
City of Cjainemmlii 
Inter-Ofie (?ommunicatinn 

(Department of Community Devehpment 
Phone: 334-5022 Flu;: 334-2282 Statwn # I 1  

Date: April 3. 2007 
To: Historic Prcser\-atjon Board 

From: D. Hcnrichs. Historic Presenration P1:mliel- 

Subject: Petition 36COA-07HPB. Den~oiitioli of 1 I02 S.Mr. 6"' Avenue. 1 1 10 S.14:. 6"' 
Avenuc. and the garage beliind 1101 S.14:. 5"' Avenuc. The proposal illcludes 
I-eplacing the historic structures with four-story student housinp similar to 
Woodbury Rowhouses on S.Mr. 5'" Avenue. 1ilieelbarro\\; & the C2u-, Inc., 
Owners., Richarclo Callivino Agent. 

Findings and Recommendations 

As presented staffrecommcnds. the nev conslruction NOT BE APPROVED. 

However, staff recol.nmcnds APPRO\.AL with Conditions of the proposed new constr~~ction 
if the recommended modificatioils to the projects (stated be lo~v)  are inco~porated and if Phase 
3 is submitted for revie117 by the His~ol-ic Presewation Board (HPE)). Thc applicalit has 
indicated that ill the near E~1tui.e iie ~v i l l  submit a proposal for a Phase 3 of tllis de\:clo],mcnt. 
That phase will be located just wesl (across thc alley\vay) of the sul?iect site. The Phase 3 site 
contains principal s t i~~c tu res  located at 1 122 S.W. 6"; .4venue. I 128 S.M-. 6L'1 Avenue. and 5 17 
S.W. I 2"' Street. Staff]-ecommends thal the applicant submit the both phases (Phases 2 Xr 3 )  so 
that tlie HPB can rcvicw the entire project. 

If the Historic P r c s c ~ ~ ~ a t i o n  Board c o n t i n ~ ~ e s  a dccis~on of the nc\\ construct~on lo thc next 
rezular meeting, then the applicant and HPB will need to agree to e x ~ z n d  h~ mutual \vrlttcn 
asreement \he decision-mak~ng t1111c penod. 

Staff rccommends APPRO\'AL of [he d e m o l ~ t ~ o n  of 1 103 S.W. 0"' Avenue. 

Staff' rccoinniends COKTINUATION of the demoiition of the contrihuling accessory 
sti-uctui-es at I 1 10 S.W. 6"' Avenue. anti the garage behind 1 1 0 1 S.M7. 5"' ,4\.cn~le until tlie new 
construction has been approved by the Historic Preservation Board (F-IPB). Staff rccommends 
that the applicant submit the entire project Ibr Ihe Historic Preseivation Board to relien; in its 
totalit!,. Star[ fiirther recoiun~ends that thc applicant demonstrate Iliat the slolie at the 1 1 10 
S.W. 0'" Avcnuc hc I-ecycleci into the n c ~ \ .  construction. 

The ~.ecommendation 1s based on thc follo\\.~ng filid~i~ys 

At thc tlistonc PI-csel-vation Board Special hlcetiny held on Wednesdn!,. August 21. 2001. at 
5:30pm.. the proposed structures were discussed and I-anked horn most hlstol-icallj. ~mportant to 
Icast histol-icall~. important. Thc puiyosc o f  1.11e mce~ins \vas lo d~scuss Lhe me!-11s of each or' thc 
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owiier's bu~ ld~ngs .  1)u1 In? thc Specla1 hleet~ng. the E11stoi-~c PI esen atlon Board detel-mined that the 
princ~pal structulcq \berc to be malntaiiied to ensure the cssent~al characte!- and ~ i ~ t c ~ r ~ t ~  o f  the 
h~stol-ic dlstr~ct 

'The acccsso~->. structures ha\(c bceii turned Into 11\71ng ~ m ~ t s  \\/ere ranked second highcst. after the 
princ~pal build~ng:. T\\:o of'tlie garages are chert co i ? s t r~~c t~o~ i  and are the ;~ccessoi-!- stl-uctures Sor 
the chert principal structul-es. In the past. gal-ages have been appl-o~ed to bc tlemol~siicd In tlic 
Lji~i\-crsity Heiyhts Ilistr~cts In order to create opportunities for infill. 

The non-contributing principal stl-ucturc at 1103 S.11:. A\renue was drtemmincd to he the least 
Important structure. Demoiit~ons of non-enntribut~ng stl-uctul-es have been approved In historic 
districts and part~culai-1). In tlie Universit~. Heiylits H~stor-ie U ~ s t r ~ c t s  M J ~ I C ~ I  encourage density in 
prox~mity of the Iinivcrsity of Flor~da. \\,iiilc ma ln t a in~n~  tlie yoals in tlie Ilnlversit! Heights 
Special Area Plan. 

'The IJnivcrs~ty We~ghts Special Area Plan ('ode estahl~shcs standards lor land dc\relopment in ordcr- 
to: 

PI-c.ver.ve rzrrtl csrerrd tile histor-ic ri~~igIrl~or.Ilot,CE C I I C I I ' U C I ~ I .  tlli.o~[yi~ ti7cj rle,vig/~ r 1 1 i ~ 1  j71u(.eiizclr/ 
( ? / l ~ l ~ i l ( l i ~ ~ g  r1pe.v il~rtl/?lrhlic. .s/~uc.c>.s. 

Explanation 

The proposal corisists of' three parts listed below: 

1 .  Nen- constructlon 011 parcels $1  3 146. $1 3 143 and $1 3 145. The proposal ~ncludes replacing 
tlic lirstor~c strLlctui.es with Sour-stor!. student housing slmil;l?- to Woodbul-j. [io\\,Iiouscs on 
S.M:. 5"' Avcn~le in tlie Universrty Ile~ghts H~storic Distl-~ct. 

2. Demol~t~oi i  of a non-contnbutiny pri~ic~pal structure at 1 101 S \Y 0'" Avenue 

3 Demol~tion 01' the cont r~but~np  accessor!, bu~ldlngs In tlie ~lnlverslQ' Hc~fihts H ~ s t o r ~ c  
D~strlct-South at1 116 S.13- 6"' Axenue and the garage behind 1 10 I 5 \2'. 5"' Avenue. 

Section 30-1 12 of tlie Land Devclopmcnt ('ode yo\'cms regulated work items ~ l ~ i d e r  the j~u-isdiction of 
tlie Historic PI-escrvat~on Board. To  implement t h ~ s  sectlon of tlie Code. the H~storic Preservation 
Hoard has developed tlie following d c s i p  g~lidclincs hascd on tlie Secretary of Intel-lor's Sril~iilu~.tl,~,fo~- 
Reiiuhiiitatio~~, \\~liicli describe appropriate nc\s constructlon in the historic d~st!.~cts. 'l'lie nc\\. 
construction crltena implement the v~sual  conlpat~bilitjr standards set forth in Sect~on .30-1 12(0) a. of 
the City of Gainesville Land Ilcvclopment ('ode. Each section heading(s) corresponds to one 01- more of' 
the eleycn cl-~tcna set Tol-tli In that sectlon. 111 atldition to tlie explici: crlterla set fort11 In thc 1,and 
Development Code. other de s~gn  suggestions consistent \ \ ~ ~ t h  those crlterla have been lneluded to 
clabol-ate f.~rrtlier on compatib~i~t\ .  issues. 

THE FOLLOWING -4RE THE GUIDE1,INES FOR NEM. CONSTRLICTIOIV IN THE 
UNI\'ERSIT\' HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICTS - NORTH 6r SOL'TH 

N14INT4iNING THE CI-1ARACTER OF 'THE UIUI\'ERSIT\7 HEIGHTS HISTORIC 
DISTRlCTS-NORTH Gi. SOUTII 
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Nc\\? constructiol~ should col~~plemenr historic archi~ecturc. ' ~ ' I I I - ~ L I ~ ~ I  sound pla~mlny 2nd design. ~t can 
rcspect and reinforce tlic cxisting patterns of a historic dis~l-ict. Good infill d e s ~ p i  does not have to Imitate 
demolished or extant buiidinys to he s~~ccessful .  Ilather. it utilizes significant pat~erns. s ~ ~ c l i  as Iic~ght, 
malcrials, roof form. massins. setbacks and tile rhythm of opcnings and iiiatcr~ali to i11sul.e illat a ne\xz 
build~ng f~tx with tlie contest. 

While the Secretary of tile Tnter~or's Standards are oriented to\val-d I-cliabilitatioii of' es~st lng histor~c 
buildings. Standards 7. 3. and 9 apply to ne\\. collstruction in historic distl-icts and near ind~\,idual 
landilla~-ks. Ilndcr Standard 3. tlic setting of historic bui ldin~s should be pi-esn-\;ed \\'hen nc\\, construct~on 
1s undertakcn. The relationship of ne\ \  construcnon to adjacent buildinys. landscape and strestscapc 
features. and open spaces should also be considered. Ne\ \  constl-uction adjacent to h~storic buildings can 
drania~ically alter the historlc setting of neiglibor~ng huildiiigs 01- the distl-ict. Such construction should not 
crralc. a i'alse sense of histor~cal de\,elopment through the usc oi'conjectural features or stylistic elements 
drawn fi-om other buildings under Standard 3. tinder Standard 9, nen- construction is appropriate as long 
as it docs not destroy sicmif~cant hlstor~c features. including deslyned landscapes. and complements tlie 
s ~ z c ,  color. material. and character of' adjacent buildings and tlieii- historic scttiny. This allo\xrs for 
considerable ~nterpretation in the desigm (of TIC\\ structures. 
Part oftlie delight of the Gainesville liistoi-IC districts IS  their divcrslt\.. \\~11ic11 can vary considerably along 
streets and blocks. This diversity nlakes the design of new structures a challenge f'or designers, builders, 
staff and tlie review hoard. Sincc almost ever). street in tlie Ilni\.ersi:y Heights IIlstoric 1)lstricts lias a 
different pattern of building. i t  is impossible to ha\ e a s~ngle  standard tor ne\v construction that \\lill applj. 
tlie same way in e l r e n  locat~oii. To encourage dl\-crslt!.. thc d e s ~ g i  g~i~de l ines  set up a \\ray of t l~~ i~ l t i ng  
about compatibility rather than a set oS stylistic recipes. 

The Universit~. Heights Speciai ,4rea Plan 

Tlic 'Cin~vcrsity IIeights Special .Area Plan o\,crlay encompasses tlie area of' the Un~vcrs i t~ .  I-Ieights 
Historic Districts. As \+.as discussed under IIIS'TOIlIC CONTEXT. tlie goal is t o  encourage lie\\. 
development in U~ii\~crsiq, Heights and to create a pedcstnan fi-iendly public realm. goals that \ \ ) i l l  cleal.ly 
inlpac~ the historic character of tlie neighborhoods that make up the li~storic districts. Nc\\. infill 
construction and some n c u  pattelils of land use arc cxpectcd In this ai-ca as market forces spur nen. 
dc\lciopmciir. 

? > Ilie Special Area I'lan. \vh~cli encourages his ton call>^ colnpatible new deslgn. lias cstabl~shed specil'ic 
design requirements Sol- lantlscape d c s i p .  build~ily placement. parlting. s i paye .  and architectural desigw 
critei-la f'or a number of' building rypes. The Histor~c Preservat~on D e s i g ~  Ciu~delines 1.01- New 
Construction do not seeii to suppia~~t  the C S ~ S L ~ I I ~  regulations. Ratlicr. they attempt to work nlitli the 
existing regula to l~  structure to ail~el~ol-ate the Impact of ne\v constl-uction on exlsting historic pi-opcrtics. 
and thl-ough the liehabilitation Guidel~nes to protect the identified l~istoric resources of the distl-icts. 
Building additions are regulated b!~ the Spccial .4rca Plan. Contributing srructurcs in the l i~s tor~c  districts 
also must compiy with the Rehabilitation Ciuidel~~~es.  wh~cli address similar issues but arc more specific 
concerning the \,arlous strateyes for placiny and dcsiyiling additions. 
The Design (iuidelines for Ne\\. C'onstruc~ion pro\.lde spec~iic rccomnlendations fhr deslgn compatibillt!.. 
and use amelloratlon strateycs to rcducc thc iiiil,act of nc\\. larger-scale development 011 I~lstoric 
structures. 

DEFINING THE CRITERIA 

Withou~ careful attention to o\,crall desiyn. matcr~als. scale. massins. and setbaclts, contcmpor~ry 
cot1s11-uction In a Hislor~c I)istr~ct can tlircaten tile colicrcnce of tlie li~stcvric conlext. .4s often Ihc case. 
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context has been sacrillced tlirougli i~giorance. ~ndiffcrcnce. and the efihrt to make nen. 13rojects 
absolutely cost efficient. 
Tlie lollonr~ng criteria arc used to e\.aluatc tile cornpatihilit!. oi'nc\\. consn-uction proposcd fol- tlie historic 
d ~ s t r ~ c t s .  These criteria should be coris~dci-ed d u r i n ~  tlie d e s i p  process t o  ensure conipatibll~t!. and avoid 
unnecessarjr conilicts 111 tlie re\rie\\. process. Thc tenus are adaptcd from the elevcn standards of v~sual 
compatibility found 111 tlie C:it):'s Land Ilc\-elopment C'odc. Note that "Scale" is hrol<cii up into t\vo parts. 
SCLIIC qf' fl7c St/-('c)f 2nd SCCII~' 01 Bziildi~~g,'.~. cmphas~zing the in~!,ortancc of these t\\.o rclatcd hut \.cry 
diffcl-cnt scale. 

1 .  l<l~vt11111 o f f l i c  Street. The I-elationship of tlie buildinys. structures and opcn spaces along a strcet that 
creates a discernible visual and spat121 pattan. 

2 Sc~rh(rc.1is. Tlie size of hu~ ld~nys .  structures and open spaces and t11e11. placement on a lot rclatlvc to the 
street and block. 

3 .  Flclgl~t. Thc o\rcl-all he~ght  of  buildings and structures related to those sliai-iiig the same street or block 

4.  Roof /;oi-/~z.\ Thc shape o l a  b u ~ l d ~ n g  or- structure roof s!,stem In relationship to ~ t s  ne~clihol-s. 

5 .  Xl~~' / l /uz c?/'E~rtl-unccs o11rl Po/-c,l1cs. 'I'iic relationship of entrance elements and porch projections to the 
street. 

0.  LVuIl,\ 01 C7uiitz11uzn ,4p1)~1rteilances of a 1~~11lding 01- stiucture such as \valls. Scnccs. landscape elements 
that form Ilnkcd walls of enclos~trc along a street and s e n e  to make a street into a colies~ve \vliolc. 

7. ScalL, of'Bzrildiizg. Relative s i x  and composition o l  opcnlngs. rool  i'onns and dctails to thc building 
mass and ~ t s  configuration. 

8. Dii.ec~tio~lrr1 EErp/.cssioi?. Tlie major orientation oS the pi-inc~ple facadc of a h~~i ld iny  01- s t i -L~~~LI I - c  to the 
street. 

'1. I- ' i-o/u~~'ilo~~ of flze F~.olzr F~ic.ilde. The \\lldth of the bu~lding. structui-c. 01- object to tlie hc~ght  of tlie 
front elevation 111 relationsl~~p to ~ t s  ~iiiniediate context. 

10. P~-o,r~o/.tio// ? I '  O,r?c1zi1zg.~. The \x-idth and height rclat~onship of tlie \\lindo\\.s and doors in a 
building or str~icture to the principle facade. 

1 1  Rlz) 1111ii 01 ,Sollrl\ f o  Julcl\ The pattern and o\rerall coiupositlon of openings such as w ~ n d o n  s and 
doors 111 the fi-ont facade. 

2 Ljcfi1ii.c ~ 1 7 0 '  hfatcl-ir1l.s. The relationship of details. materials. texture and colol- 01' huilditig 
facades. structures. objects atid landscaped areas to the existii~g context. 

Recommended 

1 .  Enco~irage reliabiiitation and adaptivc use of existing structures and landscapes. 

3 L)eslgn new h u ~ l d ~ n r a  to bc cornl~:~~ihle  in scale. S I X .  materials. coior. and tc\ture \\ ~ t h  the \Llrlound~ny 
n u ~ l d ~ n g s  
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3. Employ conternpol-ary desigi  that I S  c o n i p s ~ ~ b l c  \ \~ t i i  the character and feel of'thc li~storlc d~strict  

3 17rnl~lo~/ amcl~oratlon strateyes n ~ t l i  lie\\ larger scale ~nf i l l  construction to protect ndlacent 1i1sto1-~c 
structures. 

5 .  Lniploj~ design stratcg~es that use proportional relationships of facades. shapes of openings. sol~divoid 
ratios and the directional typology oi'i~istorlc sLr~ictures to link nen- bulldings \\.ith the Iiistoi-ic contcst. 

O l lw of fcnces, ual ls  oi landscape matcl-~al\ to I-c~iifhrce tlic cont lnu~ty oi tlic strect cdgc In a 
ne~ghborliood. 

Not Recornmentled 

I .  Ilesigning a lien: building who's massing and scale is inappropriate and \vliosc materials and texture 
are not compatible \vrtli tlie character of tlie district. 

2 Imltat~ng an earlier ~ t j  le 01- pcrlod of arcliltccture In ncn consh-uctron. cxcepl In rare cases \I hel-e 
;I contemporary deslyi  would detl-act f'ronl the aicli~tectusal unit! of an enscmhle or p o u p  

THE NE\V C O N S T R U C T I O N  <Oh S .  \\'. 6'" . ~ \ ' E N U E  \\'ILI> RE IKDEPENDEN'I 'L\ '  RE\'IE\VEIl  BY T l l E  

H I S T O R I C  PIIESER\'A'TIOIY Bo.+~RD ANI) THEN TI-IE WE\\ C O N S T R l l C T l O N  O N  s. M'. 5'rl' A \ ~ E N I I E  
\I'ILL B E  R E \ ~ I E \ I ~ E D  BY TIIE HISTORIC PRESER\.ATION BOARD 

RHYTHM OF THE STREET 

h;ew constsuetion should add to the existing rliythn: oi' streets and hlocks. T h ~ i  rhythm 1s a colnplex 
layering of many reat~ires that add up to \\-hat is described generall!~ as "charactcr." Spacing between 
buildings. d ivis~ons between upper and lo\\rer floors. porch hc~ghts .  and aligiiiiien~ of w~i i t lon~s  and 
windomisills are examples of such rhythms. Ke\\- c o i i s t ~ u c ~ ~ o t i  in historic districts shoulci try to maintain or 
extend these shared streetscape c11aracte1-lstics In bloclts \\,liere they appcar. 

Wliel-e ncu. building types sucli as row houses or apal-tmcnt buildings arc introduced that are not in scalc 
wltli the traditional single-Farnil!. housing that h is~or~cal ly  occup~ed tile m a .  ncm- riiythiiis o r  building and 
open space along the street n,ill evolve. 

To  help amelioi-ate the impact of these nc\Ir morc iiiasslve building forms. special attention should he paid 
to the art~cul:ltion and massing of the ncn; b u i l d i ~ ~ g  street facadcs. avoiding thc ~ntrocluction ol' lai-yc 
unbroken masses oS building. 

Finding the street rhythm In \\,all f'eiiestration. ea1.e liciylits. huiiding details. and landscape ieatures sucli 
as fences 01- walls can help aniel~orate tlie larger building niasscs ailcl "connect" the ne\i. building to its 
neighborhood and street. 

Not Compatible. 

Stai'i'rcconimends the applicant art~culatc the iiiasslng and introduces sn~,lllc!- masslng elciiients to create 
a rhythm of the builc11ng at tlie ytreet The C ~ ~ ~ i d c l l n e s  state. "Street rh!llli~ii In \\all t'ttncstr;ltloii. eabc 
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hcights. building dctails, and landscape features such ns fences 01- walls can help amelior;~te thc larger 
buildlng masscs and "coiinect" the ne\\. building to its ncighhorhoocl and street". 

SETBACKS 

The ca re f~~ i  p lacen~cn~ oi'huildings 011 lots is cs5cntial to maln~aininy thc building pattclns ol'e;~ch d~strict. 
The dlstance a bullding is located horn its propert\ lincs arc refen-ed to as "sctbacks" 01.. morc rccentl),. 
"build-to" lines. Huildings in historic districts olien sharc a common fiont and s ~ d e  sethacli al~hough thesc 
sctbacks var). fi-om b1ocl.c lo b1ocl.c anil strcct to slrcct. c\.en n'ltliin the same district. In locating nc\v 
buildings. thc fi-ont sidc scthacl;~ s l i o~~ ld  bc maintained and be consistent 1\.1tl1 the facades o r  sun-ounding 
historic buildings. 

Whel-e tlic Speci;~l AI-ca Plan encoui-ayes placement of buildings closer to thc street th~ui thc historic 
uniform fi-on1 !xrd scthacks along a blocli. adjustnicnts are recomn~endcd to aiiieliol-ate thc impact oS the 
new huildiiig setbaclts on adjacent con~r~but ing  buildings in thy li~stoiic districts. 'This adjustment strategy 
1s dcsirablc lo help create a cohesion among tlie neighborhooci buildings as a \\'liole. and to avo~d  
fracturing the neighborhood fabric by changing abruptly the building-sti-cct I-clationsh~ps. 
Front yard build-toisc~hacl; lines \vould sta!. \\~itIiin the ranges scl fix-th in the Special .41-ca I'lan 
I-eq~ilrements. M'hcn n c u  construction a h ~ ~ t s  a ~ontributing huildins located within 20 feet oSa shared side 
yard houndar!.. the neu. consuuctioii m u s ~  "slep hack" fi-om the b~lild-to linc. 

The "step back" 1s a compromise half \\a> bct\\cen the nilnlmum build-to line ailoned by thc Specla1 
Area Plan. and thc setback of the existmg contr~butlng st1 L I C ~ L I I - C .  and 111 n o  casc to step back fiirtlie~ than 
the maximum bulld-to line establ~shed b! thc Specla1 Arca Plac 

In the event that the lie\\ construction is a multi-firnil!. 1-ow IIOLISC or apartment 'building. onlj, the lirst 
bajr. ad!acent to the contributing structure should be I-equircd to "step bac1.c." 

Not Compatible. 

11 is difficult foi- staff 10 access the se~hacks or build-to lmes \\~itliout a comple~e set o f  dimensions: 
l i o w e \ ~ r  staff can make some general obser\ration. It is \,~sually apparent that tlie front yai-d setbacl<s at 
thc street e d ~ c  arc next to the sidelvalk and ai-e no1 similar to the acllacent historic houses. Adjustments to 
the li-ont yard build-to line are recommended to ]-educe the impacl of a large neu. b ~ ~ i l d ~ n g  on ad.jacent 
contributiiig buildings 111 tlie historic districts. The applicant nceds to clcmonstra~e t h a ~  the Ciuidelincs 
I-ecommendation of scthack "is a compron~ise Iialf\va!~ betnren thc miii~mum build-to line allowed bj. the 
Special Area Plan, and thc setback of the csisting contl-ibutlng stl-ucrure. and in no casc to s ~ c p  bacli 
ful-tliel- than tlie maximum build-to linc cstahlished by tlie Special Arca Plan". 

The neu. construction is a multi-family apai-tnient building. adjacent to contributing struclul-c.; and should 
stcp back not only to continue the rhythm of the street but also so the 1argc.r structui-e does not obliterate 
tlie historic structures on either side. particularl~~ at 1026 S.W. 6"'' , i~ .enue.  that appears to hc significantly 
impacted because ~t is setback on thc p~-ol,ert!. at approsimatclj~ the same footage as the contl-ibuting 
structure at 1 1 14 S .1 ' .  A~.eiiue. Staff'recoi~iimcnds that the pl-oposed buiiding setbacks bc ~ncreased to 
br  \,isually coilipatihle ~\.ith tllc adjaccnt histoiic contributing structures. 

HEIGHT 

The lie~yht of neu constructlo11 should idcall! 1x2 com]~at1171c \\ri t l~ s u ~ ~ o ~ l i i d ~ ~ i g  111sto1.i~ bu~ldlnys. 
Hulldlng hcight has a slgnlficant ~mpac t  on thc scale aiid charactel oTa neiyhbolliood. 
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l'he Special Area Plan allo\vs lien. buildi~igs to be slyiificantl! taller than the i - s t o s ~ ~  and 2-sto1-~, single- 
hmi ly  residential buildings that occupy tlic historic districts. -1.0 a v o ~ d  abrupt scalc juxtapositions that 
fi-agnient a neighborhood and ad\.e~-sel!, impact liistoric structui-es. 3 "step donin" amelioration strateyj- 
would hc applied to nen. construction that is adlacent to a contl-ibutiiig sh-uct~11-e located Lvithin 20 feet of 
a sliared side yard boundary. Staf1'1-ecommcnds that the proposed ncu. construction no1 contaln a parking 
garage. The historic district is a I-esidentlal neiylibol-hood and the typology of a park~ng garage has is one 
that lilstorically has never been in the nelghbosiiood. 

The new construction should not be more than 1 112 story taller than the con~ributing structure. A half 
story is defined as a11 attic space \\~itliin t i e  roofutiliz~ng domier \v~ndonrs 01- gable-end \vindows. 
111 the event the neu constructio~i is a multi-famil!. I-on, house. apartment building. or a larger scalc 

structure. onl! the first bay or set of spaces on the end of the building adjacent to the contributing 
structure should be required to "step donn."  

Not Compatible. 

Heights of buildings have a significant impact on the scalc and character o!'aii historic neigliborhood. The 
Gu~dclines state to avoid, "abrupt scale justaposi~ions t'nat frayiient a neighborhood and ad\ierselj, Impact 
liistoric structures. a "step do\\~li" amelioration strate:!. \vould be applied to new construction that is 
adjacent t o  a contributing structure located lvithin 30 feet of a shared s ~ d e  yard boundary". Staft' 
recommends that Ell-st bay or set of spaces 011 the both ends of the building aidjaceii! to the contributing 
buildings should he step do\\lii to reduce the impacr of tlie ne\\ construction to tlie historic neigliborhood. 
Staff furtliei- I-ecommends that tlie new building in bricl; of the stsucturc at 11 1-1 S.W. 0"' .4venue be 
I-educed as to not d\vart'the his~oric contl-ihut~ng residence. 

ROOF FORMS 

Similar roof' f o ~ m  and pitch are cliaractei-istics of buildings In many historic districts. Most residential 
buildings in the districts have pitchcd roofs n ~ t h  the gable or hip roor as the predominate type. Gambrel. 
pyramidal. and ciipped gable !jerkinhead) arc also found In tile districts. .4 small i i~~nibcr  of' 
Mediter~.anean influenced sti-uctui-es n:ith flat root's concealed behind parapets cx i s~ .  

Kepetition of hlstoric roof foniis is a strateg~. tila1 nen. construct~o~i can cmpioy to achieve compatibility 
with older structures, particularly when there is a \i,idely used roof convention in a ncighhorliooci. 

Not Compatible. 

The introduction of a flat or parapet ~.oof  on tlie Gonts of the proposed nca. construction is not coml~atihlc 
01- replicates most I-esiucntial buildings on  S.MT. 0"' Avenue \\;liich ha\.? pitchetl rooSs \\.it11 tlie gable or hip 
!-()of, Plat roofs are ftn. in the historic district and are associated \vitli tlie Meditcli->mean inl l~~cnced 
structures. The proposcti iiat roof struclures are brick and siding devo~rl of the influences of tlie 
Mediterranean st\lc.  7'hc C i~~~de l ine s  state. "Kcpctition or' histonc roof foi-ms is a strategy that new 
constl.uction can ciiiploj. to achieve compatibility with oldci- str~ictures". Staff ~rccommends h a t  the 
applicant consider a roof type that is compatible and I-eflccts roof types fhund on S.W. (>Ii' i ? \ \~cn~~c .  

RHYTHM: ENTRANCES & PORCHES 

The relationsliil2 of' entrances and ~ ~ r o j e c t ~ o n s  to sidewalks of a building. structure. olycct or parliing lot 
shall bc v~suall!. conipat~bie to tlic bulld~ngs and placcs to n.hich it is visuall>, sc!ated. Nc\\ 1~01-clies. 
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entrances. and othei- projections should rcfiect the s i x .  height. and n~atei-ials of poi-ciles of esistlng 
historic buildings fo~ind along the street anci contribute to a contlnuih~ of features. 

Porches are strongly encouraged and ~hou ld  ha\ e sufficient size to accoinmodate outdoor i~~i-niturc and 
easy accessibil~tjl The~l- \vidth\ and depths shoulci reflect that \\.hich could be found 011 other histol-lc 
buildings in tlic district. 

Not Compatible. 

'l'hc Guidellncs state, "h;c\~, porches. entrances. and other projections should I-cflcct tlie sizc. l ~ c ~ g h t .  and 
materials of porches of existing historic buildlilgs foi,und along the street and contribute to a continuity of 
fcatul-es". l 'hc Ilircc and foul--story projections ha\.e a small entrance porch that does not reflect tlie \\,ldth 
and depth found on historic buildings. S~afl '  recommends that the building entr-ancc reflect historic 
architecture in the ne~ghborliood instead of apply~ng different style typology to the three entr-anccs. 
Porches with sufficient slze to accommodate outdoor fu~umitui-s and easy accessibilih. ai-c encouraged. I'lie 
applicant has provlded porclies 111 a staked contig~~ration on either side of the center cntr-ance. 

WALLS OF CONTINUITY 

Appurtenances of a b~l i ldi i~g or structure such as \\xlls. fences or landscape elements that foi-111 llnked 
\valls of enclosure along a sti-eet serve to mal<e a street inlo a cohesl\ic wllolc. 

Ncv. infill coilstruction should be encouraged to a l i p  ~valls. ienccs or 1andsc:lpe elements (hedges) with 
adjacent property o\vners to create ~l l l foi-~l l  street \x.alls. Parti:~Ily oven edges arc prei'erred to pl-oinote 
social connection from street (public domain) to pol-ch iserni-pri\.ate c ionla~n~.  

Not Applicable. 

SCALE OF THE BUILDING 

Scale. :llthough I-elatcci to ol!iccti\le dimensions. is more open to interpretation and IS ultimately n morc 
important measure of a yood bu~ldlng. Propel- scale I S  a crltical Issue in dete~mining the comprltil~ill~, ol' 
huildinys w ~ t h ~ n  an li~storic contest. It has t\s.o gcneral meanings: its scale to contcxt and its scale I-e1ati1.c 
to ourselves. Intuitivcly. \\,c judgc thc {it of a huildlng at dlffcrcnt scrries of' nri~rislo-enze~il in oi-dcl- to 
assess ~ t s  rclat i~v .~ i zc  or propel- scale 111 a gi\~en contest. klan!. Issues affect the perception of scale such 
as placement on the site, overall massing. building Qpe. st!le. comb~nations of illaterials anti detailing to 
name but a feu,. Every building in the I;nl\ er-slh I-lc~ghts H ~ s t o r ~ c  Distr~cts is also measured a,: ( T  unst ~ t s  
neighbors for dep-ees of similarity and dllierence. The result 01- "fitness" of a build~ng IS a del~catc 
halance bet\vecn these seemlnyly contl-adictoi-! rispects of contcst. 1;rom far a\vajr. \\,c note the 131-ofile of a 
structure on the s l y l ~ n e .  On the streetscape: ~t . ;  d~stance from the road and its ile~ghboi-s. Ijp close, \Ye 
looii 1'01- I'amiiiar things that  ell us its ~ - e l a~ lonsh~p  ci~rcctl!l to oul- l>od\.. i.e.. staii-s. railings, doors and 
\\f~ndoars. and modulai- materials s ~ ~ c h  as b1-1ck. blocks oi- u.ood. Llost importantl\~. 1.i.e sense tl~at all these 
ind~\.idual clemcnts must 11a.i.e an ovcl-all 01-da- to ach~eve propel- scale. Scale changes are e \ ~ ~ d c n t  li-om 
d ~ s t r ~ c t  to dlstrict and fiom strcet lo street. 

Scale for nc\\. construction s ~ c ~ ! < s  to 130th the rela~lonship o!'the huildiny to its ne~ghbors. and tlic scale of 
the building to tlic person. \ \ l i~ch is ~nfluenced by the massing (la]-ge unbiulien masses 1,s. sluallcl- 
collection ol'masses). matei-~als. tlie slze and proport~on of openings. thc al-ticula~ion of sul-hces. the ratio 
of void to sol~d.  and  dct;ills I~iie h~lndr~llls. doors and ~ s i n d o ~ s ~ s .  
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Ncu. ~nfill nxq7 be larger in sire (not in physical scale \\,it11 ils neighbors) and yet still feel compatibic in 
xcalc if the huilding fix-m has been art~culated \\.1t11 a number oi'scalnmg strategies. 

Not Compatible. 

Scale Ihr ne\\. construction i h  both the rclationslmip of  the building to its adjacent lmis~ol-ic structures and 
the scalc oi'tlmc building to the person. In the case of ne\\. larger construction prqects scaling strateyies of 
breaking do\\11i Ilme massing in smaller components. the use of a pallet of matcnals that complement the 
neighborhood, tlic size and pl-oportion of i'cnestl-ations. the al-ticuiation o P  sul-faces. tlic ratio of \,()ids to 
solids, and the architectural details. Staff recommends that thc agent consider the abo\,e mcnt~oned 
strategies to reducc the scale of the neu. construction projects. 

DIRECTIONAL EXPRESSION 

Neu, buildings should relato to adlacent buildings in the tiircct~onal character (orie11tatic)n) of ~ t s  iicadc. In 
a historic district there is usually a typolog!. of entl-! and connection to street sliarcd b!, tht. ncighbol-hood 
buildings that helps cl-rate a consistent Sahric. 

I1nivcrsit!, I Ieighls buildings almost \\~ithout esccp~ion havc pl-lrnarjr clltrics that face thc principal street. 
Thc facade facing the 111-lncipal street is clearly recop~izcci as thc bu~lding "ii-ont." and porci~cs 01- stoops 
create a transition fionm street to interior. 

heu' construction should recognize these shared con\.ent~ons and enhnncc compatibility by bccoming par( 
of thc ~icighborhood hbric .  

Compatible. 

The new constl-uctlon I S  comnpallhle I\ ith the dlrect~onal expression of thc h~s tonc  nc~ghborhoc>d: ho\\ cvcr 
the masslimy docs not I-e~nforcc tlmc direct~onal expression o n  tlmc street. 

PROPORTION OF FRONT FACADE 

All huiidings have a proportional 1-ela~ionship ber\x'een the \\.idth and height of the 1i.ont facade, \\~hich is 
independent of physical s i x .  In a distrlct as comples as l inivcssi t~~ Hciyhts with many dlfki-ent building 
styles, thcrc can be a number vi' facade proportions. Ne\ \  construction should cons~der the facade 
proportions ol'tlic historic structul-cs in the in~int.d~alc nei~hborhood to detemminc if a common proportion 
could bc So~~imd In ncai-bj. st]-ucturcs. C'ompatibilit!, can be enhanced if ne~yhborhood proportions can l)e 
integrated into the design ofne\\ .  buildings. even if they arc of a larger physical scalc. 

Not Compatible. 

C-ompatibility of ncu. constr~~ction In 111e ne~ghbofhood can bc 9-eat]!. ~ncrcased if 'hcade proport~ons o r  
historic structures on thc strect arc anaiyzed and integrated Into the desiyn. Staff I-ccommends that the 
applicant evaluate the facades on 11ie street and use the infommation to contextualizc the pi-oposcd project. 

PROPORTION & RHYTHM 
OF OPENINGS 
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In many histor~cal styles. the hcigllt to width ~x-oportion oi' \vlndows is an important elemcnt of the 
des~gn:  along with the \vay Lvindows arc configured b!. niunt in~.  Xew construction should consider the 
proporti011 and rhythm of fclicstration in nearby historic structurcs to enhance compatibility. 

In Ilniversity I-leights. \!el-ticalij. proport~oned \I-~ndows PI-edominate njith man!; examples of group 
windows. especially in the n~ l~nc rous  C'raftsmaniBungalo\~ s ~ y l c  buildings. C'onsis~ent use 01' muntins I S  

another recogiizablc fenestration charactcristic, 

Similarly. many historic structures have highlj  detailed doors and entr-yn7ays. even n.lien facades are 
simple and urldetailed. 

Compatible. 

Staff rccon~mcnds that the entrances ha \ c  a d d ~ t ~ o n  detalls. a conxentlon ~lsed n~ltli larger building to 
attract attent~on at pedestrian ]eke]. 

RHYTHM OF SOLIDS TO VOIDS 

Like the proportioning of openings. the relative ratio oi'openings to solid wall arca is also a characteristic 
of' architecture that can bc csploited to seek computibil~t! with nearby h~storic structures. Arcliitectu~.al 
style in historic buildings is a factor. nrhich influences the solid to void ratio. The ratio can also vary 
between pri~nary and secondarj. elevations as \vindo\vs 11aj.e often been a status symbol and used on fi-ont 
facades to express wealth or soclal status. 

Compatible. 

' Ihc rhythm of sollds and ~ o l d s  In the proposed lie% construction I S  syn~metr~cal  Stall' recommends the 
detalls oi'the wlndo\\s and the dlv~ded l~ghts  should be ci~scusscd as approprlatc (01- :i j>artlc~~las style. 

DETAILS AND MATERIALS 

DLIC to the varied a]-cliltect~~l-a1 styles in 'IJnivers~t!. I-Ieiyhts. there is a hi-oad range 01' materials used on  
historic buildinys. Including brick. \$ ood siding. nrood shingles. stucco. cut slone and thc u111clue LISC of 
local f~c ld  stone and brick In thc buildiiiys locally knox1.n as "Clicri H o ~ ~ s c s . "  Roofs also use a rangc of 
matel-ials including asphalt sli~~lgles.  asbestos shlngies. crimped and standing seam metal. tiies and stone. 

New construction should consld=r iook~ng at the pallct of materials used on nearh!? lilstol-lc. structures to 
pursue conipat~bility at the neighborhood I C I  el. 

Not Compatible. 

Staff recommends that materials and finishes beyond hr~cl i  and siding should be co~lsideretl. 7'hc shingled 
shed roofed do~mcr  and gable end has staff puzzled as to \lo\\. this material \\.as chosen and applied in 
o11iy one location on the projecx. 

RHYTHM OF THE STREET 



What I W-ould Like to See -- Please read letter for more detail 
Antonia Cireene tiomeowner of 1026-18 SW 6th Avenue 6,' 12107 

One to two story houses (no higher) througllout the neighborhood -- sticl, to thc historic scale. m;lssing. 
height, setbachs, size, etc.. so only true aesthetic enhancements can occur. not degradation and fracturing and 
destruction. The goal of a I Iistoric District should not he cramming tlic most possiblc rental apartments onto a 
denuded lot or lots. but. . .well, historic preser~a~ion!  Ciuidelines sa! : "Not recommended: 1 .  Designing neu 
buildings wliosc massing and scale is inappropriate. . ." 

. > 

Support prcscnlation and rcncwal over new construction in the Historic District. I Ilc district is ver!. small 
and there is plenty of space outside of it to pursue tlie city\.'s desire to increase densit!;. The continued esistence 
oftlie Historic district as sucli depends on it. irreplaceable historic buildiligs a~ id  tlie atmosphere oftlic streel 
have intrinsic. inherent value. 

Keep the character of the historic district intact. Don't fracture the neighborl~ood fabric (Guidelines) by 
arbitrarily knocking down "non-contributi~ig-* structures. which may be contributing niucli in the way of 
compatibilit!;. The new one may contribute far less tharl the one !ou demolished. as would sadly be tlie case 
with 1102 SW 6th A v e n ~ ~ e  vs. tlie proposals I have seen for its repiacenienl. 

Kccp setbacks intact, so the relative positions of thc ilouses are  in balance. h o  sheer cliffs loomin2 over 
smaller houses. l'lie "step awa)" is far from adequate to mitigate the problem and protect an) home from this 
blight. 

Kcep setbacks intact to ensure saving and keeping a balanced spread of large. graceful, tall trees. which 
distinguish tlie neighborhood. Protect all these trees--they took man) years to grow 

Maintain the lovely views bv maintaining the historic building heights and sizes alld massing, again, with 
compatible front and side setbacks. W e  like to see nature. not ualls. 

Wildlife--the trees provide an cxceilent bird habitat. and we e~!ioy their fresh songs dail). 

Do not demolish any historic buildings, for instance. h! rating them in descending ordcr and allowin? 
demolition of members of sigiificant groupings. sucli as tlic rclated chert structures, i 1 14 SM' 6th Aven~~ell  1 10 
SW 6th Avenue. and 5 17 SW 12tli Street'S 17C SM 1 1tli Street. as kvell as  tile alleys. These groupings are 
characteristic and quaint and have been referred to as compatible \\it11 "tlie ncwl urban~sm." (Pound 011 city 
ficbs~te.) Maintain the standard of no demolition allowed unless a building is literally falling apart and 
the owner has genuinely attempted to shore it uplfix it. Willf~11 neglect should not be rcwarded. Protect 
special assets. such as chert. etc. 

Do not demolish an? non-contributing building unlcss you are going to I-epiace it with something MORE 
compatible with the neighborhootl. a clear impro\lement in design as i t  relates to the li~storic properties. and 
tlie same 1 to 2 stories and other aspects that define the character L)ftlic nc12hborhood. NOT conietliing that is 
simply clesignecl to cram in as many rental apartments as possible. \kliile making a gesture to the h~storic area 
bq "breaking dofin" of the facade into n~iscellaneous components wllich do not rnitigatc tlie hugenebs and in- 
your-face presence of  tlie new buildings. 

Guidelines e~i~ioin avoidance of "fracturing t l ~ e  neighborhood fabric". 1102 S W  6th Avenue is part of the 
character of tile Historic District (per City of Gaincs\ille's brochure, "A Citizen's Guide to Living in a 
Historic I)istrict,") and greatly contributes aesthetically in terms of scalc, massing, height setbacks from 
the road and neighbors, generall appearancc tliou~li not of the same period. and beautiful, large trees which 



are characteristic of the neighborhood. If demolition were to be allowed. 1 would iike to see a i to 2 story 
building with the same length and width as the existing building, leaving the trees. setbacks 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 article 1 found vihile on the City of Gainesvillc website, 
describing the many benefits of historic preservation: "Homebuyers 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 buiId anything where next-door neighbor has to face a high wall replacing ope11 views and thc property is 
robbed of light b~ massive facade of new building. No encroachment of shade degrading the growth 
environment of the landscape and robbing residents of enjoyment of outdoor spaces of the property. 

Protect my property and envirollme~lt -- 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 rehrbish 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 the 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 only (size of main building or smaller. etc.) tcj be built in the yards behind houses 
and don't carve out space betweell the backs of houses fronting on parallel streets, in order to cram in more 
massive, taller buildings. such as has been done (but no building ensued) between SM; 4th and SVI' 5th Avenue. 
Again. no looming structures, whether to the s i d ~  or tc! the back 9 C  existing structures. I<eep within size. 
dimensions, height, massing, setbacks, etc.. of existing historic structures, namelj 1 to 2 stories. 

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



1038 SW 6th Avenue 
Gainesville, FL 3260 1 
May 24, 2007 

Ms. D. Flenrichs, Flistoric Planner 
Mr. Jay Reeves. Chair. and 
Members of the I-listoric Preservar ion Board 

MeetingiHearing .April 3.2007 
Re: Board approval. Petition 36COA-0713PB 

Thank you fix thc opportunit) 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 closely reflect 
what I actually said. 

I also wanted to express my appreciation Ibr the Board's sensitivity to the issue ofthe ~nassiveness of 
the prqject in contrast with the historic buildings, as several propert! owners pointed out as well. 

Mr. Cavallino made references to the builders' "right" to build a 4-storql apartment complex. I 
appreciate the Board addressing the question as to whether thc guidelines established such a right or 
entitlement. and whether the Board would therekrc be rzquired to approve such a pro-iect. as I 
understand it. the Board's response was that it was not so required. indicating that thzre was no such 
entitlement. In fact. I notice on p. 185 of thc Guidelines. under 'Wot Recommended," it lists, 
"Designing new buildings whose massing and scale is inappropriate and whose materiais and texture 
are not compatible with the character of the district.'. 

Mr. Fogier. while not in attendance at this meeting. has asserted previously that his rights to do 
whatever he wants with his property are being infringed on b! the exis~ence o f a  historic district with 
its attendant rules. requirements, etc. This prompted me to ask: Do I or other owners have any rights 
or reasonable expectations of living in a nistoric district. or do just the big builders have rights, as they 
assert'! Do residents of Gainesville at large have an) rights or reasonable expectations for their historic 
districts to protect valuable historic assets as part of the overall quality of life in Gainesville? 

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

I also appreciated the words of a Board member to Mr. Cavallino, to the e f i c ~  that the?. should start 
over with new plans and heed the comments of the neighbors tha! it is much too big, that they need to 
male major (what was the exact adjective?) changes, not on14 cosmetic ones. 

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

Thank you. 

J i i n -  



Mr. Jay Reeves. Chair. and 
Members of the Historic Preservation Board 
Re: Board approval. Petition 36COA-07EIPP, 
1-Iistoric Preservation Board MeetingIFIearing April 3. 2007 

Reid Fogler/The Wl~eelbarron~ and thc Car. Inc. seek demolition of 1 102 SM' Aveiiuc, 1 1 10 SM' 
6'h Avenue, garage behind 1 10 1 SW 5"' Avenue. and replacement with 4-stow student housing. I 
note this will NOT in the least, contrary to the description in these petitions, resemble 
Woodbury How. I note that the previous incarnations oi'this petition have also included 1 114 SM7 
6th Avenue. 1 132 SU' 6th Avenue. 1128 SM; 6th Avenue. 51 7 SW 12th Street, 517C S%' 12th 
Street. and future plans are expected to include all or most oi'these. 

I further note that together with Woodbury Rou, these propcrti~s comprise virtuallq 2 citl block (the 
11 00 block of SW 5th Avenue through to the 1 100 blocl, of SVJ 6111 '4ve.,) laclcing old\ one corner 
propcrty owned by someone else, and possibly the alleys. The current petition is stylcd "Woodbury 
Row, Phase 11," with 'Woodbury Row. Phase Ill" planned to reintroduce the remaining properties, 
(with the possible exception of 1 1 14 SW 6th Avenue, which then would be surrounded bj. and in the 
shadow of the tall. massive newr structures. ) 

The cotnments herein apply equal11 whether the proposed demolition and nen construction would 
cover all or part oi'the group of properties. Nothing of this magnitude has been built in the University 
Heights South Historic District. 

Dear Mr. Chairman and Members of the Board: 

I have lived at 1026-1 028 SW 6"' Avenue, righ~ next door on the east side of the above-mentioned 
1 102 SW 61h Avenue. for 8 years, of which I have owned the property 1'4 years. 1 love and enjoy this 
neighborhood. 

The lovely neighborhood, as you knou. consists of 1930's suburbail style homes. 1 to 7 stories. many 
of beautiful brich or chert with delicate brick trun, good-skcd spacing between each. sizeable 
setbacks from the sidewalh. small 6-ont lawns, side and back yards. tall. full trees and birds. and it is 
quiet-an area that cries for maintenance. care. upkeep, refurbishing and renewal, and eljoyment. not 
neglect, demolition and replacetnent with inassive cubes replacing everj square foot of' ground and air 
space with apartment housing. butted up against neighboring srnall structures, somc of whom now 
l~ave a tiny space between them and the neu building on one side. hut the normal side yard and 
distance to thc neighbor on the other side. looking unbalanced and dwarfed in the shadow of the neu 
neighbor looming overhead. 

We already have one such situation at the other end of thc bloch. and the current even tallcr and more 
massive proposed structure now threatens to take over. dominate, and destroy the neighborhood by 
replacing existing buildings m d  covering all available land u ith even bigger and tallcr buildings of a 
totallq diKerent character. It would replace unique. irrepiaccable buildings with ordinary. massive, 
and totallq forgettable structures which would be appropriatc in the atnple areas outside the historic 
district, more hospitable to large apartment con~plex living. 



Much of the neighborhood. Mr. Reid 170gler has attempted to ob~ain appro~al  to den~olish and replace 
with a huge 4-story apartment housiilg complex including parking garage. He has, for thc moment. 
reduced the number of buildings he is petitioning to demolish to 3. including the contributing historic 
2-story chert garage apartment,s. 1 11 6 SU' 6th Ave.. that belong with thc ?-story chert house on the 
street, 1 11 4 Sb '  6th Avenue. as well as 1 102 SB- 6th Avenue which sits on a large lot with tall, 
beautiful trees. and thc garage behind 1 101 SW 5th Avenue. carving out plenty of land in and around 
remaining buildings on which to construct a massive. :-story apartnlent complex. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunitj to tell you why ! oppose and request yo11 den! the above 
proposed demolition and replacement of structures with massive new structures, whether these 3 or 
all of the historic buildings he owns and has pianncd to demolish, whether "just" 1102 SW 6"' Avenue 
as the only "non-contributing" structure or including any or all of the historic arca 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 irreplaceabiIiQ1 of the buildings (the loss 
of even one such building. such ah 1 116. the chert 2-stoq 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 1102 SW (3lh Avenue. where Mr. Fogier has told me he plans to plaec the eastern wall, 
a 4-story cliff looming over m 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 my position. having that on top of you, including a smelly, fumy 
parking garage abutting your house and hzck yard. In the c w e n t  plan, the open wall of the parking 
garage would be 8 feet from my property line including back yard: it would be 14.5 feet from 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 like this happening to him, but he doesn't mind inflicting it on 
his neat-door neighbors in IJniversity Heights. 

Page 184 goes on to mention, "Wilhout careful attention to overall design. materials. scale, massing, 
and setbacks. contemporary construction in an Historic District can threaten the coherence of the 
historic context." 1 observe t h a ~  this is certainly the case Inere. 

It would in fact eradicate and replace a large area with something completel! different. 1 don't 
see the benefit of new construction in the neighborhood when it would require the demolition of 
valuable. irreplaceable buildings (however nmiy or fin, when each is part of a11 interwoven context, 
such as the four chert structures,) and destroy the ijbric oi'a beautiful. old neighborhood. while areas 
outside the Historic District are conveniently nearb) and still near UF. Even 1102 lits in well uith 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 Secretaq of the Interior's Standards are oriented toward 
rehabilitation of existing historic buildings." I ihought that was the idea of having a Historic 
dislrict. What is the meaning of Historic Presenratiol; ifwe can suddenly ravage and even 
completely lose an entire historic neighborhood where we live through drastic, unwanted 
change? 



IHow will people feel who have put an efTort into preservation and renc)vation of their property in 
good faith, following all :he rules in the s~nalIer things. onlj' to find that ano ther person can just 
demolish buildings and large chunks of neighborhoods wholesalc? It  is inconsistent and will create a 
climate to discourage the efiorts of owners. 

A recent study from UF based on surveJs of more 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, 12120106) 

While looking at the City of Gainesville wehsite. 1 tbund a document. "FIistoric I'rescrvation 
Element Data and Analysis". I t  likewise talks about the benefits of Historic Preservaaion+conomic 
development, neighborhood preservation and revitalization, improved property values, etc. 

I t  is good to read these things that sound so optimistic generally, but it is discouraging to me when 
destructive things are threatening to happen around me. There-s more. 

It states on page 2, "Homebuyers are willing to pay for the assurance that the neighhorhood 
surrounding their homes will remain unchanged over time." No sooner had 1 purchased my 
home, than this threat to the historic neighborhood and to my well-being. of impending drastic and 
disruptive change, was presented to me b> Mr. Fogler. 1 feel I have been or an1 about to be robbed! 
Isn't something wrong with thls picture? 

Mr. Fogler's Iloldings include 4 buildings having original chert with brick trim, of which he has fi,r the 
moment removed 3 fiom the above petition to demoiish and rcplace. but the other one remains (1 1 16, 
2-story garage apartment ). and the 1 1 14 main ?-stor> l~ouse would be closcl~. crowded in bq 
manmoth structures beside and behind it. instead of partnering with it's junior edition. 

I understand these chert buildings, while rarely found elsewhere, are characteristic of the 
Gainesville area, as well as being beautiful. Two ofthesc structures are on the street and two are 
behlnd their respective houses as onc and two-ston garage apartments. labeled "accessory 
structures." and there is an allej. behind them, actually an east-west alley and a north-south alley. 

in the abovc document, p. 3, mention is made ofthe character olsuch arrangements. "The University 
Related Residential Thematic fuea neighborhoods near the raniversify campus include singie- 
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." 

This writer must have been walking around and observing our neighborhood! These buildings are 
historic and ought not to be rated in "descending order of importance" for tne purpose of selective 
demolition!! The above entire grouping should be preserved and the smaller buildings (such as 
11 16) valued along with the Iarger ones. No piecellleal demolition. please! All the 'buildings 
contribute to the character of the area. Wood buiidings can aiso be painted attractive colors for curb 
appeal instead of drab for demolition appeal. 



Why don't we become a model of preservation of irreplaccabie structures. instead of  rewarding 
neglect and devaluation, by allowing demolitioil and replacement? This is not the spirii oTHistoric 
Preservation. 

I understand that a historic district csists to preserve, protecl and renew the historic structures, a11d 
that even the non-contributing building "is still part  of the character of the historic 
neighborhood," according to the City of'Gainesvil9e's brochure, '"A citizen's guide to Living in 
a Historic District". 

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

I read in the new Guidelines that "New construction should complement hstoric architecture. 
Through sound planning and design. it can respect and reinforce the cxisting patterns of a historic 
district." p. 182. I understand t l~al  the Secretary of the Interior has promulgated similar massing 
of buildings in historic districts. Local Cit) Guidelines saj  "Good infill design. . .uses significant 
patterns. such as height. materials. roof form. massing, setbacks and the rhqthrn of openings and 
materials to insure that a new building fits within the contexi." (Guidelines, p. 183.) 

That  distinctly sounds like 1 to 2 s t o q ,  relatively small structures with setbackf from the street 
and from neighboring properties to be on the scale of existing ones. Until new construction 
began, all the houses and apartments in the area were I to 2 stories. That is still the case for 
SW 6th Avenue, except for the brand new "Srratford Court," on the corner, and 1 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 which Rcid Fogler has told me he is going to 
build 4 stories high, 8 feet ii-cm m! propert! linc (which propert!- line is only about 6.5 feet fi-om my 
house on its small lot,) with a parking garage on Ihe ground floor, going from the sidewalk feet 
deep (front to back). deep enough to have multiple cornplcte units on each floor i i o n ~  to back as welt 
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 "elements" will do nothing to 
mitigate this incompatibility of massiveness that is totally out of scale. Similarly, putting a 
postage stamp of chert or other stone on the fhcade as  a gesture to the neighborhood in no way 
compensates for the losses incurred by the neighborhood. 

The project bears no resemblance to the Woodbury ROW row houses as he has advertised, and 
calling it ''Woodbury Row -- Phase HI" is absurd and misleading. The planned construc~ion are 
not "row houses," would have a footprint many times of that  of Woodbury RON. and (as I 102 is 
a large lot centercd between SW 12th Street and SVvr 10th Street) would "fracture the 
neighborhood fabric" (warned against by Guidelines, p. 182.) 

Woodbury Row. in row house style and in contrast to the above-described plan. consists o f  only 7 
apartments-each of'wlich is 3 stories high, and the buiidinp is on11 one apartment deep, 
approximately 20-some-odd feett deep as I recall. and was built on a large existing parking lot, most of 
which still provides ample parking behind the building. Woodburl, Mow is also approximately 40 
feet from the neighboring building owned by someone else. 



Since the approxi~natcly 97 parking spaccs werc rented out to students b~ the prcvious owner, the 
adding of the 7 apartments of Woodbury Row while eliminating thc renting of spaces had to havc 
actuallj reduced the amount of automobil:: rrafik around that area. unlike the proposed project which 
would drastically increase congestion in an already overcrowded street. 

This proposed pro-iect is 1,/3 taller (than Woodbur? Row). longei-, much deepcr. and Fdr more massive. 
with nearly non-existent setbacks. butting it up againsi my house. cutting down tall trees which for 
years have enhanced the sccnic quality of the neighborhood. using all the land area availablc. with 
multiple one-story apartment units stacked up four high. which would dwarf and overshadow? 
neighboring ones. If 1'121 not n~istaken. it wc>uld break new ground as the f is t  4-ston? 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. 183.) The inlpact would he great by putting a 4-story 
high sheer cliff 8 feet from mq property line, 14.5 feet from niy historic. contributing home. instead of 
what is there now, a one story structure about 10.5 feet from my property line and 23 feet fiom my 
house, affording from niy entrance landing a lovcl!. scenic view of the neigilborhood of lovely houses 
and taIl trees. with the sound of birds. sunsets against the silhouettes of the large trees, etc. 

I would like you to stand at that spot and enjoy the view. sights. sounds and scents (nl? tangerine tree 
is in bloom) and then picture it suddenl! 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 closc range. 

I invite you to just stand in the shade of a tree at the border of 1 ! 02 and 1 1 14 and look in all 
directions and enjoy the view of light filtering through tal; lrees and houses. Then imagine all this 
demolished and replaced with a garish monstrosity that could exist an:\where. 

If allowed. Phase I1 alone will incur degradation and irreparable loss. and if he is allowcd to build the 
entire project, as previously proposed (now Phases I1 and 111,) it will decimate a beautiful. old listoric 
neighborhood. all in complete coiltradiction to the purposes of a historic district. In fact. he has 
expressed a goal of purchasing several more properties including mine, contirigeni on demolition, and 
sought to \ irtually eradicate the north side of SW 6"' Avenue. the h e s t  side o f  SM' 12"' Street. and 
the south side of SW 5'" Avenue. aI! the wa> east to the allcy almost at SW 10"' Street and replace it 
with the above (more than 1.5 city blocks.) 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 bas alreadj. built! 

In fact, I note he is already doing just that. I noticed that in his display on Feb. 6 of 3 photographs 
titled somethmg like "Neighboring Properties'-. he has selected the oniy 3-story elevations in the area. 
onc being his rccently built hoodbury Row. and the other being a small 3-story addition to an 
existing 2-story building, (and tlie third photo was the ranch house that he wants to demolish,) while 
omitting the m a q  1 and :-story iiistoric structures that make up the hisroric nel;ghborhood. 

This splitting up oi'the petition i11 phases can only be intended to establish the drasticall: different and 
dominating structures as "typical" of the street, so the remainder of the prc?ject. "Phase 111," 
decimating several more historic structures. could be argued to be compatible. Let's kccp his entire 
goal in view. 



Thc full project as previously proposed (now appearing as Phase JI  and Phasc 111.1 1 roughlj 
estimated from the city's brochure, would demolish at least 5'%, of the buildings in University 
Heights South and one beautiful neighborhood. kt that rare. we have onlj I9  more shots at it 
until University Heights south is gone. There truly is on@ a small, finite amount of special 
historic area and it should be protected, not squandered. 

If Mr. Fogler is allowed to buiId the current project or even if he were to demolish "only" 1 102 SW 
61h Avenue, and build this massive structure there in that spacious area. it would be totally 
inappropriate for the neighborhood and the following would 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 beautiful, tall trees jper Mr. Fogler) and therefore thc bird habitat would be gone. significant 
losses in thenlselves. 

It would totally overshadow my house and put my property in shade (as Mr. Fogler agrees it 
would from 12 o'clock on,) jeopardizing my valuable tangerine tree that needs 6-8 hours of sun daily, 
and other trees and plants. destro? any privacy. and take away en-joymenf of use of the back yard 
by the 4 people who live there, myself and 3 tenants, and their visitors. 

It would block sun, fresh air, breezes, view. elljoymen1 of seeing the neighborhood while leaving 
and returning to the house, and degrade air quality fiom all rhe vehicles coming and going from the 
ground floor. Jt would be jarring for pedestrians to look at. 

It would force people to look out their windows right into other people's windows o r  walls of 
buildings blocking any view. Also, many of 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 1na11y of US, due to the number of units. it would in~roduce a factor of noise and 
rowdiness which has been pleasantly lacking until now. with everyone being qliiet and 
respectful. which would greatly reduce the quality of life, making it hard to sleep, study, etc. 
Mr. Fogler told me he agrees that with that many units you will get some bad, noisy people - 
it's inevitable. He will not be affected as he lives elsewhere. 

It would worsen the already bad traffic congestion on the street, which is dii'iicillt for two-wa~ 
traffic to pass through due to there nou being parking on both sides of the street and insufiicient 
room for opposing traffic to easil~. pass through. The ground floor parking garaze would be smelly, 
unattractive and noisy to neighbors in itself. their visitors will have to park somewhere. and all the 
vehicles will still need to access the street. further rendering the street impassible, greatly increasing 
the congestion problem and well as air qualit! problems. The street parking is already overtaxed, 
since after the restriction goes off in the afiernoon. nmny studen~s use it to park for night classes. 
leaving residents hunting. 



It would negativelj impact mj  well-being and that of thc many student renters uhn have told me thej 
seek to get away from large apartment buildings and into the small. separate houses, due to 
reduced noise, more roominess, priva~e yards. etc. It would degrade general living enjoyment to 
me and those who find it an attraction to rent h n i  me and would make it harder to rent. especially 
during the year-long (per Mr. Fogler) cons~rucriorl process. 'I'lle construction being so close by 
would steal "quiet enjoyment" that leases promise tar 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. also the 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 money I have invested and hopefully have sonlething that will makc a 
needed contribution to my retirement in the years to come - this is a long range plan for 111~. 

Even one such building would seriousl-j damage and detract from the neighborhood. The 
historic district should not be piecemeal because of one non-contributing stnicture. but should 
maintain integrity throughout, especiallq this valuable neighborhood. The ranch house (1  102). as the 
only "non-contributing" structure, does contribute through its desirable qualities of harmonious 
dimensions. scale. height. massing, set backs. etc., featuring tall trccs. enhancing the aesthetic of the 
whole instead of "fracturing the fabric of the neighborhood." 

There is not that much area in the University Heights South historic d i ~ t ~ i c t ,  so we cal2.t afl'ord to 
waste what we have. This full pro-ject as previously proposed (becomc Phases I1 and 111,) would 
demolish very rougM, I estimate at least 5'70 of the buildings and one beautiful neighborhood. h e  
need to encourage people to live here 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 f~l  up houscs to live in. along with those who fix them up to rent out, and proillole 
renovation. even offering grants. ~ i h i c h  I believe are available for new construction. 

I suggest people who strongl~ want to demolish structures and replace them with giant complcxcs. 
look just a biocj, further east or south and beyond, outside the historic district's perimeter. which is 
still close to UF. and sell their current holdings to responsible people committed to maintenance. 
renovation and historic preservation. and keeping the character of the neighborhood. Surely there are 
nearby neighborhoods outside this small Historic District where new construction would be 
productive and contribute ro the conullunity. allowing us to preserve what is in the District for 
posterity. 

I respecthlly request you decline this entire proposal and any othcr incarnations of it. 1 would 
suggest that in the neighborhood in question we preserve existing structures and concentrate on 
refurbishing and lustoric preservation, creating incentives for this. whether to attract interesled and 
committed honleowners or those who purchase as rentals. 

J have in my hand a mailed advertisenlent for re-electior, o r  City Coillrnissioner C'raig Idowe, with one 
of those optinistic statements I mentioned abo1.e. He says, "The strength of our city depends upon 
the health of our neighborhoods, a clean enviroiunent and a dynamic. responsible economy. As your 



City Commissioner, I understand that the decisions we make today regarding transportation. 
equality. iand use, redevelopment and energ) will determine the quality of life for Gainesville." 

Agreed. 1,et.s make a decision today to prescrvc and enllance. for no14 and i'or the futurc. the quality 
of life in and the irreplaceable character of a special historic neighborhood in Uliversit) Heights 
South. 

Thank you for your kind consideration. 

Sincerely. 

Antonia Greene 

(All the boldlace emphasis in this letter is nline.) 



What I Would Like to See -- Please read letter for more detail 
Antonia Greene Homeowner of 1026-28 SMi 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 onl} true aesthetic enhancements Cali occur, not dezradatiorl and fracturing and 
destruction. The goal of a Historic District sliould not bc cramming the most possible rental apartments onto a 
denuded lot or lots, but. . .well. historic preservation! Guidelines say: "Not recommended: 1 .  Designing new 
buildings whose massing and scale is inappropriate. . ." 

Support preservation and renewal over new construction in the Historic District. The district is verl small 
and there is plentj of space outsidc of it to pursue the city's desire to increase dcnsitj. The continued existence 
of the Ilistoric district as such depends on it. Irrcplaceahle li~storic buildings and tlie atniospliere of the street 
have intrinsic. ~nherent value. 

Keep the character of the historic district intact. Don't fracture the neighborhood fabric (Guidelines) bl 
arbitrarily knocking down "non-contributing" structures. miiich ma) be contributing mucli in tlie w a  of 
compatibil~tj. The nev one may contribute far less than :lie one you demolished, as would sadij be the case 
with 1 102 S W 6th Avenue vs. the proposals I have seen for its replacernent. 

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 fioin adequate to mitigate tlie problem and protect an\, home from this 
blight. 

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

Maintain the lovely views by maintaining the historic building heights and sizes and massing, again, witin 
compatible frond and side setbacks. We like to see nature, not walls. 

Wildlife--the trees provide an excellent bird habitat, and we elljoy their fresh songs dailj. 

Do not demolish any historic buildings, for instance, by rating them in descending order and allowing 
demolition of members of si~niiificant groupingc,, such as the related cliert structures. 1 1  14 SW 6th Avenue, 
1 1 16 SW 6th Avenue, and 517 SW 12th Street a~ld 5 17C SV1' : 3th Street. as well as the allejs. These 
groupings are cliaractcristic and quaint and have beer: referred to as coinpatible with "the ne\\ urbanisni." 
(Found on city website.) Maintain the standard of no demolition allowed unless a building is litcralij 
falling apart and the owner has genuinely attempted to shore it uplfix it. Willful neglect sliould not be 
rewarded. I'rotect speciai assets. such as cliert. etc. 

Do not demolish any non-contributing building unless you are  going to replace it with something MORE 
conipatible with the neighborhood. a clear improvement in des ig  as it relates to the historic properties. and 
tiic sarne 1 to 2 stories and other aspects tliat define tiic character of the neighborhood. NOT snniething that is 
simply designed to cram in as man? rental apartnicnts as possibie, while making a gesture to the historic area 
by "breaA~ng down'' of tlie facade into miscellaneous colnponents which do not mitigale the liugciicss and in- 
your-face presence oftlie new buildings. 

Honor the promise of the Historic District. per article I found wiiile on the Cit) of Gainesville website, 
describing the many benefits of historic preservatio~:: "1 Io~nebuyers are willing to pay for the assurance tliat 
tlie neighborhood surrounding their Iionies v,.ill rcniai~l unchanged over time." What has been proposed is 
severe, drastic change. 



Don't build anything where nest-door neighbor has to face a hi211 uali replacing open view and the propert? 15 

robbed of light by massive facade of'new building 1'40 encroachment oi'shade degrading tile growth 
environment of the landscape and robbing restdents of elljoymen? of outdoor spaces oftlie propert!. 

Protect my prope* and etlvironment -- no rowd tloise 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 ilomes to live in (we are [lot ext~nct!) and \vho have a stake in thc 
environment, the historic and natural preservation. and the qualib of life in the district. as well as those who 
rent out spaces but who care about preserving the quality of life and character oi'the district. 

Allow only accessory structures (sizc of main building or sn~aller, etc.) to be built in the jrards 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 buildin9 ensued) between S W  4th and SW 5tn Aven~ic.. 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. namelj. 1 to 2 stories. 

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



DEPARTMENT OF COMMLtWITY DE T7ELOPMENT 
APPLICA TION FOR CER TIFdCA TE OF APPROPRIATENESS 

PERMIT NO. -7 <DL - Tg JJ 13 

Kame of Applicant/Ageat .(Piease print or typej > I #  

Name: %, dL0/$4J/bu~ ' ~ Y C  ~ b r  Phone KO. (Home) 312- - L I ~ -  / ( g 3 
Address: P6 G oF ( 2  o q /Work) 3~ - 
Clty: ~LC; , , , ~S~ , . /  1, E-mail Address (Jc ((, Q El&, k lh7  , Yu,,; , C. d h  

State: i = ~  Zip: 3 z 3 2  c/ 11 
1 

1, d&//j ;'k~. Loso ,d' -- request the HISTORTC PRESERVATION BOARD 

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

ES€&m-=\- . which has been listed on the Local Register of 

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

following information: 

A. IDENTIFICATIOK 
I ' 

Owner 7%~ bjlr\ee/ bcr<ro u u d  +tte L AI' Contractor 1; knL, - C o-$kLc t; rm. 

~ d d r e s s / ~ i ~ k b a k  5 9 AddressIZlp 232 g U. kn/;d AQC . , h 4 
~ W ; J ~ S L J : ( ~ ~  3 2 6 6 %  

E-mail Address & \ (  @ k;k+, !u ky fiery : ,x E-mail Address /ve.qed 

357- - "' / I  

Phone Ll'l- I t  X 3 (Hm) >AWL (LVlc) Phone 352.333 Ci 3 3 f (Hm) (wk) 

Occupant, Agent 6ddkr  -- 

Phone (Hm) (Wk) P'none (Hm) (Wk) 

B. TYPE OF PROJECT 

Addition - Alteration - I/Demolition - Relocation - f New Building 
R e p a i r  Other 

C. 1)ESCRIPTIOY OF PROPOSED PROJECT 
+eL k=mLGb&zw 

I I 

The informati'on on this application represents an accurate description of the proposed project. It is 
understood that approval of this application by the Historic Preservation Board in no way constitutes 
approval of an "Ap ild" by the Cip  of Gainesville Building Division. 

1 

Signatures: Owner ! ML!/< r& &aA,' Date 

Agent ~Awe A-., , + b e  Date 

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

Comprehensive Plamling Division 
306 NE 6''' Avenue Thomas Center-Building B 
Phone: 352-234-5022 Revised 1212006 



TO: City of Gainesville. Planning Department 

REF: Additional ir;tormafion for certificate of appropriateness for Woodbury Row Phase 2 

DATE: March 12,2g07 

Project addresses. ? 2 14 S.W. 6th  venue (contribution), 
1102 S.W. 6th Avenue (non-contributing), 
11 16 S.W. 6'h Avenue (accessory building), 
1104 S.W. 5'h Avenue (garage building behind), 

Description of proposed project scope of work: 

Preservation of existing contributing structure located ai 11 14 S.W. 6'h Avenue, exterior to 
remain as 1s and interior renovation work will be performed. 

Demolition of non-contributing structure located at 1102 S.W. 6th 

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

Demolition of garage b~~i ld ing at rear of 7 101 S \Jl 5'" Avenue, (east and north brick walls to 
remain, recovery of existing brick to create new columns for new carport). 

The proposal inclildes a Dew apartment building iarigi~lg from 3 to 3 % to 4 stories in height. 

The new first floor units will conceal the parking Dn the ground level. 

Design exterior mateirals and colors to be comy.z2tible 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 Prcsen t 
Scott Gill 
Mary Honeycutt 
Tirn Hoskinson 
Sandy Lamrne 
Jay Reeves 
Bill Warinner 
Joan Gowan 
Charlie Hailey 

Members Absent 

,June 12, 2007 
Thursday 6:30 P.M. 

Staff Present 
D. Henrichs 
John Wachtel 

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

11. Adoption of Agenda 

111. Approval of Minutes 

Motion By: Bill War~nner 

Moved To: Adopt. 

/ Motion Bv: Bill Warinner I Seconded Bv: 'Iirn Hoskinson 

Seconded By: Tim Hoskinson 

Upon Vote: 8 - 0. 

1V. Requests to Address thc Board 

Moved To: Approve minutes of May 1,  2007. 

V. Conimunication 

Upon Vote: 8 - 0. 

V1. Old Business 
A. Certificates of AppropriatcncssIAd Valorem Tax Exemption 
1. Board Approvals 
Petition 36C'OA-07HP13. 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 Rowhouses 
on S.W. 5"' Avenue. Wheelbarrow & the Car,  Inc., Owners. Richardo C'avallino, Agent. 

Motion By: Joan Gowan I Seconded By: Mary Honeycutt 

I 

Moved To: Deny. 1 Upon Vote: 8 - 0. 

VII. New Business 
A. Certificates of AppropriatenessIAd Valorem Tax Exemption 
I .  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 


