more than fifty years! Frank Smith won many state and
national awards for design. A. L. Pfau was a leader with Florida’s Board of Engineers and Engineering Society as
well as an expert on beach erosion. A.A. Stebbins was known for his well-built Craftsman Bungalows located
throughout St. Petersburg and was one of the city’s great champions. Notably, he was instrumental in organizing
and funding a train to Washington, D.C. with a band. They made numerous stops along the way, marketing the
glories of “The Sunshine City.”

Architecture

The homes within the Northwest Kenwood Historic District represent a remarkable architectural diversity, in
keeping with that of the Historic Kenwood neighborhood. Like the overall neighborhood, there is a large
concentration of Craftsman style bungalows. Approximately 30% are Craftsman Bungalows, 23% are Minimal
Traditional design, 16% are considered Frame Vernacular, and the rest are a mix of Tudor Revival,
Mediterranean Revival, Colonial Revival, Dutch Colonial, Masonry Vernacular, and Ranch styles. Despite the
variety of styles, most homes are of the bungalow building type, meaning smaller in scale, typically one or one
and half story and featuring front porches and alley access. This consistent pattern is what defines Historic
Kenwood’s unique and consistent character.

Thirty-three homes located in this proposed district were part of the 170 homes that were moved into Historic
Kenwood in the mid-1930’s from other neighborhoods. It’s thought that following the economic crash in the
1920’s, developments that had been started prior to the crash languished afterwards - and rather than have



homes sparsely located it would be better to re-locate to a neighborhood that had been almost built out before
the crash. Luckily, Historic Kenwood was one of those neighborhoods. Additionally, sixty-one homes were
identified by Judith Kitchen as having special architectural significance and two with historic significance in this
proposed district.

This proposed district has architectural interest and cohesiveness and has retained the historic features such as
the scale of the homes, alleys, tree canopy, and landscaping - which supports the designation of Northwest
Kenwood as a local historic district.

Community Planning and Development

The homes within the Northwest Kenwood Historic District represent an intact example of suburban
development expanding from downtown St. Petersburg, with many homes built in the booming 1920’s and a
considerable percentage over the next two decades. Like so many early 20" century American neighborhoods,
Historic Kenwood began a mid-century decline that didn’t let up until the 1990’s. With the advent of the Historic
Kenwood Neighborhood Association, neighbors banded together to turn the neighborhood, that had become
nearly 90% rental, back into mostly owner-occupied homes. Successful strategies to make this turnaround
included active Crime Watch and drug marches to combat crime. Projects such as erecting Historic Kenwood
street signs and displaying Historic Kenwood flags brought a sense of pride and unity. Activities such as monthly
porch parties, community picnic, and holiday decorating contests brought a sense of community. Novel projects,
such as bank partnerships in the 1990’s, supported first time home ownership. All these efforts contributed to
Historic Kenwood’s “Top 10 Cottage Communities” designation by the Cottage Living magazine. Starting in 1998
with a “Parade of Neighborhoods,” Historic Kenwood will host its 21st Annual BungalowFest Home Tour this
year. Thirty-three homes within this proposed district were featured in the 2000, 2001, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2009,
2014, 2015, and 2017 BungalowFest Home Tours. BungalowFest promotes the architectural interest and
reputation of the neighborhood - and encourages homeowners to renovate and “fix up” their homes. The
impact of BungalowFest to the recovery of the neighborhood was recognized in an American Bungalow article as
well as in a feature in the Boston Globe. The development of the Kenwood and Addition to Kenwood
subdivisions as a middle class/working class neighborhood is clearly apparent as one views this neighborhood in
present day. The homes, most of which are modest in size, boast interesting architectural details bringing charm
and comfort. Notably, in the National Register of Historic Places report is the following statement that sums up
the need for this preservation effort: “The significance of the composition of the neighborhood is particularly
important, as the quality of the architectural design is not a result of income, but rather the result of high-
minded planning ideals and inherently good design. Kenwood Historic District illustrates the democracy of
design that has been maintained for more than sixty years” (now more than seventy-five years).

Acknowledgement: We are very grateful to Laura Duvekot, Historic Preservationist with St. Petersburg’s
Department of Urban Planning and Historic Preservation, for her guidance, assistance and encouragement with
this application process. We also thank Marta Jones, Historian with the St. Pete Museum of History, for her
assistance with our research efforts.
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NUMBER STREET

2820 6th Ave
2821 6th Ave
2825 6th Ave
2826 6th Ave
2835 6th Ave
2836 6th Ave
2844 6th Ave
2847 6th Ave
2854 6th Ave
2855 6th Ave
2900 6th Ave
2901 6th Ave
2910 6th Ave
2911 6th Ave
2920 6th Ave
2921 6th Ave
2926 6th Ave
2931 6th Ave
2934 6th Ave
2935 6th Ave

2944 6th Ave

2945 6th Ave
2954 6th Ave
3000 6th Ave
3010 6th Ave
3011 6th Ave
3021 6th Ave
3025 6th Ave
3033 6th Ave
3036 6th Ave
3046 6th Ave
3055 6th Ave
3120 6th Ave
3121 6th Ave
3130 6th Ave
3131 6th Ave
3132 6th Ave
3135 6th Ave

ARCHITECTUAL STYLE
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
Tudor Revival

Tudor Revival

Tudor Revival

Frame Vernacular
Colonial Revival
Tudor Revival
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
RB

Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow

Masonry Frame (MF)

Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular

No conforming style
Frame Vernacular (FV)
Masonry Frame (MF)
Minimal Traditional
Tudor Revival (TR)
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Frame (MF)
Craftsman Bungalow (CB
Tudor Revival (TR)
Minimal Traditional (MT
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow

3141|6th Ave |Masonry Frame (MF) |

3142 6th Ave
3150 6th Ave
3151 6th Ave
3162 6th Ave
3163 6th Ave
3200 6th Ave

Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional (MT
Craftsman Bungalow
Tudor Revival (TR)
Minimal Traditional (MT
Tudor Revival

1953
1926
1946
1925
1925
1925
1939
1937
1940
1937
1938
1940
1938
1938
1925
1925
1925
1925
1925
1925

1958

1925
1949
2018
1936
1949
1949
1938
1932
1972
1940
1935
1949
1926
1951
1930
1932
1932
1950
1937
1940
1932
1938
1937
1940

YEAR BUILT CONTRIBUTING?

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

COMMENT

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003

Apartment block



3205 6th Ave
3211 6th Ave
3718 6th Ave
3219 6th Ave
3920 6th Ave
3227 6th Ave
3230 6th Ave
3235 6th Ave
3238 6th Ave
3243 6th Ave
3250 6th Ave
3253 6th Ave

Bungalow
Minimal Traditional

Masonry Frame (MF)
Minimal Traditional
Masonry Frame (MF)

Minimal Traditional
Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional

3300 6th Ave N Frame Vernacular
3301 6th Ave N\ Craftsman Bungalow
3310 6th Ave N Minimal Traditional
3320 6th Ave N Minimal Traditional

3321

6th Ave N Minimal Traditional

3327 6th Ave N Minimal Traditional
3335 6th Ave N Minimal Traditional

2800 7th Ave
2801 7th Ave
2818 7th Ave
2821 7th Ave

2828 7th Ave

2829 7th Ave
2836 7th Ave
2837 7th Ave
2845 7th Ave

2900 7th Ave

2901 7th Ave
2917 7th Ave
2920 7th Ave

2925 7th Ave
2926 7th Ave
2933 7th Ave
2940 7th Ave
2945 7th Ave
2950 7th Ave
2951 7th Ave

Ranch (RA)

Tudor Revival
Minimal Traditional
Masonry Vernacular

Ranch (RA)

Frame Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow

Mediterranean Revival

(MR)

Dutch Colonial Revival
Tudor Revival

Ranch (RA)

Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Colonial Revival
Frame Vernacular

1925
1940

1980
1939

1960
1939
1925
1939
1951
1940
1940
1940
1940
1926
1940
1940

1949
1939
1939
1949
1936
1951
1947

1959

1953
2015
1926
1926

1921

1931

1935

1954

1925
1926
1925
1948
1940
1926
1941

Yes
Yes

No
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003



3000 7th Ave
3001 7th Ave
3008 7th Ave

3017 7th Ave
3020 7th Ave

3032 7th Ave

3035 7th Ave

3049 7th Ave
3052 7th Ave
3119 7th Ave
3127 7th Ave
3130 7th Ave
3135 7th Ave
3140 7th Ave
3145 7th Ave
3150 7th Ave
3157 7th Ave
3162 7th Ave
3200 7th Ave
3201 7th Ave

3209 7th Ave

3210 7th Ave
3216 7th Ave
3219 7th Ave
3228 7th Ave
3229 7th Ave
3232 7th Ave
3235 7th Ave
3240 7th Ave
3250 7th Ave
3253 7th Ave
3300 7th Ave
3312 7th Ave
3313 7th Ave
3320 7th Ave
3321 7th Ave
3328 7th Ave
2822 8th Ave
2828 8th Ave
2829 8th Ave
2834 8th Ave

Mediterranean Revival

(MR)

Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
(MT)

Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular

Frame Vernacular (FV)

Frame Vernacular (FV)

Tudor Revival (TR)
Ranch (RA)

Frame Vernacular

Minimal Traditional
Masonry Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
Tudor Revival
Craftsman Bungalow

Mediterranean Revival

(MR)

Frame Vernacular
Colonial Revival
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Vernacular
Colonial Revival
Frame Vernacular
Tudor Revival
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Colonial Revival
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional

1927

1938

1951

1925
1928

1938

1932

1935
1952
Not in
PCPAO
1948
1947
1925
1940
1925
1948
1932
1937
1935
1927

1927

1940
1936
1926
1951
1927
1940
1927
1925
1925
1927
1925
1974
1952
1925
1952
1980
1940
1952
1941
1941

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes



2837 8th Ave
2845 8th Ave
2855 8th Ave
2890 8th Ave
2900 8th Ave
2905 8th Ave
2909 8th Ave
2919 8th Ave
2920 8th Ave
2925 8th Ave
2928 8th Ave
2934 8th Ave
2937 8th Ave
2945 8th Ave
2954 8th Ave
2955 8th Ave

3002 8th Ave

3005 8th Ave
3020 8th Ave

3021 8th Ave

3029 8th Ave

3030 8th Ave

3035 8th Ave

3040 8th Ave

3045 8th Ave

3049 8th Ave

3054 8th Ave
3101 8th Ave
3115 8th Ave
3120 8th Ave
3121 8th Ave

3126 8th Ave

3127 8th Ave
3132 8th Ave
3135 8th Ave
3142 8th Ave
3145 8th Ave

Tudor Revival
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
Ranch (RA)
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
(MT)

Frame Vernacular (FV)
Tudor Revival (TR)

Frame Vernacular (FV)

Frame Vernacular (FV)

Minimal Traditional
(MT)

Frame Vernacular (FV)

Frame Vernacular (FV)

Mediterranean Revival
(MR)

Minimal Traditional
(MT)

Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Vernacular

Masonry Vernacular

Minimal Traditional
Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional
Craftsman Bungalow
Minimal Traditional

1941
1940
1940
1936
1925
1926
1925
1941
1950
1928
1970
1925
1952
1947
1938
1949

1939

1949

1938

1942

1969

1936

1949

1941

1923

1939

1938
1941
1941
1925
1947

1954

1941
1925
1941
1925
1941

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003

Not listed in either

1995 or 2003



3151 8th Ave
3162 8th Ave
3163 8th Ave
3200 8th Ave
3201 8th Ave
3211 8th Ave
3212

8th Ave
3218 8th Ave
3221 8th Ave
3225 8th Ave
3228

8th Ave
3235 8th Ave
3236 8th Ave
3243 8th Ave
3244

8th Ave

3254 8th Ave
3300 8th Ave
3301 8th Ave
3309 8th Ave
3310 8th Ave
3320 8th Ave
3321 8th Ave
3327 8th Ave
3330 8th Ave
3333 8th Ave
2820 9th Ave
2826 9th Ave
2836 9th Ave
2840 9th Ave
2850 9th Ave
2900 9th Ave
2930 9th Ave

2936 9th Ave

2944 9th Ave
2954 9th Ave
3000 9th Ave
3020 9th Ave
3028 9th Ave
3036 9th Ave
3044 9th Ave
3054 9th Ave
3100 9th Ave

Masonry Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow

Ranch (RA)

Colonial Revival
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow

Ranch (RA)

Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow
Craftsman Bungalow

Ranch (RA)

Frame Vernacular

Minimal Traditional
Masonry Vernacular
Frame Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Craftsman Bungalow
Masonry Vernacular
Minimal Traditional
Minimal Traditional
Frame Vernacular
Craftsman Bungalow
Frame Vernacular
Tudor Revival
Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Ranch (RA)

Masonry Vernacular

No conforming style

Frame Vernacular

Frame Vernacular

Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular
Masonry Vernacular

1940
1932
1949
1940
1925
1925

1959
1925
1925
1930

1956
1932
1925
1925

1980

1978
1940
1950
1950
1941
1925
1952
1946
1939
1950
1934
1935
1939
1951
1949
1947
1949

2005

1949
1951
1947
1952
1952
1953
1953
1953
1953

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No

No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Not listed in either
1995 or 2003

Not listed in either
1995 or 2003

Not listed in either
1995 or 2003
Not listed in either
1995 or 2003

Duplex

Not listed in either
1995 or 2003



3110 9th Ave Masonry Vernacular 1953 Yes

3124 9th Ave Frame Vernacular 1948 Yes

Not listed in either
3136 9th Ave Masonry Vernacular 1954 Yes 1995 or 2003
3140 9th Ave Craftsman Bungalow 1925 Yes
3160 9th Ave Craftsman Bungalow 1925 Yes

Not listed in either
9th Ave Masonry Vernacular

3220 1982 No 1995 or 2003
3226 9th Ave Masonry Vernacular 1982 No
3234 9th Ave Frame Vernacular 1949 Yes
3244 9th Ave Masonry Vernacular 1952 Yes
3250 9th Ave Frame Vernacular 1940 Yes
538 28th St I Craftsman Bungalow 1925 Yes
600 28th St I Frame Vernacular 1926 Yes
608 28th St I Craftsman Bungalow 1925 Yes
620 28th St  Masonry Vernacular 1947 Yes
720 28th St M Minimal Traditional 1947 Yes
730 28th St  Masonry Vernacular 1951 Yes
738 28th St M Masonry Vernacular 1951 Yes
800 28th St I Frame Vernacular 1941 Yes
810 28th St M Minimal Traditional 1947 Yes
820 28th St M Minimal Traditional 1941 Yes
830 28th St M Minimal Traditional 1940 Yes
838 28th St M Minimal Traditional 1933 Yes
631 29th St M Masonry Vernacular 1954 Yes
600 30th St M Minimal Traditional 1951 Yes

Not listed in either
1 30th St M Ranch (RA)

60 1960 Yes 1995 or 2003
800 30th St M Frame Vernacular 1932 Yes
532 31st St NTudor Revival 1937 Yes
600 31st St N Craftsman Bungalow 1926 Yes
620 31st St N Tudor Revival 1935 Yes
630 31st St N Tudor Revival 1936 Yes
710 31st St NCraftsman Bungalow 1926 Yes
720 31st St N Craftsman Bungalow 1925 Yes
730 31st St N Minimal Traditional 1949 Yes
736 31st St N Minimal Traditional 1938 Yes
820 31st St N Craftsman Bungalow 1926 Yes
830 32nd St Frame Vernacular 1949 Yes

Not listed in either

33rd St I Masonry Vernacular 1952 Ves 1995 or 2003

700

Total structure count: 241

Total empty parcels: 4

Total parcels: 245

Total contributing structures: 231













































CPPC Case.: 18-90300010

Appendix E:
Additional Maps
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