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To: Historic PI-esel-vation Board 

From: D. Henrichs. Historic Presemation Planncr 

Suh.icct: Petition 36COA-07HPB. Demoiitio~l of 1 102 S.M~. 6"' Avenue. I 1  16 S.LTT. 0"' 
Avenue. and the garage bchind 1101 S.\.\:. 5"' Avenuc. The proposal includcs 
1-cp1aci1ig the historic stl-uctures with four-stor!. student housing similar to 
Woodbury Ro\vllouses on S.Mr. 5''' Avenue. \Vheelbarro~v & the Car. inc.. 
O~vners., Ricl~ardo Callivino Agent. 

Findings and Recommendations 

'4s prcscnted staffrecon~mends. the nen. consti-uction NOT BE APPROVED. 

However. stafr recommends APPROVAL with Conditioils of the proposed new construction 
if the recommended modifications to the projccts (stated belo~i:) arc incoi-porated and ir Phase 
3 is submitted for revie~v b j ~  the Historic Prcser~lat io~~ Board (HPB). The applicant has 
indicated that in the near f i~t~n-c he \vill sublxit a proposal [or a Pliasc 3 of this de\:cIo],mcnt. 
That phase u~ill be located Just west (across thc alley\vap) of the suliect sitc. The Phasc ? site 
contains principal structllres located at 1 122 S.L17. 6'" .Avenue. 1128 S.LT7. 6'" Avenue, and 51 7 
S.Mi. 12'" Street. StaKi-ecommends that the applicant submit tlie both phases (Phases 2 8L. 3 )  so 
that thc I-IPB can re\rie~tl the entire project. 

If thc Historic Preser\~ntio~i Board continues a decision or the neu construction to the next 
reg~~lal-  mccting, then the applicant and HPB will ilccd to ag-ee to exlend by nlut~lal WI-ittcn 
agreement the decision-making time period. 

Staft-recommends APPROF'AL of the demolition of 1 1  02 S.M7. 6'" .Avenue 

Staff reco~nnicnds COKTJNUATION of the dcmoiition of the contril,uting accessory 
structul-es at 1 1 1 6 S.W. 6"' Avenue. and tlie garage behincl 1 1 01 S .Mr. 5'" A\le~iue until thc new. 
construction has been approved by thc I-listoric PI-esen~ation Board (F-IPB). Slaff recommends 
that the applica~lt submit the entire project for the Historic Prese~vation Board to revic\v in its 
totality. Staff further recommends that the applicant demonstrate tliat the stone at the 1 1 1 6 
S.W. 6'" Avenue hc recycled into tlie nen7 consti-~~ction. 

The recommendat~on 1s based on the follov,.~ny findingh: 

At the l~iistoric I'resel-\,ation Board Special Mccting held on Wedncsda!~. August 21. 2001. at 
5:30pm.. the proposed str~lctures were d~scussed and rankcd from most l~ i s to r ica l !~~  important to 
least h~storicaliy impo~zant. The purpose of the mcctlns was to discuss the merits of each o l  thc 



o\t.ner's buildings. L~LII-lily tlie Special Mcct~ng. tlie FI~stoi-IC Pi-esei-\,ation Boarcl dctcrmined that tlie 
pr~ncipal S~T-LIC~LI I .CS  wcrc to be rnainta~ned to cnsurc tlic essential clial-actel- and intcsrlt!r of tlie 
histol-~c d~strlct. 

The acccssoi-!) structures ha i r  bcen turncd ~ n t o  li \ .~ng Llnlts \tiel-e I-anlted seconJ h~ghest.  alicl- tlie 
pi-inc~pal b u i l d ~ n y ~ .  l \ \ , o  of' tlie garages arc cliei-1 col?structlon and arc tlie acccssoi-!; sti-uctui-es fhr 
thc chert pi-incipal srructures. In the past. garages have bccn approved to bc demol~shed in tlic 
lini\.e~-sit!. He~glits D ~ s t r ~ c t s  In order to create opportunities Sol- infill. 

~Thc non-contribut~ng princ~pal structure at 1103 S.W. Avenue \vas determined to bc tlic least 
important structure. Demolitions of' non-contribut~ng structures have bccn approved in li~storic 
d~sti-icts and particularly in tlie l in~versiq,  Heiyhts tIistor~c Districts which cncourayc density in 
proximity of the University of Florida. \vhile ma~nta in~ng tlic goals in Ihe 1Jn1ve1-sltv IIe~ghts 
Special Area I'lan. 

Thc liniversitj. Heights Special Area Plan (:ode establislics standards for land de\~clopiiicnt in ordcl. 
to : 

Prc.cerve crrrd crrerlri rlre 11isror.ic rlciphhor.lroocE c.llert.trcler t l ~ l - o ~ ~ ~ ~ l r  rllc, tic.si:;ll trnci pEuc~clrrenr 
c!j'i~uilding r1.pe.c. trl7d pllhlic. s/)uc.c.s. 

Explanation 

The proposal consists of three parts listed below: 

I .  New construct~on on parcels 91-3 146. #! 3 144 1111d $! 3 145. 'I'iie proposal inclutics ~rcpiacing 
thc historic structures \ v~ th  ibu~--sto~-!s student lious~ng simllai- to Woodhur~.  Ko\vIlo~~scs on 
S. W. 5'" Avcnuc in thc l.jni\lersit! I-Ie~ghts Historic Distr~ct. 

2. 1)cniolition of a non-contr~buting principzl sil-ucture at 1 103 S .W.  6"' 41 enuc' 

3. Demolition of tlie contributing accessor!, h~~i ldn igs  in tlie l-ini\ie~-sit)z Heights I-Iistoric 
D~strlct-So~itli a[! 1 16 S.VT. 611' Avenue and the garage beh~nd  1101 S.W. 5"' .4venuc. 

Sect1011 30-1 12 of tlie Land Development ('ode go\feins I-egulated \~:ol.l; items under the jurisdict~oii of 
the Historic PI-cscrvation Board. To implement t l i~s  section of the Code. the H~storic Preservation 
Board has developed tlie following d e s i p  guidelines bascd on the Sccretar): of' Intel-lor's S~tr~idtr~.el,~ for 
Helluhilirtiriorr, nlllich describe appropriate nen. coiistruct~oii In tnc histoi-ic d~stricta. 'The new 
construct~on criteria implement the visual conlpatibility standards set foi-tli in Sectloll 30-1 12(6) a. of 
the C ~ t y  ofC;aiiies\~ille Land Development Code. Each section heading(s) corresponds to one or 1i1o1-c of 
the eleven critena set forth in that section. In addition to thc explic~: ci-iter~a set f'orth 111 tlic 1,and 
Devclopnient Code. otlicr desigi suggestions cons~steiit \tritli those criteria have been included to 
elahoi-ate further on conll7at1hliity i s s ~ ~ e s .  

TIIE FOLLOWING .4RE THE GUIDELINES FOR NEW CONSTRUCTJON IN THE 
UNI\'ERSITY IIEIGIITS HISTORIC DISTRICTS - NORTH Sr SOUTH 

MAINTAINING THE CHARACTER OF THE UIVI\'ERSIT'I' HEIGHTS HISTORIC 
DISTRICTS-NORTH & SOUTII 
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N e ,  construction should complement histol-~c al.ch~tect~irc. ' I 'h~-ou~h sound pla~uling and design. i t  can 
respect anil reinforcc the- existin? patterns of 3 historic dis~l-ict. Good in'iill des~gm does not have to ~rnitate 
demolished 01- extant hu i ld in~s  to be successful. Ratliel-. i t  u t i l i~cs  s~gnif.icant patterns. such as hc~ght.  
materials, roof fornl. n~assiiig. setbacks and tlie rhytl~m of opcningh and matel-121s to ~nsul-c tliat a new8 
building fits with the context. 

While the Secretary of tlie I~ltel-iol- '~ Standal-ds are oriented ~o\ \ ,ard rehabilitat~on of existing Iiistoric 
buildings. Standards 2. 3. and 0 appl! to new construction in historic districts and near indiv~dual 
landmarks. Under Standa1.d 3. the settlng of h~storic buildings should b e  prcscl-ved \\)hen nc\\. construction 
is undel-taken. Thc I-ela~lonship of nen  construction to a4jaccnt buildings. landscape and streetscapc 
'icatures, and open spaces should also he considered. S e n .  construction adjacent 10 histonc buildings can 
dra~nat~cal ly alter the histol-ic setting of neighborin: b~l~ ld ings  or the district. Such coiistri~ction should not 
create a false smse of liistor~cal developmcn; through t l ~ c  use ol'conject~~i-a1 features or stylistic elements 
drawn from other buildings undcr Standard 3 .  l inde~- Standal-d 9. new construction is r~ppl-oprlate as long 
as it does not destroy signillcant histonc features. incl~rding des~gned landscal7es. and complements the 
size, color, material. and character of a@accnt buildings and thc~l- historic scttiny. T h ~ s  allo\q.s ror 
considerable ~nterpretatlon In the desi5.n of nen. structures. 
Part of the delight o r  the Gainesville historic districts 1s their diverslt).. ~vhich  can Val-!. considerably along 
streets and hlocks. This d i ~ w - s ~ t y  makes the d e s i p  ooT ne\v structures a cl~allcnge for des~yners, builders, 
staff and the review board. Since almost evenr street in thc University Helghts Histoi-ic L)istricts Ins  a 
different pattern oi'build~ng. it is imposs~ble to ha\;e a single standard for new consti-~~ction tliat will applj. 
the same Lvay in evenr loca~ion. To encourage divel-SIT!.. the d e s i g ~  puidelmes set up a nlaJr of tliinking 
about compatibility rather than a set of st!~list~c recipcs. 

The University Heights Speciai Area Plan 

The U n ~ a ~ r s ~ t ) :  Heights Special Area Plan o\w-laj. encompasses the area of the Universit! I-lcishts 
Historic Ihstricts. As n,as discussed under HISTORIC CONTEST. the goal 1s to encourage new 
development in Ijniversln. Heights and to create a pedestrian friendly public realm. goals that will clcarlj: 
iinpact the histoi-ic charactel- of the neighborhoods that make L I ~  the historlc dlsti-icts. Ne\\, infill 
constl-uction and some new patterns of land use are expected in this area as marl\ct forces sp~n- ne\v 
development. 

The Special Area Plan. \\lIilch encourages 111sto1- call!, compatible neu design. has established specific 
desiyn I-equirements for landscape design. build~np placement. parking. sigmgc. and arch~tectural d e s ~ p  
crilei-ia for a number of buildrng types. 'The Historic Pi-eser~.ation L)es~gm Ciuidelines for New 
C'onstr~~ction do not seeii to supplant the existing regulations. Rather. they attempt to work with the 
existing ~-egulatol?. stl-ucture to amellorate thc Impact of'ncn; constl-uctlun on ex~sting histol-lc pi-opertics. 
and thl-ough the liehabilitation Guidelines to pi-orect the identiiicd historic resources of the  d~sb-icts. 
Building add~tions are I-egulatcd bg. the Special Area Plan. Co11t1-ibuting structures in the historic districts 
also must comply with the Rehabilitation Cii~iciclines. \ ~ ; h i ~ l i  address similar issues but arc more specific 
concerning the var~oiis sti-ategies for placing and d c ~ i p i n g  aaddi~ions. 
The Desrgn Gu~delines Sor New Construction pi-o\.ide specific recommendations for d e s i y ~  compatibillt!~, 
and use amellor-ation str-atryes to reducc the ImpacI of nrn. lal-gel--scale dc~.elopinent on historic 
structures. 

DEFINING THE CRITERIA 

Wltlinilt careful attention to o~el-all  dcsign. niatcr~als. scale. luasilng. and setbacha. contcl-nporal-g 
cona~ruction In a H ~ s t o r ~ c  I11st11ct can thrcatcn lhc cohei-ence (3s thc 11istoi-ic contexr. .4$ often tlic case. 
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context has been sacrif'iced through ipiol-ance. indifference. and the efSort to make ncu. ~,~.ojects 
absolutely cost eff~cient. 
The following criteria are used to evaluate the coml~atibilil!- ofnen.  constl-uction proposed Sol- I11e li~storic 
districts. These crltcria shouid be considered dunng h e  d e s ~ p i  process to ensure conlpatibil~t)~ and avoid 
unnccessai-y conflicts in the revien. process. The tenlls are adapted from the ele\.en standards of' vlsual 
compatibil~t)~ r o ~ ~ n d  in the City's Land Ilevelol~ment ('ode. Notc that "Scale" Is broken LIP into tn80 parts. 
Scule of'tiic SII.(:CI and Sculc of'Hrrilrli~rg.~, eniphas~zing tile Iniportancc of these two rclatcd hut very 
diiTerent scale. 

1 RIu I / I I I I  o f  tlic ,Irl.rct. The re la t~onsh~p of the bu~lci~ngs. s t ruct~~rcs and open spaces along a slrcet that 
c~ea tes  a d l scen~~blc  v~sual and spatla1 pattclu. 

3 Sc/hnck.v. The size of buildings. stl-uctures and open spaces and thcir placen~ent on a lot relative to the 
street and hlock. 

3 .  H c ~ r ~ l ~ i  The ovcrall 11e1g11t of h u l l d l n ~ ~  and structures related to those sharing the samc street or hloch. 

4.  Roc!f'l;o~-nz,\. The shape of a building or structure roof system in 1-elat~onship to its neighbors 

5 .  RIIL.~/IIIZ o f  Erl~ruuc'c.\ a11d P o r ~  he.s. The relat~onsh~p of cntrancc clements and porch project~ons to tile 
street. 

6 .  Wu1l.s (?j'C7o1iii~luit~.. Appurtenances of a building or st~uctul-e such as walls. fences. landscape elements 
that form linked walls of cnclosur-e along a strcct and ser17e to makc a street into a cohesi\ie whole. 

7 .  .Ycillc of H l l i l d~~~g  Rela t~ l e  s17e and composltlon of opcmngs. roof Som~s  ancl detallq lo the bu~ldlng 
mass and ~ t s  configurat~on. 

8. LI~~.cc/~orzul E x ~ I - ~ ~ s I ~ I I .  T ~ I P  major orlentat~on of ihe prlnclple I'icade ol a b u ~ l d ~ n g  or structure to the 
strcct. 

0. PI.O~)OI.ILOI/ O/ i11c FI.OII/ F~I ( '~ ICIC  Tlie ~vldth o f the  bu~ldlng. sb.~~ct~n-e.  01. oblect to the height of the 
front elevat~on In I-elationsh~p to its imrncdlate contcxt. 

10. P~.opor/io~l c!f' Ope11i11g.v. Thc lvidth and height relationship of tlie n8~ndows and doors in a 
building or str~icturc to the principle facadc. 

1 1 . Ki1l.111m uf'So1ici.s to 1 bir1.v. 'The pattcln and overall coniposition of openings such as n,indou.s and 
doors in the fi-ont facade. 

12. L)ctrril.v u~rrl hI~~~criul,\ . .  The I-elat~onsh~p of details. materials, texture and coloi- of building 
facaclcs. structures. objects and landscaped areas to the exlstlng context. 

Recommended 

1 .  Encouraye I-ehabii~tation and adaptive use o l ' es~s t i~ ig  structures 2nd landscapes. 

2. IIesign lieuT h~iildinys to  be compatible in scale. slze. materials. coiol-. and testul-c u.itli tlie SLII-rounding 
n ~ ~ ~ l d ~ n g s .  
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3. E i i i~ loy  coiiteiiiporary desiyi that is compat~ble n ~ t h  the cliaracte~ and feel oi the h~s tonc  d~s tnc l  

4. Employ a~nelioratlon strategies m 1111 nen 1ar:el- scale inlill constructlon to protect ;~aaceiit  h ~ s t o r ~ c  
structures. 

5 .  Employ d e s i ~ n  strategies that use propol-tional relationships of itlcades. shapes of openings. solidivoid 
ratios and the directional typology oi'histor~c str~lctures to link new bulldings ivith the h~storic contest. 

0.  LJse of fences. \valls or landscapc matel-lals to reinforce the continuln. of' tlie strcct cdgc In a 
ne~ghborhood. 

Not Recommended 

1 Design~ng a nev bu~ldilig wlio's masslng and scale ir inappropl-late and whose materials and texture 
arc not compatible w ~ t h  the character o f thc  d~strict 

3. Imltat~ng an earllei- style or per~od  of architectul-e 111 new constructlon. except In ral-e cases whel-c 
a conteinporan design ~ \ ~ o u l d  detract fi-om the ai-chitectural unit)' of  ail ensemble 01- group. 

THE NI<\\' CONSTRUCTIOR ON S. \\'. 6'" A\ .ER.UE \\'ILL BE INDEI'ENDEIVTLI' RE\:IL\\:ED B\' T H E  

H l ~ ~ 0 l i l C  PRESER\.AI'IOR. BOARD AN11 THEN T H E  NE\\. C'ONSTRUCTIOR' OR. S .  u'. 5"'" A\'EN[IE 
\?'ILL HE KE\{IE\\'ED BY T H E  HISTORIC PRESER\'ATION BOARD 

RHYTHM OF THE STREET 

Ke\v construction should add to the cx~sting rhythm of' streets and blocks. This rhythm is a complex 
layering of many features that add up to \\.hat is dcscribed penel-allj. as "c11aracte1-." Spaciny between 
build~nys. dl~risions between upper and lo\\rer floors. poi-cli helyhts. and aliyiimeilt of n ~ n d o w s  and 
~\~lndowsills are examples of such I-hythms. f i e \ \  constn~ction 111 historic districts should try to maintain or 
extend these shal-ed streetscapc character~stics In hloclcs \\.he~-c the!. appeal-. 

Where nc\\ b u ~ l d ~ n g  types such as ro\\ houses 01 apartment 'nulld~ngs are 1nt1-oduced that are not In scale 
\\ 1t11 thc tl-aditional s~nyle-fdin~l! housing that l i~s to~~ica l l j~  occup~cd tile arca. ncu r h ~ ~ t h m i  ofbui ld~ng and 
open spacc alon? the sti-eel \x 111 evol\ e 

To help amcl~ol-ate the Impact of these lieu more niassi\e h~ i l l d~ny  rbn115. specla1 attention should he p a ~ d  
to the art~culation and massing of the nen b u ~ l d ~ n y  street facades. a\roiding the 111tl-oductlon 01' Iaige 
unbroken Inasses oi'bulldlny. 

Finding tiic street rhythm In wall I'e~lestrat~on. ca\'e heights. hullding details. and landscape featill-es such 
as f'ences 01- 1\;111s call lielr) ameliorate tlie large1 bullding masses and "connccl" the ne\\ bullding to 11s 
neighborhood and strcct. 

Not Compatible. 

Stafl'recommencls the applicant articulate the 111aiilny and ~nti-oduces smallci rnasslny clements to create 
a rhythm of the b u ~ l d ~ n g  at the street 'I he Cl~~~dcl lnes  atatc. "Strcet r l i ~  thm In  all Icnestrat~on. ea\.c 
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hciglits, b u ~ l d ~ n g  dcta~ls.  ant1 landscape featu~es such a \  fences 01- u.all\ can help aniel~oratc thc large] 
b~ulding masses and "connect" the nen bullding to ~ t s  ncigl~borliood and strcet". 

SETBACKS 

7'hc careful placement of buildings 011 lots is esscn~ial to mainraining the building pattclns oSeac1i d~strict. 
Tlie tiistancc a build~ng is located horn its propert!. Ilncs are referred to as "sethacks" 0:-. marc 1-eccntl!.. 
"b~~ild-to" lines. Huildinys in h~storic d ~ s t ~ - ~ c ~ s  of~cn  share a common front and side sctback altliou~li these 
sctbacks vary ii-on1 block to bloclt anii street to street. c \en within tllc same d ~ s t r ~ c t .  In locating new 
buildings. the fi-ont side setbaclts shoi~ld be lnaintained and be consistent \\.ltl,i tlie facades of sun-ounding 
historic build~ngs. 

Where the Special .4rca Plan encouraees placement of buildings closer to the streel tlian thc historic 
unifornl fi-ont yard sctbacks along a block. adjusmxnts are recommended to ameliorate the impact o f the  
new buildiny setbaclts on ad.iacent contributing bui ldin~s in the histonc districts. This adlustment strategy 
is desirable to hclp create a cohesion among the neigl~borhood buildings as a \\,l~olc. and to avoid 
fracturing tlic neighborhood fabric by clianglng abruptly the building-strcet relationships. 
Front yard build-toisetbaclt lines n.ould s:a!. \ \ .? th~r~ thc I-anyes set forth in tlie Sl,ec~al Area 1)lan 
requirements. MThen ne\v construction abuts a contl-ibut~ng building located wlthln 20 feet of a sho~-ed side 
yard boundaq. the new construction nus t  ''step back" fi-om the build-to line. 

l'he "step bach" 1s a conlpromlsc half \\a!r between the minimum bulld-to llne ailowed b!~ the Spec~al 
.4rea Plan. and the 5etback of the existmy contrlbutlng slructurc. and In no casc to step back further tlian 
the maxlmum bu~ld-to line establlshed b!. the Spcc~al Area I'lac. 

In the cvcnt that tlie nen constl-uctlon 1s :I n~~il t~-f 'amll \  ro\\ house or apartment bulld~ng. only tlie first 
ba). adjacent to the contnbut~ng structure ~hould  bc rccluired to "step back." 

Not Compatible. 

It is difficult for staft to access the sctbacl<s or build-to l~nes  \vithout a compicte seL of' dimensions: 
however staff can make some general obser\,ation, I t  is \~~sua l l !~  apparent that the fi-ont yard setbacks at 
the street edge are next to thc sidewalk and are no1 s ~ n ~ i l a r  to the adjacent historic houscs. Adjustments to 
the fi-ont yard build-to line are recommended to reduce thc impact of a l a r ~ e  lien. building on adjacent 
contributing buildings in the historic districts. The appl~cant nccds to demonstrate that thc (;uidelines 
I-econiniendat~on of setback "is a cornprolnise half n-a? betureen the ~iiinimum build-to line allo\ved by thc 
Special Area l'lan. anti the setback of the existing cant!-ibut~iig stl-uc~ul-e. and in no casc to stcp bacli 
ful-tlicl- than the maximum build-to line establlshed by the Spec~al Area F'lan". 

Tlie new const~uction is n iii~ilti-family apartment building. adjacent to contributing structures and should 
step back not onl!, to continue the rhythm of the strcet but also so the larger structurc docs not obl~tel-ate 
the histol-~c struclul-es on either s ~ d e ,  particularl!. at 1026 S.V.. 6'" Avenue. that appears to he significantly 
imnpacted because ~t 1s setback on  thc propert!. at approsimatcly tlie same footage as thc contributing 
structurc at 1 1 14 S.M'. 6"' ii\.t.nue. Staff'reco~nmcnds that the proposcci buiiding setbacks be increased to 
be \~isually compatible \\.it11 the adj:lcent histo~i:' contributing structures. 

HEIGHT 

The he~yht  of ne\v constl-uction should ideall! be compatible \\,it11 sun.ounding h~storic bui ldin~s.  
Building he~yht  has a s~gnificant lmpact on tlic scale and charactel- ot 'a  nc~ghhorliood. 
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The Special Area I'lan allo\\ls ne\\- buildings to be sip~ificantly tallcr than the i -stoi?. and ?-stor!, sinylc- 
fa~ni ly residential builcl~ngs that occup!. thc historic disti-icts. 1'0 avoid abrupt scale juxtapositions that 
ii-agment a ne~ghborhood and adversely imp:lct historic struct~u-es. a "stcp down" ameliorat~on sti-ategy 
would bc applicd lo nen- construction that is adlacent to a contributing stl-ucuire locatcd \\.itliin 20 feet of' 
a shared side yard boundary. Staff recommends that the proposed nen. construction not contain a parking 
garagc. Thc liistoi-ic district is a residential ne~gliborhood and the t)rpology of 'a l,ai-l<iiig garage has is oiic 
that historicall!' has iievel- been in the neigiiboriiood. 

The neu8 con st^-uction should no! be moi-e than 1 113 story tallcr than thc contl-ibutiiig structurc. A hall' 
story is defined as an attic space \vithin the roof ~~ t i l i z~ i l g  dorriiei- \vindon~s or gablc-end \vlndows. 
In the event the Ilelv construction is a multi-family ronr house. apartn~cnt building. 01- a larser scale 

structurc. onl!, the first bay or set of spaces on the elid of the building adjacent lo the contributing 
structure should be required to "step don~i:." 

Not Compatible. 

I-Ieights of buildings havc a si-mificant impact 011 thc scale and character of an historic neighborhood. 'The 
Ci~~idelines state to avoid. "ahi-~lpt scale justaposit~ons ti~at tlagment a neighboi-hood and adverscly iml~act 
historic structures. a "stcp do\\~11" a~nel~oration strategJr n~ould bc applied to new construct1011 that is 
adjacei~t 'to a contributing slructurc located within 20 feet of' :, shared s ~ d c  yard boundaiy". Stait' 
I-ecommends that first bay or set of spaces on the both ends of the bui ld~ng adiaccu! to the contributing 
buildinys should be step dawn to reduce the impact of thc nevr constiuction to the historic neigliborhood. 
Staff fin-ther rccommcnds that thc lie\\. build~ny in back of the structure at 11 13 S.W. 6"' Avenue bc 
reduced as to not d~+,ar f the  historic contribut~ng res~dcnce. 

ROOF FORMS 

Similar roo[ form and pitch are charactel-~stics of '  buildln2s in many historic districts. Most res~dential 
buildings in the districts have p~tched  roofc 114th the gable or Iiip roof as thc predominate type. Ganihl.el. 
pyramidal, and clipped yablc (jcrk~nhead) arc also fi,~und in thc d~s~ r i c t s .  .A s~llall numbcr of 
Mediterranean influenced structures 1\'1t11 ilat roofs concealed behind parapets esis!. 

Iicpetitioll of h~storic roof fo~-nls is a strateg! tnat ncn consti-uct~on can employ to achlexc conipatibil~ty 
~ 1 1 t h  oldci- structures. pal-ticulari! nr'nen there is a \I ~dcl! used loof con\ ention 111 a neighborhood 

Not Compatible. 

The introduction of a flat or parapet roof on the i'ronts of tlic proposed nen- construction is not compatible 
or replicates most residential build~nys on S . M T .  0''' !lvenue which have pitched roofs n'ith the gable or hip 
roof. Flat root's arc fe'e\\. in thc historic district and arc assoc~ated \\.lth the Mediterranean infucnced 
struct~n-cs. The proposed flat roof structures are brick and siding devoid of' the infuenccs o r  thc 
Mediterranean style. 7'hc Ciuidelines state. "Repctirion of h~stoi-ic roof forins 1s a slrategy that lienr 
construction can cn~plo).  to achieve compatihilih 1 ~ 1 t h  oldel- sti-uctures". Staff rccommcnds that the 
applicant consider n rooft)ye that is coml,atil>le and reflects roof types found on S.W. 0'" A v e n ~ ~ c .  

RHYTHM: ENTRANCES & PORCHES 

Thc relationship of' entrances and prdec t~ons  to sidc\valks of a building. stl-uctui-c. olject or 1,arklng lot 
shall be visuall!. compat;blr to the buildings and places to n.hich it is \.isually related. Ne\\ porches. 
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entrances. and other prolections should rcflcct the slze. he~ght .  and m ~ t c r ~ a l s  of po~che\  of e x ~ s t ~ n g  
h ~ s t o r ~ c  h u ~ l d ~ n g s  found along the streel and cont r~hu~e  to a contlnii~t! of S e a t ~ ~ ~ c s .  

Pol-ches are strongly encouraged and should lia\re sufficient size to accommodate outdoo~. li~rniture and 
eas!. access~bil~ty. Their widths and depths sl-lould reflecl that \\.llich could be i'o~md on otI1e1- histor~c 
buildings in the district. 

Not Compatible. 

'I'he Guidelines state. "he\\ porches. entrances. and other projections should reflect the s~zc .  hc~ght .  and 
matcr~als of porches of emstin? h~storic build~nys round along the st]-eet and contl-ibutc to a contlnu~t!. 01' 
features". The three and Sour-stor!, pr-ojcctions ]lave a small entrance po~-ch that does not reflect thc \\:idth 
and depth Sound on histor~c buildings. %:a[:' r c c o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e l l d s  that the building enu-ance reflect histor-~c 
al-cl~itcct~~re In thc ne~ghborhoocl instead of appi!.ing different style typology to the three entl-anccs. 
Porches with suflic~ent size to accommoda~c outdoor fur111tu1-P and easy accessibility are encoura~ed.  'l'he 
applicant has PI-o\.ided porchcs in a staked configuration on elther s ~ d e  of the center entrance. 

WALLS OF CONTINUITY 

Appurtenances of a hu~ldlng or structure such as \valls. Tencei or landscape elements that for111 Ilnked 
\valls of enclosure along J street senre to make a strcct Inlo a cohesive a i ~ o l e  

New infill construction should be encourayed to all91 walls. fences or landscape elements (hedges) with 
adjacent property okvners LO create unihrnl  street \\,ails. Pal-~iall!~ open cdges are pi-efel-red to promote 
social connection ti-on1 streel (public domain) to porch (seni-pri\,ate donla~n ). 

Not Applicable. 

SCALE OF THE BUILDING 

Scale. although related to ol3-iec~ive d~mcnsions. 1s more open to 1nte1~31-ctation and is ultimately a more 
~mportant measure oS a good bu~lalng.  Propel- scale is a critical issue In detemn~ining the compatibility o r  
buildings within an historic context. It has two gcnei-al nlea~lings: its scale to context and its scale relative 
to ourscl\~es. Inlu~li\~ely. \vc judge the Sit of a building a1 different scuic!.~ of' nic,trsl i~.c~r~~~~ri In order to 
assess its ~ - e l ; r t r ~ ~ ~  .size. or pl-opei- scale in a yvcn  contest. h,lan!~ issues affect the perception 01' scale sucll 
as placement on the slte. overall massing. building type. st!lli.. comhinat~ons of materials anci de ta i l i~~g  to 
name but a f en .  Every bi1ildi11g in tnc Ui~i\'ci-s~ty 1-lcights H~storic Districts 1s also measurcd against its 
neighbors hi- dey-cus of slmilarih and dlfkrence. The resu l~  or "iitness" o r  a buildlng 1s a del~calc 
balance be t \~ecn  these seeminyl!. contrad~ctoi-!, nspccts of contcxi. J;rorn far awa!,. 11.c note thc profile of a 
structure on the sl<yllile. On tile streetscape: ~ t s  distance from the road and its nclghhors. 1113 close. \Ire 
looic lhi- famiiiar things that tell 11s its I-clationship dil-cctly 10 0111- boa!,. 1.e.. stairs, rniiings, doors and 
\\.indo\\~s. and modular matcrlals such as br~ck.  blocks or wood. hlost importantlj~. \\,c sense that all these 
ind~\r~dual clemcnts must have an ovcrall order lo achic\,e proper scale. Scale changes arc evident ii-om 
d~sti-ict to district and fi-om sti-eel to street. 

Scalc Sol- 11c\\, construct~on spea!;s to 130th the relarionsl~lp of'tlic i3iiildi1lg to its ne1g11bo1-s, and tile scale of 
the building to thc person. \\;hie11 is ~ntlucnccd b!, Ihc masslng (large iinbl-okcn masses \.s. slnallcr 
collection oi'masscs), materiais. the size and propoi-tlon oi'opcn~ngs. the art~culatlon of suriiccs, the ratlo 
oS\;old to so l~d .  and dctails lil<c handrails. dool-s and \\~lndo\\;s. 
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Nc\x, infill ma!. be larger in size (not in physical scale \\.it11 11s nr.islibors) and yet st111 feel compnti1,lc in 
scale iSt11e I>~lilding hl-m has been articulated \\;it11 a nunibel- oi' scaling strateg~es. 

Not C:ompatible. 

Scale fbr ne\4. consLl-uction is both  he relationship of tlie building to ~ t s  adjacent historic structures and 
the scalr oi'the build~ng to the person. In the case ol'nc\\. larger construction projects scaliny stratcg~cs of' 
breaking down the massing in snlaller components. the use o r  a pallet of materials that coml,lement thc 
neighborhood, the size and propol-tion of i>nes~rations. the ai-ticulation of surfjces. tlie ratio ol' \,(lids to 
solids. and the architectural details. Staff recomn~ends that the aselit consider tlie abo\lc ment~oned 
strategies to reduce the scale of the ne\x. construction projects. 

DIRECTIONAL EXPRESSION 

Ne\v buildings sliould re la~c  to acljacent buildings in the directional character (or~enta t~on)  o l  it?; facade. I n  
a historic disti-ict there is ~lsuall! a typo log^. of en[!-!. and connection to strrct shared by thc neighborhood 
buildings that helps create a consistenl fabric. 

llnivci-sity f~leights buildings almost \vitiloui esceplton have pnillar!J cntl-ies that facc the pi-inelpal strcct. 
,. ? Ihe facade facing the principal stl-re1 is clearly rccognizccl as the buiidiny "front." and porches or stoops 
create a transition from street to interior. 

New construction should recoynize thcsc shared con\:ent~ons and enhance con1patibili1~~ by becoming part 
of the neighborhood hbric  . 

Compatible. 

The ne\\ construct~on I S  compatiblr u 1111 the d~reci~onal  elpresslon oi thc h1sto1-1~ nc~ghbol-hood: ho\\  e\  el- 
the massing does no1 reinforce tlie directional expression on the itreer 

PROPORTION OF FRONT FACADE 

All buildings have a proport~onal relationship her~.een thc w~d th  and height oi' the front facade, \vliich IS 

independent of physical size. 111 a disti-ict as comples as Ijniversity I-leights n:ith many d1Sii.1-ent building 
styles, there can be a nurnbc~- oi' facade pi-oportions. N c n  constl-uciion should cons~der tlie facade 
pl-oportions of the historic structures in thc' immediate neighborhood to determine if a common proportion 
could bc found in ncarbj. stl-uctures. Compatibilit! cal? be enhanced i l  neighborhood proportions can be 
in~egrated into the design of ne\\. buildings. if  the^' arc of a larger physical scale. 

Not Compatible. 

C:ompati'nil~ty of ne\\; cons~ruction 111 thc nei~hbol-hood can he greatlj. increased i f '  i'acadc proportions 01' 
historic structurcs on tht. strcct are aual~.zed and integrated into thc design. Staff recommends that the 
applicant evnluatc the l'acades on the street and use the intornlation to contextualizc the proposcd project. 

PROPORTION & RHYTHM 
OF OPENINGS 
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In man!; liistor~cal styles. tile height to n~idtli !,roportlon oi' \\.lndo\vs is an important element of the 
design: along wit11 the \vaJr u.indo\\,s are confiyured h!. muntin?. S e w  construction sh0~11d consider tlie 
proportion and I-hytli~ii of fenestration in nearbj, historic structul-es to enhancc coliipatibility. 

In IJniversity Heights. verticall\ propol-tioncd windon,s predon~lnate ~;1tli  man! examples of g1.0~13 
windows, especially in the numel-ous C'raftsnianIBungalon. snrle buildings. Consistent use o f  muntms is 
another recopizable f'enestration charactcrist~c. 

Similarly, many h~storic structures have hlglil\, detailed doors and entryways. even \vlien F~cades arc 
simple and undetailed. 

Compatible. 

Staff' rccommcnds tliat the entrances h a ~ e  add~tlon detlnls. a con\rentlon used \ \ ~ t h  larga- b u ~ l d ~ n g  to 
attract attention at pedestrian 1exrel 

RHYTHM OF SOLIDS TO VOIDS 

Lilic the proportioning of openings, the relative ratlo of openings to solld \\,all area IS  also a charactn-istic 
of architecture that can be csplolted to seek cornpatibil~t!~ \\.~tli nearby historic structures. Architectul-a1 
stylc in historic buildings is a factor. n.hicli nlfluences tlie solid to vc)~d ratio. The ratio can also vary 
between primary and secondar)' elevations as nrindo\vs have often heen a status symbol and used 011 front 
facades to cxpress n~ealth or social status. 

Compatible. 

'The rhythm of solids and voids 111 the proposed new. construction is syn~metrical. Staff reco~i~mcnds the 
de~ai ls  o f the  \vindouls and thc divided lights should he d~scussed as appl-opriate for a panicular style. 

DETAILS AND MATERIALS 

Due to the varied arcliitect~val styles in Univcrsit!. Heights. there is a bl-oad range oS materials used on 
histor~c buildings. lnclud~ng hi-lcl;. n.ood siding. n~ood sliingles. stucco. cut stone and tlie urnclue use of 
local field stone and hl-lck In the buildings locally knonrn as "Che l~  14ouses." Rools also L I S ~  a range oi' 
matel-lals including asphalt shingles. asbestos shingies. crln1pc.d and standing seam metal. t ~ l e s  and stone. 

New construction sliould consldzr iooklng at thc pallet of material\ used on n c a r b ~  Iilstol-IC structures to 
pursue compatlbll~ty at the nelgliborhood level. 

Not Compatible. 

Staffrecolnmcnds tliat niaterlals and fin~shes bejond h r ~ c l ~  and s1d111g should he considel-ecl Tlic shmgled 
shed roofed dormcr and gable end has staff puzzlcd as t o  hon t h ~ s  lnater~al nzas chosen and applred In 
oniy one locatlon on the project. 

RHYTHM OF THE STREET 



What 1 Would Like to See -- Please read letter for more detail 
Antonia Greenc Homeowner o f  1030-78 S l '  Otli Avenue 61 13107 

One to two s t o p  houses (no higher) througl~out the neigl~borhood -- stick to the historic scale. massing, 
height, setbacks, size, etc., so only true aesthetic enliancemerltscan occur. not degradation ant1 fracturitlg and 
destruction. Tlie ~ o a l  of a Historic District should not be cramming tlie most possible rental apartnlents onto a 
denuded lot or lots, hut. . .well, historic p~.eservationi (iuidelincs sa?,: "hot recom~nended: I .  Designing new 
buildings whose massing and scale is inappropriate. . ." 

Support preservation and renewal over new- construction in the Historic District. The district is very small 
and there is plentj. of space outside of i t  to pursue the cit~y's desire to increase densit!. The continued esistencc 
of-the Ijistoric district as such depends on it. Irreplaccablc historic bt~iIdi!igs atid the atmosplia-e ortlic street 
have intrinsic. inherent value. 

Keep the character of the historic district intact. Don't fracture the neighborl~ood fabric ((;uideli~ies) by 
arbitrarily knocking down "non-contributi~ig" strt~cturzs, which may be contributing much in tlie w a j  of 
compatibility. Tlie neb\, one tnay contribute far less than tlie one you demolished. as \\auld sadly be tlie case 
with 1 102 SW 6th Avenue vs. tlie proposals I have scen for its repiacemcnt. 

Keep setbacks intact, so the relative positions ofthc houses are in balance. KO sheer cliffs loomin? over 
smaller houses. The "step awaq" is far from adequate to mitigate the problenl and protect any lionie from this 
blight. 

Keep setback5 intact to ensure saving and keeping a balanced spread of large, graceful, tall trees, which 
distin~uisli the neighborhood. Protect all these trees--the> tooh many years to g o b .  

Maintain the lovely views b!. maintaining the historic building heights and sizes and massing, again, wit11 
compatible front and side setbacks. We like to see nature. not malls. 

Wildlife--the trees provide an excellent bird habitat. and we eti.jo> their fresli s o n p  dailj. 

Do not demolish an? historic buildings, for instance. b? rating them in descending order and allowing 
demolition of mcnibers of siyificant groupings. such as tlie related cltcrt sti-uctures. I 1 14 SW 6th Avcntiell 1 16 
S W  6th Avenue. and 5 17 SW 12tli Street/5 17C S l '  I ?ti1 Strcct. a\  well as tlie alleys These groupings are 
characteristic atid quaint and have been referred tc> as compatible with '-the neb urbanism." (Found on city 
website.) Maintain the standard of no demolition allowed unless a building is literall. falling apart and 
the owner has genuinely attempted to shore it uplfix it. Willfill neglect should not be rcwardzd. Prolect 
special assetr. such as chert. etc. 

Do not de~tiolish any non-contributing building unless you are going to replace it with something MORE 
compatible with the neighborhood, a clear improvement in design as it relates to the liistoric properties. and 
the same 1 to 2 stories and other aspects tliat define the character or the nei~hborhood. NOT something tliat is 
simply designed to cram in as inany rental apartnieiits as possible, while making a gesture to the historic area 
by "breaking down'' of the facade into miscellaneous components whicli do not mitigate thi. liugetiess and in- 
vour-face presence of the new buildings. 

Guidelines ell-ioin avoidance of "fracturing the neighborhood fabric". I102 SW 6th Avenue is part of the 
character of the Historic District (per City of Gainesville's brochure, "A Citizen's Guide to Living in a 
Historic District,") and greatly contributes aesthetically iti tcrtns of scale, n~assing, height setbacks from 
the road and neighbors, generall appearance though no1 of'ttie same period. and beautiful, large trees which 



are characteristic of the neighborhood. If demolitior~ here to be allowed, I would iil,e to see a i to 2 story 
building with the same length and width as the existing building, leaving the trees, setbachs from the street and 
neighbors, and contributing at least all of the aforementioned characteristics in greater degree than the 
existing building. There is no other rationale for it. 

Honor the promise of the Historic District, per arlicle I found while on the City oECiainesville website, 
describing the many benefits of historic preservation: "Homebuyem are  willing to pay for the assurance that 
the neighborhood surrounding their homes will remain unchanged over time." What has been proposed 
is severe, drastic change. 

Don't build anything where next-door neighbor has to face a high wall replacing open views and the property is 
robbed of light by massive facade of new building. No encroachment of shade degrading the growth 
environment of the landscape and robbing residents of enjoymelit of outdoor spaces of the property. 

Protect my property and environment -- no rowdy noise of "bad eggs" that turn up in  multiple unit  apartment 
complexes. No glut of cars and fumes from increasingly overburdened streets, and no parking garage. 

Don't destroy your next-door neighbors' quality of life because you don't live there. 

Encourage homeowners who want to refurbish homes to live in (we are not extinct!) and who have a stake in 
the environment, the historic and natural preservation, and the quality of life in tile district. as well as those who 
rent out spaces but who care about preserving the quality of life and character of the district. 

Allow accessory structures onlj, (size of main building or smaller. etc.) to be built in the yards behind houses 
and don't carve out space between the backs of houses fronting on paraliel streets, in order to cram in more 
massive, taller buildings, such as has been done (but no building ensued) between SW 4th and SW 5th Avenue. 
Again. no looming structures, whether to the side or to the back of misting structures. Iceep within size. 
dimensions, height, massing, setbacks. etc., of existing historic structures, namelj 1 to 7 stories. 

Let's not trample the Historic District. but preserve and enhance it! 



1038 SW 6th Avenue 
Gainesville, FL 3260 1 
May 24.2007 

Ms. D. Henrichs, Historic Planner 
Mr. Ja! Reeves. Chair. and 
Members of the I-lis~oric Preservation Board 

Meetingitiearing April 3. 2007 
Re: Board approval, Petition 36Cr3A-07HPB 

Thank you for the opportunitj. to speak at the above captioned Historic Preservation Board meeting. 

Attached is the letter 1 brought to the meeting. modified slightly in an attempt to more close11 reflect 
what I actually said. 

I also wanted to express my appreciation for the Board's sensitivit) to the issue of the massiveness of 
the project in contrast with the historic buildings, as several propert! owners pointed out as well. 

Mr. Cavallino made references lo the builders' -'right" tcr build a 4-stor!' apartment complex. I 
appreciate the Board addressing the question as to whether the guidelines established such a right or 
entitlement. and whether the Board would therefore bc required to approve such a prqjcct. as I 
understand it. the Board's responsc was that i: was not so required. indicating that there was no such 
entitlement. In fiict. I notice on p. 185 of thc Guidelines. under ".Not Recommended." it lists. 
"Designing new buildings whose massing and scale is inappropriate and whose materials and texture 
are not compatible wittL the character orthe district.-' 

Mr. 1:ogler. while not in attendance at this meeting. has asserted previousl! that his rights to d o  
whatever he wants with his property are being h i n g e d  on by the exis~ence of a historic district with 
its attendant rules. requirements, etc. Tius prompted me to ask: Dc: 1 or oti~er- owners have any rights 
or reasonable expectations of living in a historic district, or do just the big builders have rights, as they 
assert? Do residents of Gainesville at large hwe an! rights or reasonable expectations for their historic 
districts to protect valuable llistoric assets as part of the overall quality of life in Gainesville? 

I also appreciate a Board member's suggestion that one waq to decrease the size was to decrease the 
number ofapartments. and also the Chair's cominent that a parking garage was problematical. and 
none exists in the historic district. 

I also appreciated the words o f a  Board member to Mr. Cavaliino. to the effec~ thai they should start 
over with new plans and heed the comments ofthe neighbors that it is much too big, that they need to 
make major (what was the exact adjective?) changes, not only cosmetic ones. 

In addition, I am attaching a list of "bullei points" (with or without bullets) indicating what I would like 
to see happen. Ofcourse. 1 also wen: into that in the letter. 

Thank you, 



Mr. Jay Reeves, Chair. and 
Members of the Historic Preservation Board 
Re: Board approval. Petition 36C04-07kIP13 
I-Iistoric Preservation Board MeetingIHearing April 3, 2007 

Reid FogleriThe W~ee lba r ro~ /  and the Car. Inc. seek demoiitinn of 1 102 SM' Avenue. 1 1 1  6 S b  
6"' Avenue. garage behind 1 101 SM' 5"' Avenue. and replacenlent with 4-storq student housing. I 
note this will NOT in the least, contrac to the description in these petitions, reselnble 
Woodbup Row. I note that the previous incarnations of this petition have also included 1 1 14 SM7 
6th Avenue. 1 123 SU '  6th Avc.nue. 1 138 SW 6th Abenue. 5 17 SM' 12th Street. 5 17C' SW 13th 
Street, and future plans are expected to include all or most of these. 

I fbrthcr note that together with Wood bury Ron. tilcsc propertics comprise \*irtuallj a city block (the 
I 100 block of SW 5th Avenue through to the 1 100 block of SVI~ 6th Ave.,) laclting on14 one corner 
property owned b~ someone else. and possibly the alleys. The current petition is styled "Woodbury 
Row, Phase 11," with "Woodbury Ron. Phase 111" planned to reintroduce the remaining properties, 
(with the possible exception of 1 1 14 SW 6th Avenue, which then would be surrounded by and in thc 
shadow of the tall, massive new structurcs.j 

The comments herein apply equallj. whether the proposed demolition and ileM construction would 
cover all or part ofthe group of properties. Nothing of this nngnitude has been built in the University 
Heights South FIistoric District. 

Dear Mr. Chairman and Members of the Board: 

I have lived at 1026-1 028 SW 6''' Avsnue. right next door on the east side of th:. above-mentioned 
1 102 SW 6th Avenue. for 8 years, of which I have owucd the property 1 54 years. I lo\'e and enjoy tl<s 
neighborhood. 

The lovcly neighborhood, as you know, consists of 1930's suburban style homes. 1 to 2 stories, many 
of beautihl brich or chert with delicate brick trim, good-sized spacing between each, sizeable 
setbacks from the sidewalh, small fiont lawns, side and back yards. tall. full trees and birds. and it is 
quiet-an area that cries for maintenance. care, uplteep, rehrbislGng and rencwa1. and ei~joyrnent. not 
neglect. demolition and replacement with massive cubes replacing ever! square foot of ground and air 
space with apartment housing, butted up against neighboring small structures, some of whom now 
ha\,e a tiny space between them and the new building on one side, but the normal sidc yard and 
distance to the neighbor on the other side. looking unbalanced and dwarfed in the shadow of the nen 
neighbor looming overhead. 

We already have one such situatioil at the other cnd of the block. and the current even taller and more 
massive proposed structure now- threatens to take over. dominate, and destroy the neighborhood by 
replacing existing buildings and covering all available land with even bigger and tallcr buildings of a 
totally different character. It would replace unique, irreplaceable buildings with ordinary. massivc, 
and totally fbrgettable structures which would be appropriate in the ample areas outside the historic 
district, nmore hospitable to large aparlment complex living. 



Much of the neighborhood, Mr. Reid Foglcr has attempted to obtain appro\zal to dcmolish and replace 
with a huge 4-story apartment housing complex including parking garage. tle has, for the moment, 
reduced the number of buildings he is pcritionhg to dc~llolish to 3. including the contributing historic 
2-story chert garage apartments. 1 1 16 SM' 6th Ave.. that belong with the '-story chert housc on thc 
street, 1 1  14 SW 6th Avenue. as well as 1 102 SF- 6th Avenue which sirs on a large lot with tall, 
beautiful trees. and th=: garage behind I 101 SW 5th Avenue. carving out plent) of land in and around 
remaining buildings 011 wlich to construct a massive, 4-stoq apartment complex. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunit), to tell YOU why 1 oppose and request you den! the above 
proposed demolition and replacement of structures with nrassive new structures, whether these 3 or 
all of the historic buildings he owns and has pia~med to ciemolish, whether '~ius~'' 1 102 SW 6"' Avenue 
as the only "non-contributing" structure or including any or all of the historic area tnat he owns. 

My reasons are (1) incompatibility with the character of the street and neighborhood (per 
Design Guidelines for New Construction. p. 183.) (2) the irreplaceability of the buildings (the loss 
of even one such building, such as 1 11 6. the chert ?-story garage apartments. would break up and 
vastly diminish the impact ofthe grouping) and their contribution to that character. and (3) 
quality of life issues due to the severe impact of the proposed new larger-scale development on 
existing historic properties (Guidelines, p. 183). notably my home as immediate next door 
neighbor to 1 102 SW 6''' Avenue. where Mr. Fogler has told me he plans to place the eastern wall, 
a 4-story cliff looming over my house and small yard, only 14.5 ft. from the wall of my house, 
(8 ft. from the property line). 

Please try to put yourselves in nly position. having that on top of you. including a smelly. fumy 
parking garage abutting your house and back yard. In the cment  plan. the open wall of the parking 
garage would be 8 feet fi-om my propel-tl line including back yard; ir ~ o u l d  be 14.5 feet Siom my 
house wall. It must be hard for Mr. Fogler to put himself in my shoes, since where he lives 
there is no chance of something iike this happening to him, but hc doesn't mind inflicting it on 
his next-door neighbors in llniversity Heights. 

Page 184 goes on to mention. "Without carehl attention to overall desig~l materials. scale, massing, 
and setbacks. contemporary construction in an Historic District can threaten the coherence of the 
historic context." I observe thal this is certainly the case here. 

It would in fact eradicate and replace a large area with something completely different. I don't 
see the benefit of new construction in thc neighborhood when it would require the demolition of 
valuable, irreplaceable buildings (however many or few, when each is part of an intermoven context, 
such as the four chert structures,) and destroy the fabric of a beautifui. old neighborhood, while areas 
outside the Historic District are conveniently near'n: and still near Ul.. Even 1102 fits in well with the 
neighborhood. and its large lot has a number of large, beautiful trees, which are also 
"contributing" greatly to the neighborhood! 

The Guidelines state that "the Secretary of the Interior's Standards are oriented toward 
rehabilitation of existing historic buildings." I thought that was the idea of having a Historic 
district. What is the meaning of Historic Presen'atior; if we can suddeill~~ ravage and even 
completely lose an entire historic neighborhood where we live through drastic, unwanted 
change? 



Elow will people feel who have put an efyort into preservation and renovation of their property in 
good faith, following all the rules in the smallcr things. onl~ ,  to find that anothcr person can just 
demolish buildings and large chunks of ncighborhoods wholesale? It is inconsistent and will crcate a 
climate to discourage the eKorts of owners. 

A recent study from LJF based on surveys of   no re than 1500 Floridians showed that "Historic 
preservation enhances the quality of life of Floridians through economic and cultural 
contributions to an improved sense of place." (University of Florida News, 12/20/06) 

Q'hile looking at the CiQ of Gainesville website. I found a docunient. "Historic Preservation 
Element Data and hxilysis". It likewise talks about the benefits of Hisioric Preservation-economic 
development, neighborhood preservation and revitalization, improved property values, etc. 

It is good to read these things that sound SO optimistic generally, but it is discouraging to me when 
destructive things are threatening to htappen around me. T'nere's more. 

It states on page 2, "Homebuyers are  willing to pay for the assurance that the neighborhood 
surrounding their homes will remain unchanged over time." No sooner had I purcllased my 
home. than this threat to the historic neighborhood and to my weli-being. of impending drastic and 
disruptive change, was presented to me b> Mr. Fogler. I fec1 I have been or am about to be rob'oed! 
Isn't something wrong with this picture? 

Mr. Fogler's holdings include 4 buildings haviny original chert with brick trini. of which he has for the 
moment rcnioved 3 from the above petition to demoiisli and replace. but the other one remains (1 1 16. 
?-stor> garage apartment). and the 1 1 14 main ?-stor> house would be closely crowded in b> 
mammoth structures beside and behind it. instead of partnering with it's junior edition. 

I understand these chert buildings, while rareltz found elsewhere, a re  characteristic of the 
Gainesville area, as well as being beautiful. Two of these structures arc on the street and two are 
behind their respective houses as one and two-story garage apartments. labcled "accessory 
structures." and there is an alley behind them, actually an east-west alle! and a north-south allcj. 

In the above document, p. 3, mention is made of the cl~aracter of' such arrangements. "'Ihe Ilni~crsity 
Related Residential Thematic Area neighborhoods near the university campus include single- 
family homes, garage apartments, duplexes, and two-story walk-up apartments. . . Alleyways 
are as much a part of the historic districts as they are of new urbanist design." 

T1is writer must have been walking around and observing our neighborhood! Thesc buildin,, are 
historic and ought not to be rated in "descending order of importance" for the purpose of seiective 
demolition!! The above entire grouping should be preserved and the smaller buildings (such as 
11 16) valued along with the larger ones. No piecemeal deniolition. plcase! ,211 thc buildings 
colitribute to the character of the area. Wood buildings can aiso be painted a t t r ac~ i~e  colors for curb 
appeal instead of drab for demolition appeal. 



Why don't we become a model of presewation of irreplaceable structures, instead of rewarding 
neglect and devaluation, by allowing demolition and rcplacernent? This is not the spirit of IIistoric 
Preservation. 

I understaild that a historic district exists to prescrL e, protect and renek* the historic structurus, and 
that even the non-contributing building "is still part  of the character of the historic 
neighborhood," according to the City of Gainesvillt's brochure, '&A citizen's guide to Living in 
a Historic District". 

New construction should never trump preservation by recluiring the tearing down of historic buildings. 
nor should it ovenvhelm or destroy a neighborhood. 

1 read in the new Guidelines that "New constructioi~ should complement historic architecture. 
Through sound planning and design. it can respect and reinforce the existing patterns of a historic 
district." p. 183. I understand that the Secretary of the Interior has promulgated similar massing 
of buildings in historic districts. Local City Guidelines say "Good infill design. . .us,-s significant 
patterns. such as height, materials. roof form. massing, setbacks and the rh! thm of' openings and 
materials to insure that a new building fits within the context.'. (Guidelines, p. 183.) 

That distinctly sounds like 1 to 2 story, relatively small structures with setbacks from the street 
and from neighboring properties to be on the scale of existing ones. IJntil new construction 
began, all the houses and apartments in the area were 1 to 2 stories. That is still the case for 
S W  6th Avenue, except for the brand nem "Stratford Court," on the corner, and I strongly 
urge that we keep it a t  1 to 2 stories to preserve the character of the neighborhood. 

The massiveness of the multiple-unit structure w11ich Reid Fogler has told me he is going to 
build 4 stories high, 8 feet Gom my property linc (which propexlj line is only about 6.5 feet from my 
house on its small lot,) with a parking garage on the ground floor. going from the sidewalk nun! feet 
deep (G-ont to bacl,). deep enough to have multiplc complete units on each lloor fiont to back as well 
as down the street. taking out all the trees. is totally incompatible with the neighborhood. 
The idea of "breaking down" the huge facade into smaller "eiements" will do nothing to 
mitigate this incompatibility of massiveness that is totali! out of scale. Sirnilarlj. putting a 
postage stamp of chert or other stone on the facade as a gesture to the neighborhood in no way 
compensates for the losses incurred by the neighborhood. 

The pro-ject bears no resemblance to the W-oodbury Wow row houses as he has advertised, and 
calling it "Woodbury Row -- Phase HI" is absurd and misleading. The planned coilstruction are 
not "row houses," would havc a footprint many times of that  of Woodbury Row. and (as 1 102 is 
a large lot ccntered betwce~i SW 12th Street and SVI' 10th Street) would "fracture the 
neighborhood fabric" (warned against by Guidelines, p. 182.) 

Woodbury Kou, in row house style and in contrast to the abo~e-described plan. consists of only 7 
apartments-each of wiich is 3 stories high. and the buiiding is onlj one apartment deep, 
approximately 20-some-odd ke t  deep as I rccall. and was built o n  a large existing parking lot, most of  
which still provides ample parking behind the building. W o o d b u n  Mow is also approximately 40 
feet from the neighboring building owned by someone else. 



Since the approximately 07 parking spaces were rented out to students b\ the previous owner, the 
adding of the 7 apartments of Woodbury Row while eliminating the renting of spaces had to have 
actuallj reduced the amount of automobile traffic around that area, unlike the proposed prqject which 
would drastic all!^ increase congestion in an already overcrowded street. 

This proposcd project is 113 taller (than Woodbun Row), longer, much deeper, and far more massive, 
with nearly non-existent setbacks. butting it up agains~ my house. cutting down tall trees which for 
years have enhanced the scenic qualit) of the neighborhood. using all the land arca available. with 
multiple one-story apartment units stacked up four high. which would dwarf and overshadow 
neighboring ones. If I'm not mistaken. it would break new ground as thc isst 4-stor! building in the 
historic district and set a most destructive precedent. 

This would not provide "design compatibility" or "reduce the impact of new construction on 
existing historic properties," (Guidelines p. 4 83.) The impact would be great by putting a 4-story 
high sheer cliff 8 feet from my property line. 14.5 ke l  from my historic. contributing home, instcad of 
what is there now, a one story structure about 10.5 feet from nly propcrty line and 23 feet fiom my 
house, alTording from my entrance landing a lovel!.. scenic kiew of the neighborhood of lovelj, houses 
and tall trees, with the sound of birds. sunsets against the sihouettcs of the large trees. ctc. 

I would like you to stand at that spot and en.jo! the iew. sights. sounds and scents (m!. tangerine tree 
is in bloom) and then picture it suddenlj replaced by a smelly parking garage topped off by a wall 
where the only thing that can now be seen is a huge wall with the neighbors' windows at close range. 

1 invite you to just stand in the shade of a tree at the border of 1 102 and 1 1 13 and look in all 
directions and en.ioy the view of lig!lt filtering through iall trees and houses. Then imagine all this 
demolished and replaced with a garish monstrosity that could exist anywhere. 

If allowed. Phase I I  alone will incur degradation and irreparable loss. and if he is allowed to build the 
entire prqject, as previously proposed (now Phases IT and 111.) it will decimate a beautiful. old historic 
neighborhood. all in complete contradiction to the purposes of a historic district. In hct,  he has 
expressed a goal of purcnasing several more properties including mine. contingent on demolition, and 
sought to virtually eradicate the north side of SU' 6"' Akenue, the West side of SM' 12"' Strect. and 
the south side of SW jL" Avenue. all the way east to the allcy almost at SW 10"' Street and replace it 
with the above (more than 1.5 city blocAs.) His goal has been to go even bigger than what is 
proposed here or even previousl!. If he even builds part of it, he can later argue that more 
similar buildings would be compatible with what he has already built! 

In fact, I note he is already doing just that. I noticed that in Ills display on Feb. 6 of 3 photographs 
titled something like "Neighboring Properties". he has selected the oriy _;-story elevations in thc area, 
onc being his recentl! built Woodbury Rou. and the other being a small 3-story addition to an 
existing 2-story building. (and the third photo was the ranch housc that he wants to demolish,) while 
omitting the many 1 and 2-story historic structures that make up the his~oric neighborhood. 

This splitting up of'the petition in phases can only be intended to establish the drastically difreren~ and 
doninating structures as "typical" of the strect, so the remainder of the project. "Phase 111," 
decimating several more hlstoric structures. could be argued to be compatibie. Let's keep his entire 
goai in view. 



Thc h l i  project as previously proposed (no& appearing as Phase II and Phase 111.) I rouglliy 
estimated fiom the city's brochure, would demolish at least sf% of the buildings in University 
Heights South and one beautiful neighborhood. kt that rare. we have onlj 19 lnorc shots at it 
until University Heights south is gone. There truly is only a small, finite amount of special 
historic area and it should be protected, not squandered. 

If Mr. Fogler is allowed to build the current prqiec~ or even if he were to demolish "only" 1102 SW 
6Ih  Avenue, and build this nlassivc structure there in that spacious area, it wouid be totally 
inappropriate for the neighborhood and the following wouid be the result: 

It would chop up the character and appearance of-the neighborhood. "fracture the fabric of the 
neighborhood," which the Guidelines warn against, p. 186. 

All beantiful, tall trees (per Mr. Fogler) and thereffire the bird habitat would be gone. significant 
losses in themselves. 

I t  would totally overshadonr my house and put rn!, property in shade (as Mr. Fogler asrees it 
m-ould from 17, o'clock on,) jeopardizing my valuable tangerine tree that needs 6-8 hours of sun daily, 
and other trees and plants, destroy any privac!. and take away enjoyment of use of the back yard 
by the 4 people who live there, myselfand 3 tenants. and their visitors. 

It would block sun, fresh air, breezes, view. eljoymen1 of seeing tht. neighborhood while leaving 
and returning to the house, and degrade air quality from all the vehicles coming and going fiom the 
ground floor. It would be jarring for pcdestrians to look at. 

I t  would force people to look out their windows right into other people's windows or  walls of 
buildings blocking any view. 41so. marly oi' its inhabitants will have a direct view into my property, 
such as the back yard. creating privacy issues and curtailing enjoyment of the space. 

Very importantly to inany of us, due to the number of units, it would introduce a factor of noise and 
rowdiness which has been pleasantly lacking until now. with evevone being quiet and 
respectfui, which would greatly reduce the quality of life, making it hard to sleep, study, etc. 
Mr. Fogler told me he agrees that with that man). units you will get some bad, noisy people - 
it's inevitable. He will not be atrected as he lives elsewhere. 

It would worsen the already bad traffic congestion on the street, which is diijicult for two-waj7 
trafic to pass through due to there now being parking on both sides or the street and insufiicient 
room for opposing traffic to easilj pass tlrough. '1 lie ground floor parking garage would bc smelly, 
unattractive and noisy to neighbors ill itself. their visitors will have to park somewhcrc, and all the 
vehicles will still need to access the street. hrther rendering the street impassiblc. greatly increasing 
the congestion problem and well as air qualit! problems. Thc street parlting is alrcadc overtaxed, 
sincc after the restric~ion goes of!'in the afier~ioon. many studcnrs use it tc) park, for night clnsscs. 
leaving residents hunting. 



It would negatively impact my well-being and that oi'the many student renters who have told 111c thcq 
seek to get away from large apartment buildings and into the small. separate houses, due to 
reduced noisc, inore roominess. private yards. etc. It would degrade general living enjoyment to 
mt: and thosc who find it an attraction to rent from me and would make it harder to rent. especially 
during the year-long (per Mr. Fogler) consrruction process. Tile construction being so close b> 
would steal "quiet enjoyment" that Leases promise to tenants, as would the presence of the 
inevitable "bad eggs". Again, Mr. Fogler will not be affected. 

It would hurt the potential for the neighborhood and its quality of life. aiso thc reduced quality 
of life would make it harder to fulfill my plans as a homeowner and landlord of 3 people to 
gradually make up for the Inoney I have invested and hopefully have s o m e t h g  that will maite a 
needed contribution to my retirement in the years to comc -this is a long range pian for me. 

Even one such building would seriousij damage and detract from the neighborhood. The 
historic district should not be piecemeal because of one non-contributing structure, but sl~ould 
maintain integrity througl~out, especially this valuable ueighborhood. The ranch house ( i 1 02). as the 
only "non-contributing" structure, does contribute through its desirable qualities of harmonious 
dimensions. scale, height. massing, setbacks. etc.. featuring la11 trees. enhancing the aesthetic of the 
whole hstead of"fracturing the fabric o r  Lhe neighborhood." 

There is not that much area in the University Heights South historic district, so we can't afford to 
waste what we have. This full pro-ject as previously proposed (become phases I1 and 111,) would 
demolish very rough15 I estimate a1 leest 590 of the buildings and one beautiful neighborhood. Vve 
need to encourage people to live herz who want to refurbish homes. as some alread~ have and as 
some are now doing. I would like to suggest more new homeowners be encouraged to move into the 
area and fix up houses to live in, along with those who fx them up to rent out. and promote 
renovation. even offering grants, which I believe are available for nev, construction. 

I suggest people who strongly want to demolish structures and replace them with giant complexes. 
look just a block filrther east or south and beyond, outside the historic district's perimeter. which is 
still close to lJF. and sell their current l~oldings to responsible people committed to n~uin~enance, 
renovation and historic preservation, and keeping the character of the neighborhood. Surely there are 
nearby neighborhoods outside this small Historic District where new construction ~vould be 
productive and contribute to the conmmunity. allowing us to preserve what is in the District for 
posterity. 

I respecifully request you decline this cnlire proposal and any otner incarnations of it. I would 
suggest that in the neighborhood in question we preserve existing structures and concentrate on 
refilrbishing and historic preservation, creating incentives for this. whether to attract interested and 
conlnlitted homeowners or those who purchase as rentals. 

I have in m:, hand a mailed advertisement fbr re-electiol: of Cit! Commissioner Craig Lowe, with one 
of those optimistic statements I mentioned above. He says, '"The strength of our city depcnds upon 
the health of our ~~eighborl~oods. a clean environment and a dynamic, responsible economy. As your 



Cit!, Commissioner, I understand that the decisions wc makc toda? regarding iransportation. 
equality. iand use, redevelopment and energ! will determine thc quality of life for Gainesville." 

Agreed. Let's n:ake a decision t o d a ~  to prescrvc and enhance. for nou and for. the futurc. the quality 
of life in and the irreplaceable character of a special historic neighborhuod in University Ileights 
South. 

Thank you for your kind consideration. 

Sincerely. 

h t o n i a  Greene 

(All the boldface einphasis in this letter is mine.) 



What 1 Would Like to See -- Please read letter for more detail 
Antonia Greene Homeowner of 1026-28 SVti 6th Avenue 5/24/07 

One to two story houses (no higher) throughout the neighborhood -- stick to the historic scale. massing 
height. setbacks, size. etc., so only true aesthetic enhancements Cali occur. not de~radatio~l and fracturing and 
destruction. The goal of a Historic District should not be cramming the most possible rental apartments onto a 
denuded lot or lots, but. . .well, historic preservation! Guideiines say: "Not recommended: 1 .  Designing new 
buildings whose massing and scale is inappropriate. . ." 

Support preservation and renewal over nem construction in the Historic District. The district is very small 
and there is plenty of space outside of it w pursue the city's desire to increase densit). Thc continued exisience 
of the Historic district as such depends on it. Irreplaceable historic buildings and the atmosphere of the street 
have intrinsic, inherent value. 

Keep the character of the historic ciistrict intact. Don't fracture the neighborhood fabric (Guidelines) b j  
arbitrarilj knocking down "non-contributing" structures, which may be contributing much in the way of 
compatibility. The neu one ma) contribute far less than the one you demolished. as would sadl) be the case 
with 1 102 SW 6th P,venue vs. the proposals 1 have seen for its replacement. 

Keep setbacks intact, so the relative positions of the houses are in balance. No sheer cliffs looming over 
smaller houses. The "step away" is far from adequate to mitigate the problem and protect an), home from this 
blight. 

Keep setbacks intact to ensure saving and keeping a balanced spread of large, gl-aceful, tall  trees, which 
distinguish the neighborhood. Protect all these trees--they took man). years to grou. 

Maintain thc lovely views by maintaining the historic building heiglats and sizes and massing, again. witln 
compatible front and side setbacks. We iike to see nature, not walls. 

Wildlife--the trees provide an excellent bird habitat, and we enjoy their fresh songs dail). 

Do not demolish any historic buildings, for instance, by rating thenn in descending order and allowing 
demolition of members of significant groupings, such as the related chert structures. 1 I 14 SW 6111 Avenue, 
1 1 16 SW 6th Avenue, and 5 17 SU' 12th Street and 5 17C SW 13th Street, as wcll as the alleys. These 
gro~~pings are characteristic and quaint and have been referred to as compatible with "the new urbanism." 
(Found on city website.) Maintain the standard of no dennolition allowed unless a building is literall;, 
falling apart and the owner has genuinely attempted to shore it uplfur it. Willful neglect should not be 
rewarded. Protect speciai assets, such as chert. etc. 

Do not dennolish any non-contributing building unless you are going to replace it with something MORE 
compatible with the neighborhood. a clear improvement in design as it relates to the historic properties. and 
the same 1 to 2 stories and other aspects that define the character of the neighborhood. NOT something that is 
simply designed to cram in as man) rental apartments as possible, while making a gesture to the historic area 
by "breaking down" of the facade into miscellaneous components which do not mitigate the hugencss and in- 
your-face presence ofthe new buildings. 

Honor the promise of'the Historic District. pcr article 1 found while o n  the Cit) of Ciainesvillc website. 
describing the many benefits of historic preservation: "!iomebuyers are willing to pay for the assurance that 
the neighborhood surrounding their homes urill remaill unchanged over time." What has been proposed is 
severe, drastic change. 



Don't build anything where next-door neiplibor has to face a hiyh ~ i a l i  replac~ng open v~cws and the propert! IS 

robbed of  light by maccice Facade of new building. No encroachment of shade degrading the growth 
envlronment of the landscape and robbing residents of enjoy~~ient of outdoor space5 of ttie propert?. 

Protect my p r ~ p e r t ? ~  and environment -- no rowd! noise oi"'bad eggs" that turn up in multiple unit apartment 
complexes. No glut of cars and fi~mes from increasingly overburdened streets. and no parking garage. 

Don't destro? your next-door neighbors' qualitp of life because you don't live tiierc 

Encourage homeowners who want to refi~rbish homes to live in (we are no? cslinct!) and mho have a stahe in the 
environment. the historic and natural preservation. and the quality o r  life in the district. as well as those who 
rent out spaces but who carc about preserving the quaiity of life and character of the district. 

Allow only accessory structures (size of Innin building or snlaller, etc.) to be built in thc yards behind houses 
and don't carve out space between the backs of houses facing on their respective streets. such as has been done 
(but no building ensued) between SW 4th and SM; 5 th  Avenue. Again, no looming structures. whether to the 
side or to the back of existing structures. Keep within size. dimensions, height. massing, setbacks, etc., of 
existing historic structures. namely 1 to 2 stories. 

Let's not trample the L-listoric District, but preserve and enhance it! 



DEPARTMENT OF COMU?VITY DE VELOPMENT 
APPLICA TION FOR CER TIFICA TE OF APPROPRL4 TENESS 

PERMITNO. :3k, fL3.A- .5'g -d -9 13 
- 

hame of AppiicanVAgent (Please print or t y p e j  , %  , I 

Name: f ie dLol $ r t J / ~ ~  ' f . ~ 1 ~ -  Lb r  Phone No. (Home) 3x2 - L J @ ~  - ( r y 3 
Address: pa G oY ( 3  o f (Worlc) 2- - City: hk;Ncs, , , - i le  E-mail Address uc[[> p e,&, ( .'.,,; . c d h  

State:  is^ Zip: 3 ~ ~ 2 .  11 
1 

1, reques: the HISTORIC PRESER\'ATIOK BOARD 

to issue a Certificate of Appropriateness in regard to the proposed project listed below., located at 

Es=-*\Z-s3, , which has been listed on the Loca! Register of 

Historic Places or is within a district listed on the Local Register and in support thereof tender the 

following information: 

A. IDENTIFICATIOS 
Owner n p  hj[kee/ bL#rou u d  L AC Contractor 1: kn* _ C o%,i.ij,& +; oM, e 
Addressi'Zip ?O )Oak r 5 5 4  - AddressiZip 732 5 LV'. Ce&rd AN., &=( 6 

~ - : * . P S U : ( ~ ~  fi' 32602 
E-mail Address & (? @-:A7 !Y ,k? fki'. ;, OA E-mail Address Ne41c 

352 J /' 
Phone 2 19 - P 3 (Hm) S d  (Wk) Phone 352.333 9-33 3 (Hm) 

Occupant -- Agent ~ L J I J C , ~  -- 

Phone __ (Hm) (Wk) Pinone (Hm) (Wk) 

B. TYPE OF PROJECT 

/ 
Addition - Alteration - L/~emoli t ion - Relocation L ~ e w  Buiiding 

R e p a i r  - Other 

C. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROSECT 

I I 

The informatlon on this application represents an accurate description of the proposed pro!ect. It is 
understood that approval of this application by the Historic Preservation Board in no way constitutes 
approval of an "Ap uild" by the City of Gainesville Building Division. 

/ r  

Signatures: Owner , w I , L A  oate 
, . I  

Agent 5 k  A=-, . + b u  Date 

***Please post this certificate and any attachments at or near front of building.*** 

Comprehensive Planning Division 
306 NE 6"' Avenue Thomas Center-Building B 
Phone: 352-334-5022 



I !  ! \ , 0 :~ ,\S>,()( 1 \ 1 1,:s 
I I l l !  I I ' ,  . y 1 ~ ( l ( j [ : h  
' ,  . ' l l l l l  I 1  I I !  , I , ,  : , , , I I I  '>!. . l l #  i I , I  I , [ ,  ' ; , l ( ; l j  1 

, 8 8 8  I ,  . ; I \  8 8 .  I , ,  ( 1 ,  ' I ,  I I ,  I . ,  

~ . . -~ 

TO: City of Gainesvllle. Planning Department 

REF: Additional ir-itormation for certificate of appropriateness for Woodbury Row Phase 2 

DATE: March 12, 2007 

Project addresses: 11 14 S.W. 6th  venue (contribution), 
1102 S.W. 6th .4ven1~e (non-contributing), 
11 16 S.W. 6th Avenue (accessory building), 
11 01 S.W. 5'"venue (garage building behind), 

Description of proposed project scope of work: 

Preservation of existing contributing structure located ai  11 14 S.W. 6th Avenue, exterior to 
remain as is and interior renovation work will be performed. 

Demolition of non-conlribut~ng structure located at 11 02 S.W. 6th 

Demolition of existing accessory structure located at 11 16 S.W. 6th  venue. 

Demolition of garage building at rear of 7 101 S W 5th Avenue. (east and north brick walls to 
remain, recovery of existing brick to create new columns for new carport). 

The proposal inclildes a new apartment building rarigirlg from 3 to 3 !h to 4 stories in height. 

The new first floor units will conceal the parking on the ground level 

Design exterior materials and colors to be compatible with the University Heights design 
guidelines and adjacent historic structures. 
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Minutes 
Historic Preservation Board 

Alachua County Housing Authority 
703 NE 1" Street 

Members Present 
Scott Gill 
Mary Honeycutt 
Tim Hosklnson 
Sandy Lamme 
Jay Reeves 
Bill Warinner 
Joan Gowan 
Charlie Hailey 

Members Absent 

J I I I I ~  12, 2007 
Thursday 6:30 P.M. 

Staff Present 
D. Henrichs 
John Wachtel 

1. Roll Call - 6:40 p.m. 

11. Adoption of Agenda 

1 Motion Bv: Bill Warinner 1 Seconded Bv: Tim Hoskinson 

I .  Approval of Minutes 

Moved To: Adopt. 

Motion By: Bill Warinner ( Seconded By: Tim Hoskinson 

IJpon Vote: 8 - 0. 

Moved To: Approve minutes of May 1,2007. 

IV. Requests to Address the Board 

V. C'omrnunication 

VI. Old Business 
A. Certificates of Appropriateness/Ad Valorem Tax Exemption 
1. Board Approvals 
Petition 36COA-07HPB. Demolition of 1102 S.W. 6"' Avenue, 1116 S.W. 6"' Avenue, 
and the garage behind 1101 S.W. 5"' Avenue. The  proposal includes replacing the 
historic structures with four-story student housing similar to Woodbury Rowllouses 
on S.W. 5t1' Avenue. Wheelbarro~v & the Car,  Inc., Owners. Richardo Cavallino, Agent. 

1 Motion Bv: .loan Gowan 1 Seconcted Bv: Marv ~ o n e v c u t m  

VIT. New Business 
A. Certificates of Appropriateness/Ad Valorem Tax Exemption 
1 .  Board Approvals 
Petition 47COA-07HPB 313 N.W. 8"' Avenue. Substantial rehabilitation located in 
the Pleasant Street Historic District. Pleasant Street Historic Society, Owner. Car l  
Rose, Agent. 
CONTINUED 

Moved To: Deny. ITpon Vote: 8 - 0. 


