HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH

155 Corey Avenue
St. Pete Beach, FL 33706

Thursday, August 5, 2021
3:30 PM

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Roll Call

*REVISED AGENDA** REGULAR MEETING

Changes to the Agenda -

Audience Comments - Comments shall be limited to 3 minutes per
person
Approval of Minutes

a. Minutes - 06/03/2021

Action Items

a. 21053 & 21054 - 105 4th Avenue - Certificate of Appropriateness and FEMA
Variance
Certificate of Appropriateness and related Variance from the Floodplain Management
Regulations to perform work that constitutes modifications to the Certificate of
Appropriateness and related FEMA Variance that were granted by the Historic
Preservation Board on February 4, 2021. (Case Nos. 20111 and 20112)

Discussion Items

a. Historic Preservation Grant Award
Historic Preservation grant award from the State of Florida, Division of Historical
Resources, to conduct a historic survey in the Don CeSar Place neighborhood and also
in the southern portion of the Belle Vista neighborhood.

b. Replacement of Pavilion at Hurley Park
City of St. Pete Beach to construct a 25' x 32' Pavilion at Hurley Park

c. Sunshine Law and Public Records Law

Next Meeting: 09/02/2021
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7. Adjournment

APPEAL: In accordance with 286.0105, Florida Statute (Notices of meetings and hearings must advise
that a record is required to appeal), if a person decides to appeal any decision made by this committee,
board, agency, or commission with respect to any matter considered at this meeting or hearing, he or she
will need a record of the proceedings, and that, for such purpose, he or she may need to ensure that a
verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which
the appeal is to be based.

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA): In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities
Act and Florida Statutes, if any person with a disability defined by the ADA needs special accommodation
to participate in this proceeding, then not later than two business days prior to the proceeding, he or she
should contact City Hall at (727) 367-2735.

The public is cordially invited to attend this meeting.
All agenda material is available for review at City Hall or www.stpetebeach.org.
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DRAFT Historic Preservation Meeting Minutes
June 3, 2021 3:30 PM

PRESENT: Sean Hurley, Vice Chair
Tia Hockensmith, Member
Holly Young, Member

EXCUSED: Chris Marone, Chair
Bill Loughery, Member

STAFF PRESENT: Lynn Rosetti, Senior Planner; Ginny Bodkin, Deputy City Clerk; Jordan
Elmore, Zoning and Permit Tech

Vice Chair Hurley called the meeting to order at 3:35 PM.

1. Changes to the Agenda — The presentation on the Sunshine Law will be continued until
the next meeting. Member Loughery sent an email to be read when discussing Item 4a. Member
Young will provide an update in Discussion Items.

2. Audience Comments — There were no audience comments.
3. Approval of Minutes - Historic Preservation Board 5/06/2021 Minutes

Member Young moved and Member Hockensmith seconded the approval of the May 6, 2021
minutes as presented; the motion carried unanimously.

4. Action Items

a. Local Historic Designation - Sandpiper Beach Cottages (#21032)
105 6th Ave (Case No. 21032); Local Historic Designation for the Sandpiper Beach
Cottages.

Senior Planner Lynn Rosetti reviewed a detailed presentation of the property and the application
for Local Historic Designation, which included zoning information and photographs. The property
has two residential units; one house and one cottage. A swimming pool will be added. Ms. Rosetti
reviewed the designation criteria and staff findings. The property is in the Florida Master Site File.
The presentation will be made part of these minutes.

Staff recommended approval of the Local Landmark Designation; the structure fits into the context
of the historic district and will remain as two family residential.

Ms. Rosetti read an email from excused Member Loughery sharing information about a natural
spring that once existed near the property, documented to the late 1800’s. Member Hurley
confirmed that a well existed there at one time, the sole source of water; it is not known what
happened to it.

Venny Torre, applicant/owner of the property appeared to answer questions and provide additional
information. He has a historic photograph of the spring with three cottages nearby.

Member Young moved and Member Hockensmith seconded to approve Case #21032 for a
Local Historic Designation at 105 6th Ave. The motion carried unanimously.
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Historic Preservation Board
June 3, 2021

b. Certificate of Appropriateness and FEMA Variance - Sandpiper Beach Cottages
(#21030 & 31) 105 6th Ave.; Certificate of Appropriateness and Variance from the
Floodplain Management Regulations for interior and exterior renovations to the
Sandpiper Beach Cottages.

Ms. Rosetti reviewed a presentation on the requests for a Certificate of Appropriateness and
Variance from Floodplain Regulations. She provided details on the proposed renovations for the
structures, which were built in 1915. The presentation will be made part of these minutes.

Staff found that the proposed Certificate of Appropriateness and related FEMA variance are
consistent with the City’s Land Development Code. Staff recommended approval as presented.

Member Hockensmith requested that the applicant share any historic photos or information with
Gulf Beaches Historic Museum.

There was no public comment on this item.

Applicant/owner Torre provided further details on the renovations, the property, and the
landscaping and his commitment to consistency with period architecture, style and landscape.

Member Young moved, and Member Hockensmith seconded to approve Case #21030 for a
Certificate of Appropriateness at 105 6th Ave. The motion carried unanimously.

Member Young moved, and Member Hockensmith seconded to approve Case #21031 for a
FEMA Variance at 105 6th Ave. The motion carried unanimously.

The owner/applicant spoke about the unique historic nature of Pass-a-Grille and the need to provide
protection for what still exists - providing value and interest to the area. Mr. Torre was a previous
Chair of the Coral Gable Historic Preservation Board and offered his assistance with advocacy.

S. Discussion Items

a.  Sunshine Law/Public Records Presentation — Continued to July meeting.

b. Added - Member Young updated the Board on the Historic Street Markers, noting
that on Tuesday, the City Commission approved the wrought iron signs through other areas of the
City, not just Pass-a-Grille.

6. Next Meeting — July 1, 2021

Chair Hurley moved and Member Hockensmith seconded adjournment at 4:11 PM.

These minutes will be considered for approval at the August 5, 2021 Historic Preservation
Board meeting.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING

Issue Considered:

Date:
Prepared By:

Through:

Summary of Issue:

Funding:

Requested Motion:

Attachments:

CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH

Agenda Report

21053 & 21054 - 105 4th Avenue - Certificate of
Appropriateness and FEMA Variance

August 5, 2021
Lynn Rosetti, Senior Planner

Wesley Wright, Planning Manager

The applicant is requesting modifications to a
Certificated of Appropriateness (Case 20111) and
related FEMA Variance (Case 20112) that were granted
by the Historic Preservation Board on February 4,
2021.

NA

Separate Motions to APPROVE the requested
Certificated of Appropriateness (Case 21053) and
related FEMA Variance (Case 21054) which modify
Certificate of Appropriateness (Case 21111) and FEMA
Variance (Case NO. 20112) Historic Preservation Board
approvals for this property on February 4, 2021.

1. HPB COA Report 105 4th Avenue COA & FEMA
Revision Case # 21053 and 21054

2.  Changes to App

COA App 21053

FEMA App 21054

P
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oSt. Pete Beach

PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION
STAFF FINDINGS REPORT
TO THE
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD

Certificate of Appropriateness / Related FEMA Variance Case Number 21053 & 21054
Property Owner: David Varias

Meeting Date: August 5, 2021

Prepared By: Lynn Rosetti, AICP, CFM, Senior Planner, Planning and Zoning Division

Certificate of Appropriateness and Variance from the Floodplain
Management Regulations (commonly referred to as the FEMA 50 Percent
REQUEST rule) to perform work that constitutes a substantial improvement to complete
renovations to the property. The applicant requesting modifications to a
Certificate of Appropriateness and related FEMA Variance that were
granted by the Historic Preservation Board on February 4, 2021.
105 4™ Avenue
ﬁgg;ig!;'Y Morey Beach, Block 8, W 40 ft. of Lot 5
Parcel I.D. #19-32-16-58932-008-0051
LAND USE / RLM-2 / PAG Overlay District: Residential Low Medium / Residential District,
ZONING Pass-a-Grille Overlay District
YEAR BUILT Circa 1912
HISTORIC Contributing structure in the Pass-a-Grille National Register Historic
STATUS District; Florida Master Site File No. PI00935. Local Landmark designation
established on February 4, 2021.
North — Single family residence circa 1910 (two-stories)
SURROUNDING South — Two-unit residential circa 1963 (one story)
AREA East — Two-unit residential circa 1910 (two stories)
West — Alley / Four-unit residential circa 1955 (one story)

BACKGROUND and ANALYSIS

The subject frame vernacular single-family residential house was constructed circa 1912 and is
typical with respect to scale and massing to other properties within the original boundary area of the
Pass-a-Grille National Register Historic District. When this property was built it initially served as
one-room schoolhouse from 1912 — 1915 (per its Florida Master Site File) for Pass-a-Grille’s children.
This property initially was built as Pass-a-Grille’s first schoolhouse.

On September 14, 1989, the Pass-a-Grille Historic District was nominated to the National Register
of Historic Places and included 105 Fourth Avenue. The original Pass-a-Grille Historic District is
comprised of mainly wood frame vernacular residences and one commercial street (8" Avenue)

HPB Hearing — August 5, 2021
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Historic Preservation Board

COA and FEMA Variance Case No. 21053 and 21054
August 5, 2021

Page 2 of 6

located in portions of an area 10 blocks long and one block wide and located at the southern end of
historic Long Key (Long Key is the island that is known today as St. Pete Beach). The original district
is made up of one and two-story houses, along with some two-story masonry vernacular commercial
buildings that generally reflect the construction techniques and building types characteristic of the
period between 1890 to 1920.

The subject property is located within the original historic district area. First surveyed in 1986, it was
found to be contributing to the National Register Historic District nomination in 1989 because its
architecture is typical of the district and it was also the first schoolhouse on the island.

A request for a Certificate of Appropriateness (Case 20111) and related FEMA variance (Case
20112) was approved by the Board on February 4, 2021, to renovate this property. However, during
the recent exploratory demolition of certain portions of the structure, considerable deterioration was
discovered. A list of the necessary modifications is included in this staff report along with an estimate
of the related cost.

The original estimated cost of this proposed renovation was $287,500. With respect to the discovery
of more work being required due to the deteriorated state of this building, it is estimated that the
additional cost will be approximately $13,245. The overall cost estimate is now $300,745. According
to the Pinellas County Property Appraiser the value allocated to the structure would allow
improvements not to exceed $17,930 based on the FEMA 50% rule.

The following is a project list addendum to the original proposed project list from the applicant:

1) Original Cypress Board and Batten siding was found under the current lapped cedar siding.
Applicant would like to incorporate replacement board and batten siding with Hardi-
trim batten strips over Hardi panels giving it a very similar look but with low maintenance.
Applicant states that they will attempt to preserve a portion of the original board and batten
siding at the covered entrance/porch wall. They plan to incorporate the use of salvaged
cypress boards on the interior depending on the quantity that can be salvaged.

2) Carefully remove the heart pine flooring and depending on the quantity that can be salvaged
will be re-used in a portion of the structure.

3) Inadequate framing of roof and gable end walls. In order to meet the current wind loading and
structural requirements applicant is recommending that the gable ends and end walls be
balloon framed with no. 2 so. pine 2x4's 16"o.c. and that the substandard 2x4 roof rafters be
replaced with 2x6 no. 2 so. pine rafters. They propose adding a continuous ridge board as
well.

4) When reframing with 2x6 roof rafters, the applicant has stated that they believe that in
keeping with the 1912 time period the original schoolhouse had exposed rafter tails.
Therefore, they propose incorporating T & G decking at the overhangs with exposed rafter
tails.

5) The front porch is out of plumb, square and level. Applicant wants to re-frame the front porch
to meet current wind loads and structural requirements.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

HPB Hearing — August 5, 2021
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Historic Preservation Board

COA and FEMA Variance Case No. 21053 and 21054
August 5, 2021

Page 3 of 6

All development applications shall demonstrate complete compliance with the Comprehensive Plan.
The proposed Certificate of Appropriateness is consistent with the City of St. Pete Beach
Comprehensive Plan, Housing Element Objective 1.7: The City shall assist property owners in the
identification, preservation, and protection of historical and architecturally significant housing with
the adoption of this Comprehensive Plan.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE (LDC)

LDC Section 28.8, Certificate of appropriateness required; criteria for issuance; application
requirements, states that the criteria for issuance of a certificate of appropriateness shall be the U.S.
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. The Secretary’s Standards are as follows:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships. No change
in use is proposed. The property will remain a single-family use.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avoided. According to the original application, the existing
historic structure is to remain and continue usage as a residence. During the exploratory
demolition, considerable deterioration was discovered. The applicant states in the application
that “it is imperative to retain as much of the original flooring and board and batten siding to be
reused in other areas of the project.” (See #1 of the proposed project list for more details.)

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural
features or elements from other historic properties, will not be undertaken. During the
exploratory demolition, the wall framing was found to be non-existent (the board and batten siding
was the structure). See the proposed project list for more details.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be
retained and preserved. According to the application, as much as possible will be retained and
preserved. See the proposed project list for more details.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved. According to the application,
for example, the screen porch will be restored. See the proposed project list for more details.

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match
the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing
features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence. According to the
applicant, the deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced as much as
possible. They have indicated they will comply. Furthermore, the applicant, Florencia Design, will
supply copies of “as built” architectural drawings to the City of St. Pete Beach and the Historical
Museum. See the proposed project list for more details.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

HPB Hearing — August 5, 2021

Page 8 of 56



Historic Preservation Board

COA and FEMA Variance Case No. 21053 and 21054
August 5, 2021

Page 4 of 6

According to the application, this is acknowledged, and they will comply. See the proposed
project list for more details.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken. The application states that this
is acknowledged, and they will comply.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work
shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials,
features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property
and its environment. According to the application, this is acknowledged, and they will comply.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a
manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. According to the application, this is
acknowledged, and they will comply.

LDC Sec. 28.18 — Additions and modern equipment, prescribe additional considerations for
additions to locally-designated historic structures. Approvals granted in excess of these standards
must be accompanied by a specific finding of fact which determines that such approval does not
jeopardize the suitability of the sites and structures involved for continued designation as historic
resources and that such approvals do not violate the applicable standards of any National Register
designation or other requirement under this division.

1. Additions shall use the same or compatible architectural style and materials as the
main building. Paint colors should match the colors of the original structure. According
to the application, this is acknowledged, and they will comply.

2. Additions shall not overpower the original structure, the scale and massing of
additions to the original structure shall be secondary thereto, and the new portion of
the structure shall be distinguishable from the old and will be compatible with the
historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the
integrity of the property and its environment. The proposed additions were previously
approved by the Historic Preservation Board. They are compatible with and do not overpower
the original structure and are located 1) in the mid rear of the east side of the building (small
second level addition) and 2) on the east rear portion of the building.

3. Additions shall be attached to the rear and/or to the side of the original structure. The
proposed additions were previously approved.

4. Modern equipment and amenities, such as air conditioning, shall be concealed from
sight by placing them as far as possible from the street and to the rear of the original
structure. The applicant acknowledges this requirement and will comply. The proposed air
conditioning compressors will be located at the rear of the property.

LDC Sec. 28.16 — Variance from floodplain management regulations, allows for alterations or
additions to an historic structure, designated pursuant to Division 28, to request variance from the
substantial improvement and/or substantial damage regulations in Article V of Chapter 98 of the
Code of Ordinances for properties designated by the city at the time the city was a certified local

HPB Hearing — August 5, 2021
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Historic Preservation Board

COA and FEMA Variance Case No. 21053 and 21054
August 5, 2021

Page 5 of 6

government and certified by the Secretary of the Interior of the United States as a contributing
property. The Historic Preservation Board may grant this variance upon a finding that:

1. The variance will not preclude the structure’s continued designation as a historic
structure. Staff finds that the variance will not preclude the structure’s continued designation
as a historic structure. Most of the restoration work to be undertaken was previously reviewed
and approved by the Historic Preservation Board on February 4, 2021, and it was found this
work will not preclude the structure’s continued designation a historic structure. The proposed
addendum to the previous approval clarifies the additional work to be undertaken now that
certain structural deficiencies have been identified. The original work to be undertaken
exceeded FEMA’s 50% substantial improvement rule. This additional work further exceeds
the substantial improvement rule.

2. The variance is the minimum necessary to preserve the historic character and design
of the original structure. The work outlined to be undertaken in the original application was
approved by the Historic Preservation Board. With respect to this case, additional work needs
to be done to safely upgrade the existing structure due to structural inadequacies. A list of
the deficiencies is included in this staff report as provided by the applicant. These corrections
are necessary to ensure that the historic structure will meet code and be safe for occupancy.

Sec. 28.14. - Review of requests for variances.

(@) All requests for a variance for a designated historic property under this division shall be
presented to the historic preservation board, which shall upon review submit its objection,
recommendation and comment to the board considering the request. The historic preservation board
shall establish rules for reviewing such requests. Public notice shall be in accordance with the
provisions of section 3.4 of the City of St. Pete Beach Land Development Code.

(b) Before recommending that a variance be granted, the historic preservation board shall find
that:

1. The variance shall be in harmony with the general appearance and character of the
community. Staff find the request will be in harmony with the appearance and character of
the surrounding community. The variance requested is for the addition of modifications that
will correct previously unknown deficiencies in the structure’s soundness. These
modifications will ensure that the building meets code requirements and will be safe to
occupy.

2. The variance shall not be injurious to the area involved or otherwise detrimental to the
public health, safety, or welfare. Staff find that the requested variance will not be injurious
or detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare. In fact, the modifications being proposed
will ensure that the renovated building will meet code and be safe to occupy.

3. The proposed work is designhed and arranged on the site in a manner that minimizes
aural and visual impact on the adjacent properties while affording the owner a
reasonable use of his land. Staff find that the variance modification being requested is
reasonable and necessary to ensure a safe and code compliant building.

(c) In recommending the granting of variances, the historic preservation board may also
recommend any appropriate conditions necessary to protect and further the interest of the area and
abutting properties, including but not limited to:

HPB Hearing — August 5, 2021
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Historic Preservation Board

COA and FEMA Variance Case No. 21053 and 21054
August 5, 2021

Page 6 of 6

1. Landscape materials, walls and fences as required buffering.
2. Modifications of the orientation of any openings.
3. Modifications of site arrangements.

Recommendation: The proposed Certificate of Appropriateness and related FEMA Variance is
consistent with the City of St. Pete Beach Land Development Code. Staff recommends approval of the
proposed Certificate of Appropriateness and related FEMA Variance from the floodplain management
regulations as proposed. A separate motion for each action is required.

HPB Hearing — August 5, 2021
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Lynn Rosetti

N R |
From: Matt Schoeppe <schoeppematthew@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 11:11 PM
To; Lynn Rosetti; Brian Kebler; erol@florenciadb.com
Subject: SCHOOL HOUSE RESTORATION
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This message has originated from Outside of the Organization. Do Not Clsck on links or open attachments unless vou are
expecting the correspondence from the sender and know the content is safe :

Lynn,

Per our meeting here is a list of modifications that we would like to incorporate to the FEMA variance;

During exploratory demolition we encountered several field conditions that need to be addressed.

1.} Original Cypress Board and Batten siding was found under the current lapped cedar siding. We would like to
incorporate replacement board and batten siding with Hardi-trim batten strips over Hardi panels giving it a very similar
look but with low maintenance. We will attempt to preserve a portion of the original board and batten siding at the
covered entrance/porch wall. We will also be incorporating the use of salvaged cypress boards on the interior depending
on the quantity that can be salvaged.

2.) We are carefully removing the heart pine flooring and depending on the quantity that can be salvaged will be re-
used in a portion of the structure.

3.) inadequate framing of roof and gable end walls. In order to meet the current wind loading and structural
requirements we are recommending that the gable ends and end walls be balloon framed with no. 2 so. pine 2x4's
16"0.c. and that the substandard 2x4 roof rafters be replaced with 2x6 no. 2 so. pine rafters.

We will be adding a continuous ridge board as well.

4.) When reframing with 2x6 roof rafters, we believe that in keeping with the 1912 time period the original school house
had exposed rafter tails, so we will be incorporating T & G decking at the overhangs with exposed rafter tails.

5.) The front porch is out of plumb, square and level, we will be re-framing the front porch to meet current wind loads
and structural requirements.

The additional costs will be approximately $13,245.00
[ will be sending you copies of the revised drawings later this week.
Thank you,

Matt Schoeppe

Fforencia Design-Build
Cell No. 727-277-0545
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Application for Certificate of
Appropriateness

oSt A]Dezfe Beach

Tha Sunsel Coapiial of Flomla

Case Number Q\l O ID—%

Agent or Representative Name & Address

GENERAL INFORMATION

Property Owner Name & Address

Drdly  waeins Flepedoin  oger) Buivg e
U A pe Mprt S pespre

T Ve Gepo  FLoo5 i 10 S SRV PR G, B
Phane _ (211~ (#49)- T2ip) Phone 721~ 21 - o545
Emall Address _ Emaill Address . .sehoepieiviat-Hew@@mait,

Lop
Property Address, Legal Description, Parcel ID
09 A4tk pE, O pee Goen P »yict
G )4 _qup s R (2E

Is the property part of a previously approved development proposal? [ ves _ ﬁ No

if ves, provide the case number(s)

TYPE OF REQIUEST

_K Alteration of building/structure
——-  New Construction

-~ Addition

- Rehabilitation

-—- Relocation

...... Demolition

O, L7, oo

Povgom |5 145
Estimated Cost of Work:

PRCPOSED USE

Jrad Single-family residence

Multi-family residence
Otfice

Commercial
Hotel/Motel
Restaurant

Other

#* HLoo ﬁ‘f‘f’»‘,cc;
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3

Please address the specific critera in Section 28 of the Land Developmeni Code (LDC) with respect to
the applicont's specific request. {Add additional sheets as necessary.)

LDC Section 288, Certificate of appropriateness required; criteria for issuance; application

requirements, states that the criteria for Issuance of a cerlificate of appropriateness shall be the U.S. Secretary

of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. Please describe your project with respect to the Secretary of

Interior Standards which are as follows:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.
THERE 15 NO G EF LB, CUReETT  STRICIUEE  Aywo
A ReLpmiousie Wb BE ReTeo  AS Mudd As
fesigs,

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive
materials or aiteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property
will be avoided,
R ghpeeptopy Mo, BEms OF Tie Excessie  DETERaToy
IT WhS  Mpgeanie T2 Recupmii A5 Mok OF QuE ORIbIFAL
Flaorwe Amo Boppe few BpgeN SW0We © B8 REUSED
W uotwer  feeps o The  Progeer BAeNor] AAGHMERT OF Wima
Pewos fvo f Pamery (P wiMEwS Reo@sed For Tue esT (At
GV PioN 0 eyt “Steooe Room ™ : _ :
3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that
create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements
from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.

THE EXloTve Mompic SRuenre Hps feeo Peavicsiy Mod)rerp,
UL EXRLROTORY [BMO, Wi PRiaide | hOM -ERIsTEMT
(e B A% St Who e Sreocnns) . Poekse <ee ATTRC e
I AV OF Mooielirion s e Recop v o Me=sT U
OpteEdtT  Buvoe Lo,
4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained
and preserved,

Yoo, s Wt Ae mesipr

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

Yes, Gz Sredl PoRak WL BE RESORED, EXprdo RAE
THiLS Wi B eapuee? T B |
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6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severify ?f
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the O_Id n
design, color, texture, and, where possible, materiats. Replacement of missing features will be
substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.

Yes, RS Muck AS POSEBLE  ACLOMEILeD | WML 'f”""'a’ T
FloreNaun e Buio WL SUpAYy Ao Bl
hechvrecupp, DRMIMDS  Aw0 WiLw feavis  COPYES TP
MUSeumM,

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means
possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

es, faomedoer | M opmplr,
PLersg  s8s  Aiwrds ADeerivm

I

8. Archeological resources wilt be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be
disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.

NES, hoewkowiager | Wil  Compur,

3. New additions, exterior aiterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall
be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size,
scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

NES, AUl oWLELe | Wil tonqpuy;

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired.

YES, Mgtowidleo  Win oMLY,
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LDC Section 28.18 — Additions and modern equipment, prescribe additional considerations for additions to
locally-designated historic structures. Approvals granted in excess of these standards must be accompanied
by a specific finding of fact which determines that such approval does not jeopardize the suitability of the sites
and structures involved for continued designation as historic resources and that such approvals do not violate
the applicable standards of any National Register designation or other requirement under this division.

1. Additions shall use the same or compatible architecturai style and materials as the main
building. Paint colors should match the colors of the original structure.

Y69: pCiNOWBOGRD | MLL  ComPoy

2. Additions shall not overpower the original structure, the scale and massing of additions to the
original structure shall be secondary thereto, and the new portion of the structure shall be
distinguishable from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size,
scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

e pOoIMIoM, AlThougy WHMSIEAL IV RS & Sune
19 Posiondr 10 Ty MIp-ReEMR, OF The ((WrReaq— jod-
ORWAMAL  STRICTRE) &1 (MTavdgo  T@ Prr HoMeeo
T THE oR&ie  SAWCALE,

3. Additions shall be attached to the rear and/or to the side of the original structure,

YES, oo,  ME PR Tre
rZTloN (S 1M Lomyliugied,

4. Modern equipment and amenities, such as air conditioning, shall be coneealed from sight by
placing them as far as possible from the street and to the rear of the original structure.

MEs, herowmmao |, WILL  comng Puy BVAC Wik Bs @)

WAL -BEUT DYSTBMS WITH VA Corpasos  LOC A

AT THE RAQ  oF TR [rRopgay,
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Please give an overview of the propose work on the following systems.
[Example: Windows- Jeldwen “Tradition Plus” wood clad, double hung, 2/2 divided lite)

Exterior material/siding
Heewi- el (Bopep & Bpien) S, Prreo  exposeo
Reaper 1Aie W X4 Bano BoAp SOPRT

Windows

Jaaig) 'TRiomen Pus' wWoaw ape Dovekle Huve

Doors
FRoMT  oeR Adome TR Y ideonoce Wy TRE
Diwvivgo  Utesw
ReEPe DR, For VUYL SUDINE Cairss o,
Roofing
DNRE cu? STRMOWGE  <gid METRL Beos WATH |28
i &, L
Sfms  (olee Ao
Entrances/Porches

FHPereAns SAFeEN N Woe Friuspwe | 17 & ELOq o
v | oo swtesy Yoz Phenas

Owner Aftestation: The information on fhis application represents an accurate description of the
proposed work and the undersigned has omitted nolhing which might affect the decision of the
Historic Preservation Board, The undersigned hereby cerfifies thal the project described in this
application, as detgiled by plans and specifications enclosed, will be constructed in exact
accordance with aforesaic plans and specifications. It is understood that approval of this application
by the Hisforic Preservation Board in no way constifutes approval of building permit or other required

City permit approvgls.

/ZM%"“ 74 ﬁ/\ -1

Dale

Applicant Signfiture
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ADDENDUM  T-1- 2]

Lynn, :

Per our meeting here is a list of modifications that we weuld like to incorporate to the FEMA variance;

During exploratory demolition we encountered several field conditions that need to be addressed.

1.) Original Cypress Board and Batten siding was found under the current lapped cedar siding, We would like to
incorporate replacement board and batten siding with Hardi-trim batten strips over Hardi panels giving it a very
similar look but with low maintenance. We will attempt to preserve a portion of the original board and batten
siding at the covered entrance/porch wall. We will also be incorporating the use of salvaged cypress boards on
the interior depending on the quantity that can be salvaged.

2.) We are carefully removing the heart pine flooring and depending on the quantity that can be salvaged will be
re-used in a portion of the structure.

3.) inadequate framing of roof and gable end walls, In order to meet the current wind loading and structural
requirements we are recommending that the gable ends and end walls be balloon framed with no. 2 so, pine
2x4's 16"0.c. and that the substandard 2x4 roof rafters be replaced with 2x6 no. 2 so. pine rafters,

We will be adding a contimious ridge board as well,

4.) When reframing with 2x6 roof rafters, we believe that in keeping with the 1912 time period the original
school house had exposed rafter tails, so we will be incorporating T & G decking at the overhangs with exposed
rafter fails,

5.) The front porch is out of plumb, square and level, we will be re-framing the front porch to meet current wind
loads and structural requirements,

The additional costs will be approximately $13,245.00
I will be sending you copies of the revised drawings later this week.

Thank you,
" Matt Schoeppe

Florencia Design-Build
Cell No. 727-277-0545

httpe:tirmail.acl. comwebmall-stdfan-us/PrintMassage L
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Application for FEMA
oSt Pete Beach, Variance

M Sunss Cantal o4 Flurgj

GENERAL INFORMATION: Case Number QJOSL{

Property Owner Name/Address Agent or Representalive Name/Address

— e Wiaripg FLReNcIA  CESIoN oy
o Hotw pve, 10 okt RN, cuw. fu,
A Fete Badt L P, WMT Stooeprs

Phone (11~ (,99~714s| Phone 721~ 271 - 6545

emait_db wavigs Emaill __ 2 c;hoeﬁzmﬁ' 2N @ matl. com

Property Address, Legal Descriplion, Parcel iD:

los 4w me. st pee_eency, L3570

Sev 9 T 225 Re LLE. |
Current Zoning: Current Land Use: ___ . Lot Area: { WleBo  SF

is the preperty part of o previously approved development proposai? [ ] Yes [] No _

if yes, provide the case numberl(s)

DETAILS OF THE REQUEST: {Add additional sheets if necessary}
Race <ee pumser suvers coa-1 1Tvwes Con -2
' &P THE CRUGIMM  Siidon . WpUte
D e Pes perne (ST G feagy) FL ppep
Pierse g AtrcinaD  AvdeMioum  OF  ReEGuessT

Vo  J-t-2|

uments, shall be submilled. by 1200 noon on Ihe stated fifing
delay__y s application to alater date.

it < /7 — 1.

Signalure of Applicant/Authorized Agent and Date

This apptication, togetherwith all required supporting doc
datle for the Hisioric Praservalion Board. Failure o do so will
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The Sunsut € rpa at wr Mgy

FEMA VARIANCE APPLICATION

Applicants must acknowledge understanding of the following and initial
each of the statements below. If you do nof Li’mdersumd any c?f these, ';fa?f
will explain them o you.

Mj_ l'understand that q non-conforming use or structure in a particular zoning disfrict
does not, N any way, provide justification for the granting of a variance.
Furthermore, the existence of a permitted use or shructure in adjacent districis does
not constitute grounds for a variance,

i"‘_"’_‘}_ 0{1 cxl! varances, g majority vote s required. Action on this application by the
Historic Preservation Board may be confinued io alater meeting.

l'_Mg)’_ | understand that if g variance is approved by the Historic Preservation Boord, the
applicant is required to obtain the appropriate building permits within | year from
the date of the decision, IF no permit is obtained within 1 year, the approval from
the Board becomes voided.

_ﬂl’z’z I understand that any person aggrieved by the final decision hos the right to file g
pefition in the Pinellas County Circuit Court within 30 calendar days after the
_decision. Permits for construction may be granted prior to the expiration of this 30-

day period, but an appeal will be grounds for revocalion of the permit,

Hb" I understand that I, as the applicant, or my authorized representalive must be
present af alf scheduled public meelings on the application.

BLC#E-_ I understand that, if a variance from Arlicle v of Chapter 98 of the Code of
Ordinances is approved, fhat;
{1) The variance will not preclude the skucture’s continued designaotion as
a historic structure.
(2) The varance is the minimum necessary o preserve the historic characler
and design of the original sfruciure.
IMS_ I have been nofified in writing from the Community Official about the NFP flood
insurance Implications of varances.

After acknowledgement of these conditions, please make sure your application
is complete prior fo submission. Incomplete applications will be returned to the

NN

Signature of Applicant/Authorized Agent and Dale

applicant,
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OFFICE OF THE
FLOODPLAIN

ADMINISTRATOR

MEMO

To: Applicant
From: Bill Palmer, CBO, CFM
Date: October 30, 2019

RE: Disclosure Per 44CER 60.6(A)(5)
NFIP Flood Insurance Implications of Variances

Please be advised that YOu are requesting a variance to allow a substantial
improvement to your property which is either renovation(s) andfor addition(s).
Substantial improvement means any repair, reconstruction, rehabilitation,
addition, or other improvement of a building or structure at which the cost
equals or exceeds 50 percent of the market value of the building or structure
before the improvement or repair is started. If the structure has incurred
"substantial damage," any repairs are considered substantial improvement
regardless of the actual repair work performed. Without a variance, the
building receiving the substantial improvement would be required to he

elevated above the required Base Flood Elevation (BFE) as designated by the
Federal Flood Insurance Rate Map.

If your variance is granted and you complete the work be

advised that:

(i) The issuance of a variance to construct a structure beloyv the base flood

level will result in increased premium rates for flood insurance up to
amounts as has as $25 for $100 of insurance coverage and .

(i) Such construction below the base flood level increases risks to life and

property,
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ACDENDUM  T-1- 2|

modifications that we would like
Durin exploratory demolition we encountered several field conditions that need to be addressed,
ginal Cypress Bo

E 1.) Ori ypress Board and Batten siding was found under the current lapped cedar siding. We would like to
| Incorporate replacement board and batten siding with Hardi-trim batten strips over Hardi panels giving it a very
similar look but with low maintenance, We will attempt to-preserve a portion of the original board and batten

to incorporate to the FEMA variance;

We will be adding 2 continuous ridge board as well,

4.) When reframing with 2x6 roof rafters, we believe that in ke

school house had exposed rafter tails,
rafter tails. '

5.) The front porc'h is out of plumb, square and level, we will be re-framing the front porch to meet current wind
loads and structura) requirements,

eping with the 1912 time period the original
s0 we will be incoxporating T & G decking at the overhangs with exposed

The additional costs will be approximately $13,245.00

I will be sending you copies of the revised drawings later this week,
Thank you,

| Matt Schoeppe
Florencia Design-Build
Cell No. 727-277-0545

thsa'!mall.aol.ooanebmall-sldlen—usiF?rintMassaga "
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OPEN GOVERNMENT OVERVIEW:
January 2020

Patricia R. Gleason
Special Counsel for Open Government

Attorney General Ashley Moody




SUNSHINE LAW

* Florida’s Government in the Sunshine Law provides a right of access to
governmental proceedings at both the state and local levels. In the absence
of statutory exemption, it applies to any gathering of two or more members
of the same board to discuss some matter which will foreseeably come
before that board for action.




SCOPE OF THE SUNSHINE LAW

* Board members may not engage in private discussions with each other about
board business, either in person or by telephoning, emailing, texting or any
other type of electronic communication (i.e Facebook, blogs).

@ @ ¢




SCOPE OF THE SUNSHINE LAW

* While an individual board member is not prohibited from discussing board
business with staff or a nonboard member, these individuals may not be
used as a liaison to communicate information between board members. For

example, a board member cannot ask statf to poll the other board members
to determine their views on a board issue.




SCOPE OF THE SUNSHINE LAW

There are three basic requirements:

1. Meetings of public boards or commissions must be open to the public

2. Reasonable notice of such meetings must be provided; and

3. Minutes of the meetings must be prepared and open to public inspection.




SCOPE OF THE SUNSHINE LAW

* The Sunshine Law applies to advisory boards created pursuant to law or
ordinance or otherwise established by public agencies or officials.




SCOPE OF THE SUNSHINE LAW

* Staff meetings are not normally subject to the Sunshine Law:

* However, staff committees may be subject to the Sunshine Law if they are
deemed to be part of the “decision making process” as opposed to
traditional staff functions like factfinding or information gathering.




SCOPE OF THE SUNSHINE LAW

* Only the Legislature may create an exemption from the Sunshine Law (by a
two-thirds vote). Exemptions are strictly construed.

* An exemption from the Public Records Law does not allow a board to close
a meeting. Instead, a specific exemption from the Sunshine Law is required.




BOARD MEETINGS

* While boards may adopt reasonable rules and policies to ensure orderly
conduct of meetings, the Sunshine law does not allow boards to ban
nondisruptive videotaping, tape recording, or photography at public
meetings.




BOARD MEETINGS

* Section 286.0114, F.S., provides, subject to listed exceptions, that boards
must allow an opportunity for the public to be heard before the board takes
otficial action on a proposition. The statute does not prohibit boards from
“maintaining orderly conduct or proper decorum in a public meeting.”




PENALTIES

* (Civil action

* Criminal penalties

* Suspension or removal from office




PUBLIC RECORDS LAW

* Florida’s Public Records Act, Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, provides a right
of access to records of state and local governments as well as to private
entities acting on their behalf.

* If material falls within the definition of “public record” it must be disclosed
to the public unless there is a statutory exemption.




THE TERM “PUBLIC RECORDS” MEANS:

All “documents, papers, letters, maps, books, tapes, photographs, films,
sound recordings, data processing software or other material, regardless of
the physical form, characteristics, or means of transmission” (includes
electronic communications like text messages, emails).

Made or received pursuant to law or ordinance or in connection with the
transaction of official business

By any agency [including a private entity acting ‘on behalf of” a public
agency|
Which are used to perpetuate, communicate, or formalize knowledge.




PROVIDING PUBLIC RECORDS

a) Public records cannot be withheld at the request of the sender

b) A requestor 1s not required to show a “legitimate” or “noncommercial
interest’” as a condition of access

C) A request cannot be denied because it 1s “overbroad”

d) Unless authorized by another statute, an agency may not require that public
records requests be in writing or require the requester to identify himself or

herself




PROVIDING PUBLIC RECORDS

* The Public Records Act does not contain a specific time limit (such as 24
hours or 10 days).

* The Florida Supreme Court has stated that the only delay in producing
records permitted under the statute 1s the reasonable time allowed the
custodian to retrieve the record and redact those portions of the record the
custodian asserts are exempt.




FEES

* Chapter 119 authorizes the custodian to charge a fee of up to 15 cents per
one-sided copy for copies that are 14 inches by 8 1/2 inches or less. An
additional 5 cents may be charged for two-sided copies. For other copies, the
charge 1s the actual cost of duplication of the record. Actual cost of
duplication means the cost of the material and supplies used to duplicate the
record but does not include labor or overhead cost.




FEES

* In addition to the actual cost of duplication, an agency may impose a
reasonable service charge for the actual cost of extensive labor and
information technology required due to the large volume of a request.




RETENTION

* All public records must be retained in accordance with retention schedules
approved by the Department of State

* Even exempt records must be retained




PENALTIES FOR NONCOMPLIANCE

A. Criminal penalties

B. Civil action

C. Attorney’s fees




ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

® Office of Attorney General Ashley Moody website:
http://www.myfloridalegal.com

® First Amendment Foundation website:
http://www.floridafaf.org




	1. Changes to the Agenda
	2. Audience Comments
	3. Approval of Minutes
	a. Minutes - 06/03/2021
	HPB 6-03-2021


	4. Action Items
	a. 21053 & 21054 - 105 4th Avenue - Certificate of Ap
	21053 & 21054 105 4th Ave 
	HPB COA Report 105 4th Avenue COA & FEMA  Revision Case # 21053 and 21054
	Changes to App
	COA App 21053
	FEMA App 21054


	5. Discussion Items
	a. Historic Preservation Grant Award
	b. Replacement of Pavilion at Hurley Park
	c. Sunshine Law and Public Records Law
	Sunshine Law and Public Records Law Presentation - Pat Gleason Jan. 2020 (00126359xE1F64)


	6. Next Meeting: 09/02/2021
	7. Adjournment

