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Recommendation: 
 
Staff recommends approval of Petition HB-17-40, with the following conditions: 

 New Marvin Integrity windows will have true divided lights. 
 Stockade fencing is allowable only behind the existing mature hedge. If the hedge is 

removed in the future, the fencing must also be removed. 
 
 

 

SUBJECT:  Petition HP-17-40.  Leslie Murray and Sophia Acord, owners.  Certificate of 
Appropriateness for rehabilitation including new roof form, window and door 
replacement and new fencing for 217 NE 10th Avenue. The property is 
contributing to the Northeast Residential Historic District. 
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Petition Description 
The property is located at 217 NE 10th Avenue and is contributing to the Northeast Historic 
District. The parcel (09914-000-000) is .18 acres in size and is zoned RSF-2. The existing house is 
a one-and-a-half-story 1920s Tudor Revival, with wood framing and stucco cladding. Windows 
are original wood 9/1 hung-sash. The roof is steeply pitched and has architectural shingle 
roofing. There is a one-story addition at the northwest corner of the house, constructed in the 
1970s. The addition is rectilinear in plan, constructed out of CMU block, with stucco cladding 
and a flat roof. (Refer to Exhibit 1- Existing Photos) 
 
The proposed work includes: building a new pitched roof and rear window dormer on the 
1970s addition to accommodate a guest room and a new interior loft space; installation of new 
doors and windows on the 1970s addition; construction of a new wood porch and overhang on 
the front of the 1970s addition; construction of a new 104 sf deck and installation of French 
doors on the rear façade of the house; construction of a new 81 sf deck and installation of a 
new window on the rear east corner of the house; installation of a new wood gate door in the 
existing garden wall; and installation of a new 6’ wood stockade fence off of the existing 
garden wall. (Refer to Exhibit 2- Drawings) 
 
Review of Scope of Work 
The review is based on the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (SOIS) and 
the City of Gainesville’s Historic Preservation Rehabilitation & Design Guidelines. The Scope of 
work is broken into Board Review and Staff Review items, for clarity of review. 
 
Board Review Items 
1970s Addition: Roof form/ new dormer 
The new roof form will be similar in slope and form to the original roof forms of the house, 
providing a compatible wing to the original house. The peak of the roof is slightly lower than 
the existing ridge, allowing for a separation of forms and for the addition to be “proportional to 
the original and subordinate to it” (Additions guidelines). The new gable window will be located 
on the rear of the new roof, not visible from the street. Materials will be stucco on the gable 
end to match the existing house, wood novelty siding on the new dormer, and architectural 
shingle roofing, making use of “compatible materials, and approximates textures consistent with 
the historic building.” The relationship of material and texture of the facade of a building, 
structure or object shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials used in the 
buildings to which it is visually related (Exterior Fabric guidelines). Staff finds the proposed roof 
form and gable windows meet the guidelines. 
 
1970s Addition: Combination window (west façade) 
The window on the gable side (west) of the wing will be a combination window, including 9/1 
and a 9-pane upper sash, allowing light into the double-height space. Window guidelines state: 
New windows on additions should be compatible with those of the nearest window on the 
historic building in terms of proportions, frames, sills and lintels. Installing window designs 
reflective of a historic period is discouraged. Designs that match the proportions of existing 
historic windows, but are simple in detailing, are preferred. New window openings are 
inappropriate on the principal facade(s); new openings should be placed on secondary elevations. 
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The new combination window is of compatible style with the historic windows; while its double-
height design reflects the interior space, it is also reflective that this is a new addition to the 
historic building. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of historical development…shall not be undertaken (Secretary of 
interior’s Standard #3). Further, the new window’s placement on the side elevation of the 1970s 
addition means it does not impact the historic appearance of the original house. Staff finds the 
proposed roof form and gable windows meet the guidelines. 
 
1970s Addition: New door, entry porch and overhang 
The front windows on the 1970s addition will be replaced by a new entry, including a pair of 3’-
0” x 6’-8” painted fiberglass French doors with true divided lights. The entry will consist of a 
new porch and stairs, 8’-0” wide by 6’-0” deep (including the steps), and a roof overhand with 
new brackets. The guidelines for entries state: Alterations to non-historic portions of 
contributing buildings provided they are compatible in scale, design and materials with but 
distinguishable for the historic proportions. Though the proposed entry is visible from the 
street, it is located on the 1970s addition (considered non-historic), which is recessed beyond 
the face of the original house. The new door, entry porch and overhang provide a compatible 
design with the architecture of the original house. Staff finds the proposed door and entry 
porch meet the guidelines. 
 
New Wood Fencing & New Wood Gate 
The applicant proposes a 6’-0” wood stockade fence behind an existing hedge, aligned with the 
front wall of the building. A new wood gate will be installed in the existing arched opening. The 
gate will be designed with a half-circle at the top, reflecting the existing ach of the wall.   
 
The guidelines for Fences and Garden Walls state: 

 Stockade fences are not recommended but may be approved by the board on a case-by-
case basis 

 Fences should be coordinated with landscaping elements. Taller fences should be placed 

adjacent to taller landscape elements. 

 It is recommended to use fences and walls “designed to permit the passage of light and 
air” and that “fences in backyards shall be no more than six feet in height and 
constructed of wood or masonry.” 

 
Staff finds the custom-designed gate appropriate for the existing wall. Staff finds the stockade 
fencing only appropriate as it will be screened by the existing hedge. Staff recommends 
approval of the stockade fencing with the condition that it remain behind the existing hedge. If 
the hedge is removed in the future, the fencing must be removed, as well. 
 
Staff Review Items 
1970s Addition: Rear (south) windows/ Laundry Room window 
The existing windows on the 1970s addition are small aluminum 1/1, of the era and are not 
compatible with the historic windows on the original house (refer to Exhibit 1). The windows 
will be replaced (refer to Exhibit 2). New windows will be Marvin Integrity; the applicant should 
verify that the windows will have true divided lights. The rear (south) windows will be 9/1 to 
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match the original house and will require lowering the existing opening.  A new wood single-
hung window (36” tall by 43” wide) will be installed in the laundry room hallway on the rear 
façade of the house. 
 
The proposed windows meet the Windows guidelines for staff approval: 

 New window openings can be introduced on ‘less-visible secondary elevations’ provided 
that they are of the same size or proportions as the nearest window and utilize the same 
material as the historic windows. ‘Less visible secondary elevation’ is defined as the 
portion of the building which is more than halfway behind the front and not fronting on 
street.  

 
Rear Decks: Approved by Staff 
The proposed decks meet the Auxiliary Structures guidelines for staff approval: 

 Historic building on which deck is to be built does not front on two or more streets; 
 Sited to the rear or rear side yard of building (i.e., behind the point midway between 

front and back of building); and 
 Utilize simple designs that are mostly open; 

 
Rear French Doors: Approved by Staff 
The proposed French doors meet the Entries, Porches and Balconies guidelines for staff 
approval: 

 French doors are appropriate for side and rear entrances…Relocating, enlarging or 

reducing historic doorways on primary facades or highly-visible secondary elevations is 

inappropriate. 

 Additions and alterations to entries, porches and balconies under the italicized conditions 

may be approved by staff: 

 New door openings can be introduced on “less-visible secondary elevations” provided 

that they are of the same size or proportions as the nearest door and utilize the same 

material as the historic doors. “Less-visible secondary elevation” is defined as that portion 

of the building which is more than halfway behind the front and not fronting on street. 
 

Respectfully submitted,     
       

    List of Exhibits    
Andrew Persons     Exhibit 1 Existing Photos 
Interim Principal Planner    Exhibit 2  Drawings (A1-A3) 
       Exhibit 3 COA Application  
Prepared by:       

 
Cleary Larkin, AIA 
Planner 
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EXHIBIT 1: Existing Photos 

Existing front (north) 
façade (above), and 
the 1970s addition 
(left), also partially 
visible through 
arched wall opening 
(above). 

1 



Petition HP-17-40 
September 05, 2017 

EXHIBIT 1: Existing Photos 

View of front façade 
from the street 
(above), including 
the existing wall 
with arched opening 
and hedge. 
 
View of rear façade 
(left), including the 
1970s addition to 
the left and original 
house to the right. 
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