1. Roll Call

Historic Preservation Board Agenda
May 27", 2014 - 4:00 PM

2.  Approval of the May 1%, 2014 Minutes

3. Appeals Procedures
4, New Business

A. Case:
Address:

Parcel Number:

Applicant:
Request:

6. Other Business

7. Adjourn

14-12

314 Madison St
42-10-27-6850-0180-0030
John Wadman

Reroof with 30-year architectural shingle (FL Approval
No0.1956.3) Shingle color- rustic black drip edge color-black
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ANY PERSON WISHING TO APPEAL ANY DECISION MADE BY THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD WITH RESPECT TO ANY
MATTER CONSIDERED AT SUCH MEETING WILL NEED A RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS THAT INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY
AND EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE APPEAL IS TO BE BASED, AT THE EXPENSE OF THE APPELLANT. F.S. 286.0105
PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES REQUIRING ACCOMMODATIONS IN ORDER TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING SHOULD
CONTACT THE CITY BUILDING DEPARTMENT AT 329-0103 AT LEAST 24 HOURS IN ADVANCE TO REQUEST SUCH

ACCOMMODATIONS.






HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD
CITY OF PALATKA

Minutes for the May 1%, 2014 Meeting

The Historic Preservation Board meeting was called to order by Chairperson Robbie Correa at 4:06 pm. Other
members present included Larry Beaton, Lynda Little Crabill, Elizabeth van Rensburg, and Laura
Schoenberger. The following members were absent: Robert Goodwin, and Gilbert Evans Jr.

Staff present: Planning Director Thad Crowe, Recording Secretary Ke’Ondra Wright, and Project Manager
Jonathan Griffith.

Motion made by Ms. Crabill to approve the February 20™, 2014 minutes, seconded by Ms. van Rensburg and
including correcting Marlene Lagasse’s last name, motion passed unanimously.

Appeals Procedure- Chairperson Correa read the appeals procedure.

NEW BUSINESS-

Case: HB 14-04

Address: 301 River St.

Parcel Number: 42-10-27-6850-0000-0010

Applicant: City of Palatka, Jonathan Griffith

Request: New construction of a water taxi terminal and public restrooms (redesign).

Mr. Crowe briefly discussed his recommendations in his staff report. He noted that Staff had tried to address the
Board’s concerns about the River St. side of the building by improving the facade appearance, combining the
two buildings into one, and adding the gable roof. Staff recommends approval with the condition that an awning
be applied to at least 80% of the riverfront side of the building, extending at least 10 feet.

Jonathan Griffith, Project Manager City of Palatka, 201 N 2" Street, said that Staff is trying to improve on the
conditional approval from the 02/20/2014 Historic Preservation Board meeting. Staff revisited the building
design with the architect to change to a single gabled structure.

Ms. Crabill asked if the new building had the same square footage as the former two buildings. Mr. Griffith
answered that it’s basically the same square footage. He said that in terms of functionality the new design works
better also. For instance two separate buildings would require two additional restrooms, while the one building
can have the restrooms for both the public and the boaters under the same roof.

Ms. Crabill asked about the new doors that replaced the old roll up doors on the neighborhood side. Mr Griffith
answered that the material use is depicted a basic metal door, but Staff is open for any alternative
recommendations.

Discussion continued regarding changes to the neighborhood side elevation. Mr. Griffith said other than the
building combination other changes included adding a primary entrance and wooden columns with the entrance
awning. Small windows were also added to the building and dumpsters and electrical transformers will be
hidden in with screens, landscaping, walls or something so the public will not see them. Typical exterior
lighting will be provided around the entrance and the decorative Washington style and Acorn lighting will be
utilized for parking lot lighting.

In answer to a Board member’s question, Mr. Griffith said that the City of Palatka has also worked with the
operators of the water taxi in developing the building design. The operator’s one request was to extend the
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awning on the river side to cover the whole building elevation. Ms. van Rensburg asked if the pavilions would
be retained. Mr. Griffith said the remaining pavilion in good shape (with the red roof) and the four picnic tables
will either be left in place or relocated to the central area of the park and the other three pavilions in deteriorated
shape need to be demolished either before or during construction. The City took out three other deteriorated
pavilions a couple of months ago.

Pam Garris, 603 Emmett St Palatka FL 32177, stated that she was opposed to the new water taxi terminal and
restaurant building. She read a letter into the record from Sally Jane Smith stating her objections in opposition
to the design of the building (on file). Ms. Garris asked what the construction cost of the building was. Mr.
Griffith answered around $500,000 to $555, 000. Ms. Garris said she had wondered why local architects were
not given the opportunity to submit a drawing until she found out the submittal criteria excluded local
architects. Mr. Griffith answered that this was not the case and also that the City welcomed public input,
although when such input was offered very late in the design process it was difficult to consider such input. He
added that the architect selection process was an extensive request for qualifications (RFQ) process.
Approximately thirty architectural firms submitted qualifications and the City went through a detailed and
publicly noticed process to short-list five of those firms (two local architects were short-listed - Robert Taylor
and Mr. Goodwin). Architects were ranked by a committee (including Mr. Griffith, Commissioner Phil Leary,
Mr. Crowe, Bobby Holt from Georgia Pacific and former Parks Director Jeff Norton). The City did not exclude
any architect from this ranking process, but the winning architect was selected based on qualifications. The
committee was not involved in developing of the building design. Mr. Griffith explained that the initial design
received approval from the Historic Preservation Board. City Staff then voluntarily came back to the Historic
Preservation Board with the updated design to address concerns expressed by the Board and the public.

Mr. Griffith asked the board if he needed to address Mr. Tony Harwell’s letter. Chairperson Correa said maybe
the Planning Director could help us in reference to the Secretary of the Interior Standards, which stress that the
City should not mimic historic architecture of the historic districts or even downtown. She noted that the intent
is to have something compatible but with some historic flare. Mr. Crowe responded that the National Park
Service developed the Standards for Historic Preservation to address the new construction and renovation of
historic buildings. The Standards key point is to not mimic older architecture as this is a disservice to the
historic buildings that are already there. If you build the building exactly the existing historic buildings you
can’t tell which one is historic and you take away the uniqueness of the historic buildings. So the intent is to
have similar exterior materials, proportions, and massing so that the new building will blend in and not imitate
the historic buildings. The standards are very broad and allow much flexibility. Chairperson Correa made the
point that architecture changes over time and some changes should be considered to avoid locking into one time
period that would exist eternally. Mr. Griffith added there were three design reiterations with this one being the
third. He noted that the building is a brick construction building with similar in style to the Florida Furniture
building, a local landmark.

Michael Gagnon, 703 Emmett St, said that people like to come out in opposition after the deal is done. The City
of Palatka staff has no lack of transparency and always has published information to the public. The City
Commission and staff do not call the Palatka Daily News and advise them to run a story, the Palatka Daily
News acts independently and is not directed by the City of Palatka. He said that the City reconsidered the design
of the building after considering public input. The City wanted to come to the Historic Preservation Board for
conditional approval. The board is a mechanism for public input, and if there are some recommendations for
design changes to the building exterior, including the roof, cladding material, and or the roof structure the City
would gladly take them into consideration, but then again someone has to propose them.

Page 2 of 6



HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD
CITY OF PALATKA

Diana Sanders, 905 S 12 St, would like to know information on the water taxi. Chairperson Correa advised
Ms. Sanders to speak with Mr. Griffith. Ms. Sanders would like to see the building keep in line with the old
standard of the time.

Christy Sanford, 312 Dodge St, said that she loves the idea of being able to sit on a terrace and look out at the
water. Ms. Sanford thinks the building will be highly functional.

Susan Jacobs, 117 Hotel St, said that the building could be functional but it doesn’t look like other marina
buildings that she has seen in the past.

Ms. van Rensburg asked Mr. Griffith if Mr. Harwell tried to qualify to be an architect for this project. Mr.
Griffith stated that Mr. Harwell submitted to the City’s RFQ for architectural and engineering services and he
was not selected to be on the short list, but he did submit renderings through the Palatka Boathouse Marina’s
response to the City’s RFP. In negotiations with the Marina it was made clear that the City had to employ
services of their short listed architect.

Board Member Schoenberger would like to know rather the roofline will be the same on both sides of the
building. Mr. Griffith responded that on the neighborhood elevation side the roof line only extends over the
entrance area. On the riverfront side it is currently shown extending to cover the seating area outside the
restaurant space and over the secondary entrance over the riverfront side. Ms. Crabill said this give you more of
a feel of openness when you get to the front where people could sit and wait on the taxi as well as outdoor
dining. Mr. Griffith agreed.

Board Member Beaton said his duty as the representative of the Putnam County Historical Society is focus on
the historical perspective. The current design is appropriate for the riverfront in the context of the post-1884-fire
City. The building should not be the focus of what people see when they cross the bridge. It should not be
unpleasant looking but also should not be the focus because it is a newer building. Either alternative would
draw attention away from the appearance and architecture of the South Historic District. What has been
presented to the Board is very appropriate. Ms. Garris responded that this is a simplified viewpoint and if you
look at the architecture before the fire, the architecture after the fire was very cheap construction and it is not
pretty to look at. She added that there should be some idea of beauty in the architecture, not just what’s purely
functional. She said that this type of building is not what’s going to attract tourist to this town.

Ms. van Rensburg said that we just can’t please everyone in Palatka - some people think the building is a
wonderful idea and other people think it is bad idea. In this instance we don’t have the ability to just do nothing
until everybody is happy. Let’s move ahead unless otherwise we are going to be known as the little city that
could have done something and didn’t.

Motion- made by Ms. Crabill to accept the new design with the additional of the extended roofline/awning
extending the length of the building on the riverfront side. The motion was seconded by Mr. Beaton. All present
voted in the affirmative, motion passed.

DISCUSSION ITEM -

A. Zoning Code changes to further preservation of large and obsolete historic buildings.
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Mr. Crowe advised the board that zoning code hardships have come up on several occasions but hasn’t come up
to extent to where we are talking about dozens of properties. There is one instance where a home was
constructed as an historic quadraplex and there is another instance on Laurel St. in which the commercial
building is in residential zoning it cannot be used as its intended business use. So there are several instances of
buildings in historic districts that can’t be utilized and as a result of this the structures are deteriorating and not
being maintained, negatively affecting properties around them. Some of these buildings could be potentially
utilized as limited multi-family uses, some could be mixed-use and some could maybe offices or neighborhood
retail. Mr. Crowe said his research of other jurisdictions indicated that exceptions to such zoning limitations
have usually required the public hearing process with criteria that strives for compatibility of new and existing
uses. The intent of this discussion item is to get the board thinking about exceptions to zoning use limitations
that provide for neighborhood protection. He noted that as far as residential uses the size of the lots for the
North and South Historic Districts will generally restrict any multi-family uses in single-family zoning districts
to duplexes

Chairperson Correa asked if the board would like to discuss the code change in the future and even be specific
as to allowing limited multi-family, maybe with a requirement that such uses be owner-occupied. Mr. Crowe
advised Chairperson Correa of the need for compatibility standards, which other jurisdictions have employed,
for example keeping the appearance of a single family home.

Ms. Crabill noted that the apartments on N. 2" St., built as a four-unit apartment building, were denied use as
an apartment building. Since it was not usable as a single family residential home it has therefore sat there and
deteriorated since the cost of conversion to single-family use would be prohibitive. She said the Board really

needs to look at this zoning change.

Ms. van Rensburg thinks if the buildings are built as a duplex then it should be given some consideration and
there are more creative ways to go about then to just make it into a rental because no one wants to live right
next door a rental.

Christy Sanford, 312 Dodge St, said that she lived in the Duck Pond neighborhood of Gainesville for over 20
years. In particular N. 1% Street in this neighborhood has an old house that has been converted into a restaurant
that maintains the integrity of the old house, and this street also has lawyer offices and an old church that was
converted into a community performance arts center. Ms. Sanford can understand the reservations about going
back to multifamily but interims of these other uses would be a fabulous idea. Maybe the board needs to
consider Main Street in the zoning code change. Chairperson Correa advised Ms. Sanford that the board would
be looking at both historic districts for the zoning code changes.

Ms. van Rensburg asked if there were truly a lack of commercial space unavailable in our area that we would
have to convert residential to commercial use. Mr. Crowe stated with the sole purpose of this zoning code

change would be a way to preserve these historic structures.

Michael Gagnon, 703 Emmett St, can see where Mr. Crowe is coming from with the zoning change because
there are a couple of historic homes in his neighborhood that this would apply to.
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Chairperson Correa asked the Board there was a need for Mr. Crowe to research this more and have further
discussion in the future. Board members agreed and the consensus was for Mr. Crowe to come back to the
Board with recommendations.

B. Enhance code enforcement measures for historic districts.

Mr. Crowe advised the board Chairperson Correa requested this discussion item. Comprehensive Plan Future
Land Use Element Policy A.1.5.2 states that “neither the owner of, nor the person in charge of, a structure
within a historic district within a historic district, or a structure that has been designated a national, State or
local historical landmark shall permit such structure to fall into a state of disrepair which may result in the
deterioration of exterior appurtenances or architectural features so as to produce to tend to produce, in the
judgment of the board, a detrimental effect upon the character of the district as a whole or the life and character
of the structure in question.” There are a number of old buildings that have reached this stage and since the
City’s code enforcement policy is still on a complaint basis the policing of this policy has been weak. However
in this case the overriding Comprehensive Plan policy calls for a higher level of scrutiny and potentially code
enforcement in historic districts as they are highly valued as a local resource. Chairperson Correa said that the
mechanics of a higher level of code enforcement throughout the historic district should be carefully developed,
including coordination with the City’s Code Enforcement Board. Mr. Crowe stated the best way to do this is to
be very open about this and we have clear standards in the code.

Chairperson Correa said that RV and boat parking, temporary structures not approved by the historic
preservation board, and things of that nature reduce property values. The City Commission could set a higher
level of control for historic district code enforcement policy. Chairperson Correa asked Mr. Crowe what should
be the next step for the board. Mr. Crowe suggested that the board place this item on the agenda and
recommend some code changes. Chairperson Correa brought this topic up to Mr. Crowe because so many
people were coming up toward her complaining about their neighbors. The code enforcement officer has said
that she needs more specific standards to be able to utilize a higher level of code enforcement in historic
districts.

Pam Garris, 603 Emmett St, notice a lot of things in her neighborhoods such as trailer, and campers. She asked
if the City has something in the existing code enforcement code for parking campers and boats with mold
growing on them. Mr. Crowe advised Ms. Garris there is something in the code for these violations and she
would need to make a complaint to the code enforcement officer. Ms. Garris think the code needs to be
enforced. Chairperson Correa advised Ms. Garris to go to the Code Enforcement Board meeting to present her
issues.

Michael Gagnon, 703 Emmett St, said he is on the Code Enforcement Board and this board is trying to change
some language in the code enforcement standards that applies just to the historic districts. Both boards need to
get together and come up with some language for the historic districts. If a complaint is filed the code
enforcement officer will act on the complaint and bring the complaint to the Code Enforcement Board. Mr.
Gagnon would like to see a workshop for people who live in the districts to talk about specific things, it doesn’t
need to be a long list of things, and the boards should be able to recommend about five code changes to the City
Commission. He said that we should not try to overwhelm the City Commission or change the whole code in
the City because drastic changes can’t be done immediately. Everyone who looks after their house in the
historic districts wants to be protected by the codes and by the City Commission as much as the ones who are
terrorizing the neighborhoods because they don’t care.
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Chairperson Correa asked the board if they would like Mr. Crowe to assist the board in developing enhanced
code enforcement measures for the historic districts. The board agreed by consensus.

OTHER BUSINESS - Chairperson Correa advised the Board of the Campbell administrative building possibly
being placed on the National Register of Historic Places and wondered because we are a CLG and the building
is in the south historic district CLG zoned would it be possible to get some help from Michael Zimny and
company. We just would like to make sure the building is protected. Board member Mr. Beaton stated the
discussion came up at the South Historic district meeting and we thought it would be appropriate because of the
significant of the building to have it individually listed. Mr. Beaton did have an opportunity to speak with
Superintendent Criswell and she supported the idea of the building being placed on the National Register and if
the City put something together she would be willing to present it to the School Board. Mr. Crowe reminded the
Board that owner approval is important. Protection of the old building is needed for when the School Board
transfers the property. Chairperson Correa said board it would be great to get the building back on the tax roll
and we also do not want to see any damage done to the building.

Christy Sanford, 312 Dodge St, asked the board while looking to get the Campbell Building on the National
Register could we also look at the Tilghman House, Water Works Environmental Education Center and West
View Cemetery. Chairperson Correa stated she didn’t know if Mr. Zimny would help with the Water Works
Environmental Education Center and West View Cemetery, because they are not in the CLG.

Pam Garris, 603 Emmett St, heard the Campbell Building might be rehabbed into apartments, possibly placing
it back on the tax roll. She asked if the building could be sold to an entity that would establish a museum and
library branch. Chairperson Correa answered that the issue has came up and Ms. Criswell is aware of it and this
is something that has to be discussed with the School Board. If someone with money comes along the school
board will have to sell the building.

Adjourn- with no further business the meeting was adjourned at 5:18pm
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HB 14-12
314 Madison St.

STAFF REPORT

DATE: May 21, 2014

TO: Historic Preservation Board members
FROM: Thad Crowe, AICP

Planning Director

APPLICATION REQUEST
This application is to replace an existing composition shingle roof with an asphalt architectural shingle roof.
Public notice included property posting and letters to nearby property owners (wuthln 150 feet).
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Figure 1: Property Location



COA HB 14-12
314 Madison St.

Figure 2: Current photo (above) Figure 3: Pre-sale photo (below)
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This historic structure is a single-family home, located in the North Historic District. The Master Site File for the
property indicates this is a Frame Vernacular-style home, constructed between in 1885, making it one of the
City’s older structures. The large home was long home to several of the City’s elite including hardware store
owner Edward Lane, Governor Moseley’s granddaughter Effie Haughton Hollister and her husband John
Hollister, and developer and bank owner Frank Fearnside. The gable elements and irregular massing are signs
of the Queen Anne architectural style, which is not widespread in both of the City’s historic districts. While
Figure 3 shows signs of neglect the building appears to have retained much of its original architectural
elements, and Figure 2 gives an indication of the progress of restoration under the current owner including
painting and window repair. The owner told Staff that there was a longtime roof leak that had been
temporarily addressed with a tarp. The existing roof material is a mix of composition shingle and sheet metal
and the owner proposes to replace it with a single asphalt architectural shingle roof material on the multiple
roof elements.

Per Sec. 54-78(a) of the Palatka Code, under Article Ili Historic Districts, a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA)
is required to erect, construct or alter a structure or sign located in a historic district. Per Sec. 54-78(g) Staff
may approve actions that do not constitute ordinary maintenance but do not alter original historic features.
Staff may also approve actions that resemble features that were originally on a structure or were likely to have
been on such a structure, according to documented descriptions or photos of the structure in question or
similar structures and also according to documented descriptions of a particular historic architectural style or
building practice. This request does not fit into to either of these categories above, and thus must be reviewed
by the Board.

PROJECT ANALYSIS
The following section of the report evaluates the application in light of applicable COA review criteria.

1. Section 54-79(a), General considerations, requires the board to consider the design and appearance of
the structure, including materials, textures and colors.

Staff comment: It is not known what the original roof type was, however it was likely sheet metal or metal
shingles. Other roof types utilized during the latter part of the 18" century included slate and wood shingles.
Various sources, including the exhaustive St. Augustine Historic Architectural Guidelines indicate that asphalt
shingles did not come into use until after the turn-of-the-century. St. Augustine allows the use of architectural
shingles in medium to dark gray or brown colors only for Frame Vernacular buildings constructed after 1920
and also for all Masonry Vernacular buildings. Strictly speaking, the proposed roof material does not resemble
the materials utilized at the time of this house’s construction. This is most apparent in the visual effect
presented by the texture of the proposed material, as shown in Figures 4-7 on the next page.

Stepping somewhat back from this strict interpretation, Staff would add that in 1895, ten years after this
house’s construction, the asphalt roof, otherwise known as the composition roof, was introduced. Staff does
not have any indication of the prevalence of this roofing material in the City during the late nineteenth century
and the remaining historic period prior to World War Il. While the asphalt material is the same for composition
and architectural shingles, there is a clear distinction between a typical composition shingle roof and an
architectural shingle roof. Architectural (laminated) shingles are a multi-layer, laminated shingle which gives
more varied, contoured visual effect to a roof surface than the smoother and unified appearance of a
composition roof. These shingles are designed to avoid repetitive patterns in the shingle appearance.
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Laminated shingles are also heavier and more durable than traditional 3-tab shingle designs, which heightens
the contoured visual effect. The view from Madison Street of roof areas of this house is quite extensive and will
present a strong visual impact of a modern and textured roof which will stand in to the other preserved historic
elements of this building.

2. Section 54-79(a), General considerations, also bases issuance of COAs on conformance of the proposed
work to the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation.

Staff comment: Applicable provisions of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards call for replacing building

elements with like kind. The original roof material is not known, but again in this case like kind would include

metal, slate, and wood shingle roofing.
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Figure 4: Wood shingle roof Figure 5: Slate roof
Figure 6: “Plain” asphalt shingle roof Figure 7: Asphalt architectural shingle roof
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3. Section 54-79(a) also requires that the decision include consideration to the immediate surroundings
and to the district in which it is located or to be located.

Staff comment: a windshield survey of the North Historic District indicates that most homes have V-crimp
metal roofs, with a smaller collection of composition shingle roofs, and a very few slate and metal shingle
roofs. As noted later in this report there are five other homes in the North Historic District, four of those being
contributing historic homes, that have architectural shingles. However these roofs were approved in error and
in violation of the historic preservation ordinance. Another factor regards the visual impact of the roof to
adjacent properties, which is only to the Madison St. side since other sides of the building are screened by tree
canopy. The view from Madison Street of roof areas however is quite extensive and will present a strong visual
impact of a modern and textured roof which will stand in contrast to other historic roofing materials and to the
other historic elements of this building.

4. Section 54-79(b) requires that the board shall make each of the following findings to approve a COA:
(1) In the case of a proposed alteration or addition to an existing structure, that such alteration or
addition will not materially impair the architectural or historic value of the structure.
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Staff comment: Staff believes that based on the visual differentiation of the proposed architectural shingles
and actual historic roof types, the proposed roof is not in keeping with the architectural style and common
practices in the District’s period of significance and thus would harm the building’s architectural and historic
value.

Reasonable Justice and Equity for the Property Owner

Staff comment: while it is important to recognize the benefits and importance of historic preservation it is also
important to consider impacts to the property owner, as noted in Section 54-79(b)(4). This requires a balancing
act. This criterion is somewhat difficult to measure, as the Board is obliged to make a finding on how exactly to
balance district integrity with “reasonable justice” and equity for the Applicant. This requires that the Board
depart from their usual focus on strict preservation of historic structures to also consider the impacts of
preservation on the Applicant. This should be a carefully-considered finding, as it could affect future cases in
which property owners would use similar arguments to advocate architectural shingle roofs or other modern
elements. A finding should pertain to practical considerations that can be measured, such as economic or
physical development factors. In this case the Applicant has not presented any such considerations, and it is
likely anyway that the more historically appropriate metal roof choice would cost less than the proposed
architectural shingle roof. The only argument presented to Staff by the Applicant is purely aesthetic, which is
not a measurable or identifiable element.

Other Factors

In response to the Applicant’s verbal statement that there were other homes with architectural shingle roofs
in the North Historic District, Staff performed a quick survey and found that this is the case. There have been
five such roofs approved since 1999. In 2010 an architectural shingle roof was approved for 518 N. 3™ St. with
the written finding that the building was non-contributing and therefore did not fall under the renovation
standards applied in this case. The house at 510 N. 3" St. was granted a permit for an architectural shingle
roof in 2004; 518 N. 3 St. in 2006; and 310 N. 3" St. and 401 Olive St. in 2011. It should be noted that these
permits were issued by previous Staff members in violation of the preservation ordinance which then required
Board COA review. Of the 19 re-roofing COAs going back to 2001, all but two were approved for metal roofs,
with the two exceptions being a slate roof and a rolled roof. Also, a 2001 request to install architectural
shingles was denied on the basis that it was not in keeping with the original metal roof.

Clearly the City has allowed architectural shingle roofs for noncontributing homes in historic districts and for
several historic homes in error without Board review. However the Board has never formally approved the use
of this material.

Finally the Board should be aware that this decision would set a precedent for future requests, unless the
approval involved specific and unique circumstances with a rational basis.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends denial of COA HB 14-12 as it is Staff’s opinion that the criteria above are not met.

Should the Board decide to approve the request it shall provide with such approval findings that support
compliance with the criteria listed above, namely that architectural roof shingles are a “like kind” roof material
that is in keeping with the building’s architecture, that the material is in keeping with material utilized for
historic homes in the vicinity, and that the alteration will not negatively impact the North Historic District.
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Areas of Significance: Architecture

Significance: Large Victorian Frame Vernacular residence built in 1885.

Highly irregular massing suggests a Queen Anne influence. Contributes to

character of a well-defined historic neighborhood.
The building is located on a lot conveyed in 1885 from George Burt,

a Palatka real estate developer, to Edward J. Lane, a hardware store
owner, and his wife Adele. By the end of the year the Lanes were resid-
ing in their massive home where they continued living until 1896 when
Effie J. Haughton, the granddaughter of Governor William D. Moseley,
purchased it. In 1904 Lffie Haughton Hollister and her husband, John
Hollister, sold the former Lane home to Virginia Fearnside. Later her
son Frank, President of Fearnside Clothing Co., President of the State
Bank of Palatka, and the developer of Fearnside Subdivision along 17th
St. in the western section of the city, acquired the building. William
H. Collins and his wife, Imogene F., eventually acquired the Fearnside
home, and Mrs. Collins lived ther until the mid-sixties when it was re-
acaquired by Mary P. Fearnside, the widow of Frank Fearnside.

Sources: Sanborn; City Directories; Deed Book &, p.437 911 ==




ARCHITECT 872= =
BUILDER 874= =
STYLE AND/OR PERIOD __Frame Vernacular 964 = =
PLAN TYPE _irregular 966 = =
EXTERIOR FABRIC(S) wood: weatherboard with cornerboards 854 = =
STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S) wood frame 856 = =
PORCHES S&E/l-story with 5 boxed columns, 4 bay, access S end

942 = =
FOUNDATION: piers: brick, pierced brick 942= =
ROOF TYPE: gable 942 = =
SECONDARY ROOF STRUCTURE(S): dormers: gable # dormers: hip 042= =
CHIMNEY LOCATION: center: ridge 942= =

WINDOW TYPE: DHS, 2/2. wood#DHS. 1/1. wood:paired # (sece cont. sheet)942=

CHIMNEY: brick with corbelled cap 882= =
ROOF SURFAGING: composition shingle # metal, sheet: 5-V crimp 8B2= =
ORNAMENT EXTERIOR: wood 882= =
NO. OF CHIMNEYS 1 952= = NO.OF STORIES 24 950 = =
NO. OF DORMERS 4 954 = =
Map Reference (incl, scale & date) __USGS Palatka 7.5MIN 1968
809= =
Latitude and Longitude:
o ' 1 ° ' 800: =
Site Size (Approx. Acreags of Property): 833= =
Townshi Range | Section
LOGATION SKETCH OR MAP N P g
f[JML, 17108 R27E 42 812= =
Moood UTM Coordinates:
17 __438930_ 3280000 890= =
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STATE OF FLOARIDA Site No.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE site Name _Lane—~Fearnside House
Division of Archivus, History -
and Records Management Palatka ¥
DS-HSP 3E 9.74

CONTINUATION SHEET

WINDOW TYPE CONTINUED:

™o
]
{l

fixed, 12-light, wood; in dormers (2) 94




