.
.®

.....

LA G CITY OF DELAND

S Ve, IGULAR MEETING OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD
[ ﬁ ) MAY 2, 2024 AT 5:00 PM
W N CITY HALL, COMMISSION CHAMBERS
R 120 SOUTH FLORIDA AVENUE
“SOR\O

AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1.

April 4, 2024 Meeting Minutes

PRESENTATIONS

OLD BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

Certificate of Appropriateness (Alteration) for a commercial building at 142 S. Woodland Blvd.
Application No.: HPB23-199

Applicant: Johnson Nathan Strohe

Owner: Masonica, LLC

Certificate of Appropriateness (New Construction) for a commercial building fence at 102 N.
Alabama Ave.

Application No.: HPB24-084

Applicant: Simply Fence

Owner: MDF Deland, LLC

Historic Preservation Review (LLocal Register Nomination) for a mixed-use building at 306 W.
Wisconsin Ave.

Application No.: HPB24-085

Applicant: Halley Matuszczak

Owner: Robert & Jessica Levings

Historic Preservation Review (Tax Abatement) for a commercial building at 306 W.
Wisconsin Ave.

Application No.: HPB24-082

Applicant: Halley Matuszczak

Owner: Robert & Jessica Levings
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STAFF UPDATES

1. Historic Small Matching Grant

e The Historic Resource Survey (FY 2025) application has been approved by the Secretary of
State, pending Governor DeSantis approval of the final budget. If approved, grant funds are
available July 1st.

e The Small Matching Grant cycle for FY 2026 has opened. The deadline to submit an
application is June 3, 2024.

OTHER DISCUSSION
NEXT SCHEDULED MEETING DATE  June 6, 2024 at 5:00PM

ADJOURNMENT
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MINUTES - CITY OF DELAND
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING
City Commission Chambers
120 South Florida Avenue
April 4, 2024- 5:00 P.M.

I. CALL TO ORDER
Having been duly noticed as required by law, the April 4, 2024 meeting of the City of DeLand
Historic Preservation Board was called to order at 5:00 p.m. by Solomon Greene, Chairman.

II. ROLL CALL WITH DETERMINATION OF QUORUM
Present: William Hoffman, West Costa, Reggie Santilli, Renee Garrison, Solomon Greene,
Chairman, & Scott Price, Vice-Chairman

Absent: Dagny Robertson

City Staff:  Emily Kunkel, Planner Il/Historic Resource Coordinator; Carol Kuhn, AICP,
Planning Director, Sam Nelson, Planner I, & Aerial McCann, City Attorney.

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Scott Price motioned to approve the February 1, 2024 and March 7, 2024 meeting minutes. Renee
Garrison seconded the motion and all approved unanimously. (6-0)

IV. PRESENTATIONS
None

V. OLD BUSINESS
None

VI. NEW BUSINESS
1. Historic Preservation Review (Demolition) for a Single-Family residence at 141 West

Division Street

Application No.: HPB24-034

Applicant: Paul Judson, DSW Homes

Owner: Maritza Gonzalez
Emily Kunkel provided an overview of the application and stated that staff recommends approval of
this application as it is consistent with Land Development Regulations Section 33-35, and due to the
danger to life, health, and safety, staff recommends approval of this demolition application as
presented and Staff recommends approval of the development of the new Single-Family residence.
The redevelopment of this site does not need to follow any additional design criteria (LDR Sec. 33-
94.04). Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board to approve this nomination application as
presented and forward the same recommendation to City Commission for approval.

Renee Garrison asked for clarification on the new construction front porch square footage. Emily
Kunkel stated the new front porch is proposed to be 64 square foot.

Scott Price motioned for approval of the Historic Preservation Review, demolition of a single-

family residence and forward the recommendation to City Commission. Reggie Santilli seconded
the motion. (6-0)
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2. Historic Preservation Review (Demolition) for a Multi-Family residence at 335 East
Rich Avenue
Application No.: HPB24-041
Applicant/Owner: 335 E. Rich Ave, LLC
Solomon Greene recused himself due to personal interest and Scott Price, Vice-Chairman continued
the meeting as Chairman.

Emily Kunkel provided an overview of the application and stated that staff recommends approval of
this application as it is consistent with Land Development Regulations Section 33-35, and due to the
danger to life, health, and safety, staff recommends approval of this demolition application as
presented and Staff recommends approval of the development of the new Single-Family residence.
The redevelopment of this site does not need to follow any additional design criteria (LDR Sec. 33-
94.04). Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board to approve this nomination application as
presented and forward the same recommendation to City Commission for approval.

Renee Garrison asked if the applicant specified any materials they are proposing to use for the new
construction. Carol Kuhn stated due to the Land Development Regulations 33-94.04, the
redevelopment of this site does not need to follow any additional design criteria.

Aerial McCann inquired if William Hoffman was involved in any of the architectural renderings
provided and if has any ongoing financial gain for this project. William Hoffman stated he was
involved with the architectural renderings, but has no ongoing financial gain from this project.

Reggie Santilli motioned for approval of the Historic Preservation Review, demolition of a multi-
family residence and forward the recommendation to City Commission. West Costa seconded the
motion. (5-0) Solomon Greene recused himself due to a voting conflict, form 8b was completed
and is attached.

3. Historic Preservation Review (Local Registry Nomination) for a Commercial Building
at 332 West New York Avenue
Application No.: HPB24-039
Applicant/Owner: Dutton House Restoration, LLC
Solomon Greene recused himself due to personal interest, form 8b is attached to the minutes and
Scott Price, Vice-Chairman continued the meeting as Chairman.

Emily Kunkel provided an overview of the application and stated that staff finds that this nomination
request is consistent with the City’s Land Development Regulation Section 33-34.02 and meets the
criteria as outlined. Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board to approve this nomination
application as presented and forward the same recommendation to City Commission for approval.

West Costa motioned for approval of the Historic Preservation Review, Local Registry nomination
and forward the recommendation to City Commission. Reggie Santilli seconded the motion. (5-0)
Solomon Greene recused himself due to a voting conflict, form 8b was completed and is attached.

4. Historic Preservation Review (Historic Preservation Property Tax Exemption) for a
Commercial Building at 332 West New York Avenue
Application No.: HPB24-040
Applicant/Owner: Dutton House Restoration, LLC
Solomon Greene recused himself due to personal interest, form 8b is attached to the minutes and
Scott Price, Vice-Chairman continued the meeting as Chairman.
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Emily Kunkel provided an overview of the application and stated that staff finds that this historic
property tax exemption application is consistent with the City’s Land Development Regulation
Section 33-34.02 and meets the criteria as outlined. Staff recommends the Historic Preservation
Board to approve this tax abatement preconstruction application as presented.

Reggie Santilli asked for clarification regarding if this application is for a tax exemption or tax
abatement. Emily Kunkel stated it considered a tax abatement but our City Ordinance is titled
Historic Property Tax Exemption.

Reggie Santilli motioned for approval of the Historic Preservation Review, Historic Preservation
Tax Exemption with a condition that the City Commission approve the Local Registry
nomination. Renee Garrison seconded the motion. (5-0) Solomon Greene recused himself due to a
voting conflict, form 8b was completed and is attached.

5. Historic Preservation Review for a Concept Plan at 225 West New York Ave.

No formal action to be taken by the Board at this time; discussion and feedback will be
provided to the applicant. A formal application and plans will be forthcoming for review at a
later date.

Emily Kunkel provided a brief overview of the courtesy application, and stated that due to this site
being the former location of the historic Putnam Hotel, the Applicant requested Historic Preservation
Board review, and provide feedback/comments on the conceptual architectural plans of this project.
Therefore, this is a courtesy concept review, with no formal action to be made by the Historic
Preservation Board at this time. Formal Board review and action will take place upon an application
submittal for a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA), due to this property being within the
Downtown Historic District, Historic Design District, and the Downtown Support District.

Solomon Greene stated he had a Zoom call with the developer, Blue Sky, and expressed he would
like to see similar architectural features to the original Putnam Hotel.

Emily Kunkel stated due to Dagny Robertson absence, and this not being a quasi-judicial item, she
provided comments prior to the meeting to be read into the record and provided as an attachment to
the minutes.

Mark Watts, the applicant provided an overview of the project and their overall plans for the site.

Jeff Powell, the project architect provided an overview of the proposed materials for the building and
expressed they want to address the street frontage at the pedestrian level. Therefore, they propose to
use a brick or stone at pedestrian level then incorporate different tones as the building progresses
from the 2™ floor and upward.

Scott Price stated it would be best suited for the City to have stronger materials that can weather the
best of time. In addition, he appreciated the Putnam features being incorporated, and adding features
to a large building can be difficult but choosing the right materials for the frontage is important.

Jeff Powell stated they’re trying to take a building built in early 19" century and pay homage to it by
also making a modern building, not trying to replicate it but pay homage to it by incorporating

different details and architectural features. In addition, the developer, Blue Sky, is receiving State
funding for this project, which requires them to own and maintain the building for a long period.
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Therefore, this will be a block structure which has to meet certain specifications to meet the funding
requirements, so durability is important.

Mark Watts stated when they submit a formal Certificate of Appropriateness, they will bring a
materials board so the board can see/feel the proposed building materials. In addition, because the
developer, Blue Sky, is developing the property with State funding, the original developer has to
own and maintain the building for a minimum 30-year period so incorporating robust materials
upfront is important.

William Hoffman stated a City like DelLand deserves good architecture especially new development,
and there are ways to create a great building without trying to cartoon the past, but respect the past in
a more creative way.

Discussion ensued amongst Carol Kuhn, Mark Watts, Jeff Powell and Board Members regarding the
building placement and parking requirements for this project which concluded with the Board
Members keeping the building close to the street but requesting enhanced landscaping along the
frontage, and the parking requirements will be addressed at Technical Review Committee and
Planning Board, as parking is outside of the Historic Preservation Board purview.

Each Board member provided their overall requests. Solomon Greene requested the roof material to
be barrel tile or metal barrel tile, consider better color choices, and keep parking in the rear and
building close to the street. Renee Garrison requested additional window overhangs and architectural
decorations. Reggie Santilli requested red brick on the exterior and the keeping the proposed mural
on the side of the building. Scott Price requested using strong building materials. William Hoffman
requested using a softer color for the exterior similar to the Putnam Hotel. Dagny Robertson, via
email, requested additional architectural details, different windows and overall color choices, she
also provided 3 examples from the approved City’s color palate.

No formal action was made from the Board due to a courtesy review at this time. A full Certificate
of Appropriateness will be forthcoming for a formal action from the Board.

VII. STAFF UPDATES
Emily Kunkel stated that the annual budget was increased for Fiscal Year 2024/2025, to be used for
Local Registry historic plaques.

VIII. OTHER DISCUSSION
None

IX. NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED MEETING
The next Historic Preservation Board meeting will be May 2, 2024 at 5:00 p.m. in City of DeLand
Commission Chambers.

X. ADJOURNMENT
As there was no further business, the meeting adjourned at 6:06 P.M.
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Emily Kunkel

From: dagnyrobertson@gmail.com

Sent: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 12:16 PM

To: Emily Kunkel

Subject: RE: April 4, 2024 Historic Preservation Board Agenda Packet
Attachments: Gray 2.pdf; Green 3.pdf; Blue 3.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Regarding the New York Ave Apartments —

I appreciate their attempt at mimicking the old Putnam Hotel architectural details as noted on page 102 of the
meeting packet. I also like that they are hiding the parking. I would still like to see more details. The fagade is
very flat and plain and resembles a Hampton Inn. There’s nothing wrong with Hampton Inns but I'm
concerned that all the new buildings going in downtown are stripped of the interesting architectural details our
historic buildings have. Our buildings are what makes our downtown charming and unique to this area. If we
continue to demolish our old buildings and build flat new buildings with no interesting details, we will loose
exactly what makes our town inviting to tourists. Changes I would like to encourage to the plans.

1. The colors, the gray and white is very modern. It's also very generic. Builders and people selling their
homes tend to use these colors to make their property seem purposely generic to help sell to a wider
range. It also makes the property look new and fresh. I totally understand why they would do that in
those circumstances. But for a downtown building new and generic is not what we should be looking
for. The colors of the Putnam Hotel worked because it was a Mediterranean style building. This won't
be. I would love to see one of the attached color combinations from the City’s approved colors.

2. T would also like to see brick instead of the modern gray blocks they are using. I realize there was no
brick on the Putnam but the Putham was a Mediterranean style building and this is not. I would love to
see brick to tie it into the downtown buildings. Red brick or even tan brick to mimic our sandstone
bricks that were made in Lake Helen.

3. I would also like to see different windows. Again, something more in line with the shape of the
windows in the historic buildings downtown. The first floor windows look similar to the Putnam first
floor windows but the rest of the windows again look like any generic hotel.

4. The first floor shows non-residential. Will those be retail or just offices for the building? I thought the
City was requiring the first floor of apartment buildings going into the downtown area have retail
space. If those are going to be retail, I don't see a way for customers to access them from the street.

5. If they do plant trees, please don't plant palm trees. They don't support the DeLand downtown
aesthetic and give no shade. Please don't plant elaborate beds of shrubbery if they aren‘t going to be
maintained. So many properties built in the last few years are putting in a ton of shrubbery and trees
and then everything dies, and the landscaping is just a mess of weeds, dead plants and trees they cut
off at the trunk to keep them away from the power lines they planted directly under. I would rather
see grass and trees planted in a place they don't get carved up. The building on the corner of Amelia
Ave and International Speedway that replaced Hamptons is a perfect example.

Thank you, Emily, for reading this for me. I'm sorry I will be missing this meeting, there’s a lot on the
agenda. As I mentioned earlier, I would have to have recused myself on the Dutton House agenda
items. For the demolition of the 2 buildings, I don't have an opinion on either.

Dagny Robertson

Office Administrator
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City of DeLand

Historic & Cultural Resources
120 S. Florida Ave.

DelLand, FL 32720
Planning@DelLand.org

DATE: May 2, 2024

TO: Historic Preservation Board

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Planner Il / Historic Resource Coordinator

RE: Certificate of Appropriateness (Alteration) for an exterior alteration at 142 S.

Woodland Blvd.

Application No.: HPB23-199

Applicant/Owner: Masonica, LLC

Current Use: Mixed-Use (Commercial & Residential)
Zoning District: C-2A&H

Site File #: 8V01687

Original Structure Information (Provided from Florida Master Site File Structure Form)

Date of Construction:  1921-1925 Style: Masonry Vernacular

Structural System: Masonry: brick Foundation Type: Ilgnlfelﬁ brick with brick

Siding: Brick: running Stories: 3.5

Roof: Co_mpos_ltlon Windows: SHS, 6/1, wood fixed,
shingles: butt storefront, metal

Roof Type: Gable Chimneys: None

Porch: None Secondary Structure: None

Previous Certificate of Appropriateness’s summary:

In 2016, a renovation/interior demolition Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) was applied for
and approved by the Historic Board. This COA included for window additions to the front and
rear of the building. These renovations were never completed.

In 2021, another renovation/interior demolition COA was applied for and approved by the Historic
Board for the following. These renovations were also never completed, but the applicant is
requesting a revision to this approval.

1. Installation of a steel staircase and protective bollards to the rear of the property to provide

an additional exit from the building

2. The addition of front windows that were previously approved in 2016. The windows were
to be added to the sides of the decorative masonry units
The addition of windows and a doorway to the rear of the building
Enclosing a window on the north side of the building
Screening of the mechanical equipment on the top of the building
Replacement of the roof

o0k
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Staff Analysis:
The applicant is now proposing a revision to the previously approved COA in 2021.The applicant
is requesting approval to:
1. Add a steel counterbalanced fire escape to the rear of the property, rather than the
previously-approved steel staircase and protective bollards.
2. Paint the existing window frames from a cream/white to Sherwin Williams greenblack
(SW6994). This color is not specifically listed on the Historic District & Support District
Commercial Building Color Guide.

The applicant is renovating the building for continued commercial businesses on the first floor and
is proposing to add twelve (12) apartments on the second and third floor, with six (6) units on each
floor. Internally, there is an elevator and staircase, and the exterior steel counterbalanced fire
escape is adding the necessary secondary ingress/egress point of access for the residents on the
second and third floors, in case of emergency. The individual condensing units for each of the
apartments will be placed on the roof and screened.

Guidance from The City of DeLand’s Land Development Requlations and The Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

Land Development Regulations Sections 33-34.03, 33-94.03 and 33-94.04 outline the Certificate
of Appropriateness requirements, Community Design Standards within the City of DeLand and
Design criteria for Historic Design and Downtown Support District.

City of DeLand Land Development Regulation Section 33-34.03. Certificates of
appropriateness.
(b) Criteria for issuing.
1. The decision on all certificates of appropriateness, except those for demolition, shall
be guided by the Secretary of the Interior's General Standards for Preservation
Projects and specific standards for rehabilitation stated as follows:

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
67.7 Standards for rehabilitation.

a) The following Standards for Rehabilitation are the criteria used to determine if a
rehabilitation project qualifies as a certified rehabilitation. The intent of the Standards
is to assist the long-term preservation of a property’s significance through the
preservation of historic materials and features. The Standards pertain to historic
buildings of all materials, construction types, sizes, and occupancy and encompass the
exterior and the interior of historic buildings. The Standards also encompass related
landscape features and the building's site and environment, as well as attached,
adjacent, or related new construction. To be certified, a rehabilitation project must be
determined by the Secretary to be consistent with the historic character of the structure(s)
and, where applicable, the district in which it is located.

b) The following Standards are to be applied to specific rehabilitation projects in a
reasonable manner, taking into consideration economic and technical feasibility. (The
application of these Standards to rehabilitation projects is to be the same as under the
previous version so that a project previously acceptable would continue to be acceptable
under these Standards.)

1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property,
which requires minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its
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environment, or to use a property for its originally intended purpose. (LDR Section
33-34.03(b)(1))
la. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and
environment. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(1))
Originally this building was constructed as the Masonic Lodge when built in 1925. Since then, it
has had some internal renovations, and the first floor has been used for a variety of commercial
businesses and still maintains a commercial use.

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and
its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic
material or distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible. (LDR
Section 33-34.03(b)(2))

2a. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall
be avoided. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(2))

This specific COA request is for installation of a counterbalanced fire escape to the rear of the
building and painting exterior window frames. Which requires no major alterations of historic
material are proposed, as the exterior fire escape will be adhered to the rear wall, meeting the
Florida Building Code and National Fire Prevention Code and allowing another emergency access
point per code. The previously approved COA consisting of window replacements include
aluminum/wood framing, original glazing replaced with code compliant glazing and impact
resistant film, and the terra cotta masonry accent will be preserved and re-installed to keep the
historic character of the building. Therefore, the overall historic characteristics of the building will
be preserved.

3. All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.
Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier
appearance shall be discouraged. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(3))

3a. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural
features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. (36
CFR 67.7 (b)(3))

The installation of the fire escape, does not appear to create an earlier appearance. It is a standard
counterbalanced fire escape to provide required emergency egress.

4. Changes, which may have taken place in the course of time, are evidence of the history
and development of a building, structure, or site and its environment. These changes
may have acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be
recognized and respected. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(4))

4a. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(4))

The applicant is proposing to retain the exterior original brick, color scheme, and elements of the
building as originally built.

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship, which characterize
a building, structure, or site, shall be treated with sensitivity. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(5))

5a. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a historic property shall be preserved. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(5))
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The installation of the rear fire escape and painting the window trims will not impact the distinctive
stylistic features of the building, as the majority of these features are along the front and side
facade.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the
material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture, and other visual
qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based on
accurate duplication of features, substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different
architectural elements from other buildings or structures. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(6))

6a. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall
match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible,
materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary,
physical, or pictorial evidence. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(6))

This criterion is not applicable, as this specific COA request does not include repair or replacement
of existing features.

7. The surface cleaning of structure shall be undertaken with the gentlest means
possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic
building materials shall not be undertaken. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(7))

7a. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(7))

This criterion is not applicable, as no such treatments or surface cleaning processes are being
proposed at this time, however the applicant will be notified of this standard.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archeological resources
affected by, or adjacent to any acquisition, protection, stabilization, preservation,
demolition, rehabilitation, restoration, or reconstruction project. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(8))

8a. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.
(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(8))

This criterion is not applicable, as no known archeological resources are being affected or
disturbed as the renovation project is for building improvements and will not impact the ground.

9. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale,
color, material, and character of the property, neighborhood or environment. (LDR
Section 33-34.03(b)(9))

9a. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the
old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to
protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(9))

The most significant exterior alterations will be the exterior fire escape used for the life safety of
the residents and visitors within the building. Per the Master Site File, it is referenced within the
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Statement of Significance that Bond Sandstone Brick Company of Lake Helen, supplied bricks for
the building’s construction, as cited the DeLand Daily News, June 2, 1926. The age of the
sandstone bricks and the weight of the fire escape on the exterior wall could impact the existing
brick exterior, but due to the life safety of the future residents, a secondary egress is necessary.

10. Wherever possible, new additions or alteration to structures shall be done in such a
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the
essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(10))

10a. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(10))

The proposed fire escape, if removed in the future, would not be expected to impair the form and
integrity of the historic property and its environment.

11. The use of integral color, rather than applied color, is encouraged in new construction
and in restoration or preservation projects. Colors, whether integral or applied,
should be appropriate to the architecture. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(11))

There are no proposed color changes other than the existing window frames changing from a
white/cream color to a Sherwin Williams greenblack (SW6994) which is a color not specifically
on the Historic District & Support District Commercial Building Color Guide and requires
approval from the Historic Preservation Board.

City of DeLand Land Development Regulation Section 33-94.04. Design criteria for Historic

Design and Downtown Support District.

All development except single and two-family dwellings within the Historic Design District

and the Downtown Support District shall comply with the standards set forth in the most

current revision of Design Guidelines for Commercial Building in Downtown DeLand which

is incorporated herein by reference.

(a) General architectural design.

4. Modifications and additions to existing structures shall be consistent with the

style and character of the existing structure. Structures within the Downtown
Support District shall result in a consistent and uniform treatment for the
entire building.

The proposed work is minor on the front and side facades of the building. The rear fagade has the

most significant proposed exterior alterations, which includes the exterior counterbalanced fire

escape.

5. Structures in these districts shall be designed to extend and to enhance the
attractiveness of the city's streetscape. Building design shall have
characteristics and elements that relate favorably to the predominantly
pedestrian scale of the district.

The counterbalanced fire escape is elevated and therefore has less impact on the rear facade and
will better maintain the pedestrian scale of the district.
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Staff Recommendation:

Staff finds this proposed project is consistent with City of DeLand Land Development Regulations
Sections 33-34.03 and 33-94.04. The Historic Preservation Board purview is to review the
architectural features of the building; therefore, staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board
approve the Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) as presented with an immediate effective date,
subject to the following condition of approval:

1. The applicant must record the access easement to the satisfaction of the City Attorney’s

office prior to issuance of a building permit.

Historic Preservation Board shall take one of the following actions (LDR Section 33-34.03(c)(6)

1. Grant the certificate of appropriateness with an immediate effective date;

2. Grant the certificate of appropriateness with special modifications and conditions;

3. Delay granting the certificate of appropriateness for a demolition for a period of not less
than 30 days nor more than 60 days;

4. Deny the certificate of appropriateness.

5. If the Historic Preservation Board finds that the proposed work does not comply with the
requirements of this Section 33-94.04, the Board shall set forth the reasons that the
proposed work does not comply with such requirements. (Section 33-94.04 Design Criteria
for Historic Design and Downtown Support District)

Attachments:
Vicinity Map

Master Site File (8V01687)
Previously approved COA
Newly Proposed Renderings
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FLORIDMN MABTER SITE FILE
Site invenbory Form

SITE NO. & VO /68’7

SITE MAME: 142 South Woodland BElwvd. SURVEY DATE: 08731786
ADDRESS; 142 South Woodland Bilvd.
INSTRUCTIONS TO LOCATE: }(CD-7
LOCATIAON: Howry® s RAddibion = D

Subdivision Mame Block Mo Lot Mo

COUNTY: WYolusia
DISTRICT NAME IF ARPLICARLE:
OWRNER OF SITE: MNAME: Jesse M., & Rose T. Cidson

ADDRESS: P. 0. Box 2997

ADDRESS: Del.and, FL 38720
TYPE OF OWNERSHIF: Private RECORDING DATE: Soo7
RECORDER: NAME & TITLE: Historic Froperty Rssociates
ADDRESS: . 0. Box 10038

S5t. fAugustine, FL 32085

CONDITION OF SI1TE: INTEGRITY OF SITE:
Check One Chech one o mogee
ORIGINAL USE Civil
EXCELLENT RLLTERED PRESEMT USE  Commercial
b G000 ¥ UNALTERED DATES 19211230
FRIIR ORIGINAL SITE CULTURE/PHASE fAmerican
DETERIQORATED RESTORED: £/ FERIOD: Z0th cenbury
MOVED @ A
MR CLASSIFICATION CATERBDRY: DATE LISBTED ON NR: P

THREATS TO SITE: Check orng or more

ZONING TRANSPFORTATION
DENVELORMENT FIiL
DETERIORATION DREDGE
BHORROWING

OTHER (See Remarks Helow!
AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: Architecture

SIGNIFICANCE

See Dot irnuation Sheet < ﬁo‘&v &s\
<% ) O
(SO
S&Ysksi
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RECORD MUMEER 157

ARCHITECT:

BUTLRER:

STYLE AND/OR PERIOD: Masornry Verwacular

FLAN TYPE: Rectarngular

EXTERIOR FARRIDIG) : Brickirurming

STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S) s Masowry:brich

FORCHES

ORIENTATION: E

FOUNDRATION: Pierssbrick with brick infill

ROOF TYPFE: Gable

SECONDARY ROOF STRUCTURE (D) :

CHIMNEY LLOCATION:

WINDDOW TYRE: SHS,&6/1, wood # Fixed, storefront, metal
CHIMNEY 3

ROOF SURFACING: Composition shingles:butt

ORMAMENT EXTERIOR: Brich, red

NGO, OF CHIMNEYS NO. OF STORIES 3.9
MO. 0OF DORMERS: DUTBUILDINGS:

GURROUNDINGS
SITE SIZE (approX. acreatjed

TOWMEHI RAMGE  SECTION
17 8 S0 =]

Utk ZONE UTH EASTING LT NORTHING

PHOTOGRARHIC RECORDS NUMBERS:
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CONTIMURTION SHEET

Statement of Sigrnificance:

This three-story mascory  verwnacular  commercial  building  is
lacated at 142 South Woodland Bouwlevard. It has a hip roof with a

stepped parapet in the center of the front facade. Faour  hrick
pilasterts separate a three-bay facade. Eaekl  bay has  an  arched

white stome design over stepped pyramid and verticgd panels with
Flower designs. The first story has a large plate glass display
wirdow arnd a recessed entranceway.

The cornerstone of this building was laid September 14, 14,
riginally constructed as  the Masonic Lodge, the bwuilding was
designed by Carpenter and Bernt, local architects, and constructed by
Leo Alsheimer, a Del.ard gewneral contractooe. The secondg  floor
eriginally corntained parlours and & large banguet room. The Florida
Motor Lines, & statewide bus service, moved ite Deland offices into
the building shortly after construction. . M. Heard moveed the
Orarge Belt Fharmacy, later the Volusia Fharmacy, into the building
s owell. Bovwd Sandstone Brick Company of bLake helen supplied bricks
Foy the building’s comstructior. (1)

The building is located in Deland, Florida, the Volusia County
zeat  of  goverrnment, situated in  the mid-cerntral part of the
perninsula, five miles east of the St. Jahns River. Settlement of
the community began & decade after the Civil  War, erouraged by
Hevnryy Deland, & New York manufacturer. Development of the town in
the late mimeteenth century grew largely upon  an expanding citras
imdust ey, Stetscn Wniversity, founded in 1884 and later named foor
its chief bernefactor, hat manufacturer arnd citvrus  grower  Johr A
Stetson, reflected Hernry Deband’s wish to make the town the "Athens
of Florida., "

Ircargerated in 1882, the town enjoyed steady expansion arcarnd
the turn of the century and experismced explosive growth  in the
early 1980z, The 1926 crash was aggravated in Deland by citrus
dissase, though the ity rebounded more guickly than most o6 the
masis of its towrist industry. Deland contributed many political
leaders to Florida in the 1930 and 1940s. Although the ity has
experienced dramatic expansicn in recent decades, the dawrt awrn areaa
retains much of ite early twentieth cerntury character, particularly
reflected in masconry vermacular storefronts. ()

1. Delangd Daily MNews, June 2, 1926

2, Bee HMistorie Property RAssociates, Higtoric Properties Sucvey
of Deland, Flovrida, (Delamd, 1286).

Page 20 of 129



|

T “ .
— J
- ONIOD F D % D

: O
ylzg)
WISCONSIN _ T avewue

e R |

=

p=—=
—

SRS STREET

& o008 B0oy

-

: & e
HAYDEN
=3l
O O

3 6D

&\\
AVENUE
| — 1

—OU\.EVARD

k-
3

5 E "
L
o R §
L, _ a5y 14
- A i
% > ‘-' ; =)
: =
B EEDDEDD
g O
2 _ : 3 D 5
k|72 I:] d
L0

i

i

i P2pg—

AVENUE

Page 21 of 129



Page HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM  Stef8__TCO02687
O Original FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE me 10-30-2018
['iIUpdate Version 4.0 1/07 Recorder #

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation.

Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions,
Site Name(s) (address if none) _142 S Woodland Boulevard Muttiple Listing (DHR only)
Survey Project Name _SR_15 Photometric Project Survey # (DHR only) _’ch{_f]_

National Register Calegory (please checkane) ~ [Xlbuilding  [Jstructure  [Jeistrict  [Jsite  [Jobject
Ownership: Kprivate-profit Clprivate-nonprofit Ciprivate-individual Clprivate-nonspecific [Jeity [eounty [Jstate [Tfederal [INative American [Toreign urknown

LOCATION & MAPPING

Street Number Direction  Street Name Street Type Suffix Direction
Address: 142 8 Woodland Boulevard
Cross Slreets (nearest / between)
USGS 7.5 Map Name__ DE_1.aND USGS Date 2018 Plat or Other Map
City / Town (within 3 miles) DeLand In City Limits? Eyes OOno Ounknown Cowty _ Volusia
Township_17s  Range 30e  Section __16 Y section: ONW OSW [OSE [INE lIrregular-name:
Tax Parcel # 701653000040 Landgrant
Subdivision Name Block Lot
UTM Coordinates: Zone 016 17 Easungl [TTTTT] NorthingCT TTTTT]
Other Coordinates: X: Coardinate Syslem & Datum

Name of Public Tract (e.g.. park)

HISTORY

Construction Year: 1925 [Xlapproximately = Olyear listed or earlier ~ CJyear listed or later

O[lese Commercial {-'mmm 1925 T‘}M; 2018
CurentUse Coumercial From {year}: 1925 To {year): 2018
QOther Use From (year): To (year):

Moves:  [dyes [no [Juknown  Dale: mm

Alierations: [Jyes [Qno Eurknown Dale:

Additions: [yes [Ino Xurknown Dale: ﬁatu’e'

Architect {last name first): Builder (iast name first):

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.)

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preseyvation Ordinance? [Jyes [Ono [Xunknown Describe

DESCRIPTION

Commercial EHMM Rectangular wm 3
Exterior Fabwic{s) 1. Brick 2. 3
Roof Type{s) 1._Flat 2. Hip 3
Roof Material(s) 1. _Builr-up 2. Asphalt shingles 3
Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1, 2.

mﬂypes, materials, etc) _ fixed metal frame storefront windows; single pane casement windows with 6 pane

transoms

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior omaments) __square starburst & scroll decorative elements; tile w/words

"masonic temple"” E facade; flat roof with hipped E, §, and W sides, staggered parapet

Ancillary Features /- Ouitbaildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.)_There are no outbuildings
associated with 8VC01687.

DHR USE ONLY OFFICIAL EVALUATION ~ DHRUSEONLY

NR List Date SHPO - Appears to meet criteria for NR fisting: Myes [Ino  Oinsufficient info
KEEPER - Defermined eligible: Oyes [Ono Date
DOOwner Objection | NR Criteria for Evaluation: [Ja [Jb [Jc [Od  (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

HREED46RO107 Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building / 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250
Phone (850) 2456440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail SiteFite@dos.state.fl.us
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Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8 V001687

DESCRIPTION (continued)

Chimney: No._1  Chimney Material(s): 1. Brick 2.

Structural System(s): 1. _Brick 2. 3.
Foundation Typefs): 1. _continuous 2.

Foundation Material(s): 1. _concrete, Generic 2.

Main Entrance (stylistic detais) __Single off-center door entrance on N of E fagade, with 4 windows to S and 3 to E

Porch Descriptions (types, Iocations, roof types, etc) _Cloth and metal awning (addition)

Condition {overall resource condition): [Clexcellent Bdgood [dfair DOdeteriorated [ruinous
Narrative Descnpuon of Resource Resocurce 8VO01687 is a brick rectangular construction of 4-bay stylistic E

facade division and 3-bay stylistic E fagade division. It features multiple decorative elements and is

marked with a "Mascnic Temple" plagque on the E fagcade staggered parapet.

Archaeological Remains Ocheck if Archaeological Farm Completed
RESEARCH METHODS (check ali that apply)

RIFMSF record search (sites/surveys) Blibrary research Obuilding permits [ Sanborn maps

OFL State Archives/photo collection Ccity direclory Oloccupant/owner interview Oplat maps

Rproperty appraiser / tax records Onewspaper files DIneighbor interview OPublic Lands Survey (DEP)

Ecultural resource survey (CRAS) Ohistoric photos Ointerior inspection OHABS/HAER recard search

Hother methods (describe) _Pedestrian/Windshield Survey
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing it Oyes [Eno  DOinsufficient information

Appears 10 meet the criteria for National Register listing asaan ofa m Kyes [Jne [CJinsufficient information
Explanation of Evalisation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) _8v001687 is eligible for the NRHP as a
contributing rescurce to the Downtcown Deland Historic District (BVOD1971) .

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, "community planning & development’, etc.)
1. Architecture 3. Commerce ]

7. Community planning & development 4, 6.

DOCUMENTATION

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents

1) Documentlype _ALl materials at one location Maintaining organization _Southeastern Archaeclogical Research
Document description _Photos, Maps, Field Notes, Rerials File or accession #s __3749,439881
) Document type Mairtaining organization
Document description File or accession #'s
RECORDER INFORMATION
Recorder Name Armstrong, Kirsten; Guerrieri,Kelly Affiliation southeastern Archaeclogical Research

Recorder Contact Information _ 3117 Bdgewater Dr Orlando F1 32804/4072367711/4072367799/Kirsten.Armstrongésearchingy
{address / phone / fax / e-mail)

. © USGS 7.5 MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED -
Required @ | ARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP (avaiable rom most sroperty appraises web shes)

Attachments © PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE
Ifsubmnhnq an image file, # ust be inclixded on disk or CD AND in n hard copy format {piain paper is acceptable).
igital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff.
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O Previously Recorded Historic Structure

¢ Newly Recorded Historic Structure
- Previously Recorded NRHP Listing
[ Previousiy Recorded NRHP Historic District
- Previously Recorded Linear Resource
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Date: September 3, 2021

To: Benjamin Compton, Applicant

From: Belinda Williams-Collins, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Re: Alteration: Existing Building

142 S. Woodland Blvd.
Downtown Historic District
CC: Mike Holmes, Planning Director

The proposed exterior alterations will include:
1. Add a steel staircase and protective bollards to the rear of the property
to provide an additional exit from the building
2. Add the front windows previously approved (in 2016) to the sides of
the decorative masonry units.
Add windows and a doorway to the rear of the building
Close in a window on the north side of the building
Screen mechanical equipment on top of the building

AN o

Provide new roofing

App. #: COA21-088
Staff approved the above scope of work 9/3/21

The Certificate of Appropriateness (C.0.A.) must be posted with the Building Permit
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CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS

COA21-088

THIS CERTIFIES THAT
BENJAMIN COMPTON

Has received approval from the
City of DeLand
Historic Preservation Board
for the following improvements:

1. Add a steel staircase and protective bollards to the rear of the
property to provide an additional exit from the building.

2. Add the front windows previously approved (in 2016) to the
sides of the decorative masonry units.

3. Add windows and a doorway to the rear of the building.

4. Close in a window on the north side of the building.

5. Screen mechanical equipment on top of the building.

6. Provide new roofing.

To the building located at 142 S. Woodland Blvd.

Dated this 3 Day of September 2021

Historic Preservatlon Coordinator

W G,




BIM 360://Masonic Lodge Studios/2106 - Masonic Lodge_Central.rvt

9/21/2022 2:54:30 PM

KEYNOTES PROJECT #2106

2.7 EXISTING TERRA COTTA MASONRY ACCENT TO BE
SALVAGED AND REUSED WITH NEW WINDOW OPENING, COPYRIGHT BY JOHNSON
TYP. NATHAN STROHE (JNS). ALL
D4 REPLACE BUILDING ENTRANCE DOOR; RE: DRAWN AND WRITTEN
PLANS/ELEVATIONS/SCHEDULE INFORMATION APPEARING
D5 REMOVE WINDOWS AS INDICATED PER LEGEND, TYP. FA%%T;TE%HSIE}BE%L%ED
D.6 REMOVE PORITON OF EXISTING WALL TO CREATE A NEW DISCLOSED. USED FOR |

OPENING; RE: PLANS/ELEVATIONS/SCHEDULES ANOTHER PROJECT, OR

OTHERWISE USED WITHOUT
THE WRITTEN CONSENT AND
INDEMNIFICATION OF JNS

B  T.0. PARAPET B B B B B ~ T.0. PARAPET
B 150'-2" B B B B B B 1491§0.'.-2"@
T.0. ROOF
149'-8 7/8"
B ~ ROOF LEVEL B B J\ ~ ROOF LEVEL
140-3" f 140'-3"
B ~ LEVEL 3 MEZZ. B B = i 'LEVEL 3 MEZZ.
132'-10" l 132'-10"
|
B B LEVEL 3 - @ — - = = = = = B LEVEL 3 U)
124'-2 1/2" 124'-2 1/2" O
@ |
A S
® S
B B LEVEL 2 B B - = — ~ ~— = ~/ LEVEL2 N~
112'-0 3/4" == 112'-0 3/4" D AN
™
P J
' N 3
i O 3
LEVEL 1 LEVEL 1
B N 100'-0" “ B 1 7 i = / 100'-0" I I I j iIU
7 O o 2
/ O o
() W 5
= =
O o
<< o
— = g
NORTH ELEVATION - DEMO WEST ELEVATION - DEMO ( ) < 3
4 fe—70 3 e —ro DEMOLITION LEGEND - ELEVATION 1 8
=
S EXISTING CONSTRUCTION Z
ffffff TO BE REMOVED )
EgISREuﬁlﬁONSTRUCTION O g
e B S EXISTING BRICK AND MASONRY U) A
e WALL AREA TO BE REMOVED
WWW = METAL PANEL LOUVER COVER <
%f TO BE REMOVED 2

DEMOLITION NOTES

A. THE ARCHITECT HAS IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF KNOWN
DEMOLITION. THE BUILDING MAY CONTAIN ADDITIONAL,
UNKNOWN SCOPE UNSEEN AND THEREBY UNDOCUMENTED
BY THE ARCHITECT. THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR AND

DEMOLITION SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD VERIFY ALL
1 2 3 4 5 ) D C B A DEMOLITION WITH ARCHITECT PRIOR TO START OF WORK.
ADDITIONAL DEMOLITION MAY BE REQUIRED THAT IS NOT

SHOWN ON PLANS TO ACCOMMODATE NEW WORK.
B. ADDITIONAL EXPLORATORY DEMOLITION OF CONCEALED
SPACES SUCH AS WALLS, SOFFITS, AND CEILINGS IS
NECESSARY TO DETERMINE IF ADDITIONAL EXISTING
CONDITIONS WILL BE REQUIRED TO REMAIN, SUCH AS
CONCEALED BEAMS, BEARING WALLS, OR COLUMNS.
C. THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL
SHORING AND BRACING OF EXISTING CONSTRUCTION TO
~ T.0. PARAPET MAINTAIN STRUCTURAL AND BUILDING INTEGRITY DURING
= = 4 o o 150'-2" ALL DEMOLITION ACTIVITIES.
T.0. ROOF D. THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR
. PROTECTION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES LOCATED ON

T.0. PARAPET
uecr e,

T.0. ROOF | |
149-8 7/8" L

149'-8 7/8" ADJACENT PROPERTY.
E. THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR

PROTECTING EXISTING CONDITIONS INDICATED "TO REMAIN"
| MASONIC TEMPLE] =

OR "REMOVE AND SALVAGE" AS NOTED BY ARCHITECT.
| - o ~ ROOF LEVEL F. GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO REMOVE ALL FIXTURES AND
140'-3" FINISHES TO FACE OF DRYWALL/CMU/CONCRETE FOR WALLS
TO REMAIN, AND REMOVE ALL CEILINGS AND FLOOR
FINISHES TO STRUCTURE.
G. UNLESS SPECIFICALLY NOTED OTHERWISE, THE GENERAL
| CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSUME THAT EXISTING CONDITIONS
" NOT INDICATED TO BE REMOVED, SALVAGED, OR REUSED
Q SHALL REMAIN IN PLACE. THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR SHALL
D.6

ROOF LEVEL
140'-3"

D.6

()

BRING TO THE ATTENTION OF THE ARCHITECT ANY
DISCREPANCIES BETWEEN THESE DRAWINGS AND ACTUAL
FIELD CONDITIONS.

' 2.7 H. SCOPE OF WORK INCLUDES STRUCTURAL AND NON-

TYP. STRUCTURAL, INTERIOR ELEMENTS: TO INCLUDE MEP ITEMS

LEVEL 3 NOT NOTED IN PLAN SUCH AS ELECTRICAL OUTLETS AND

124'-2 1/2" WIRE RUNS, DATA/COMM HOOKUPS AND WIRE RUNS,

PLUMBING PIPES AND VENTS NOT BEING REUSED.

. GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO CAP AND MAKE SAFE ANY MEP
CONNECTIONS AT POINT OF REMOVAL.

J. SCOPE OF WORK INCLUDES EXTERIOR DEMOLITION. THE
GENERAL CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING
WEATHER PROTECTION AT ALL OPENINGS TO THE EXTERIOR.

K. ANY DEMOLITION WORK EXCEEDING OR DIFFERING FROM STAMP
THESE DRAWINGS MAY REQUIRE ADDITIONAL HISTORICAL

LEVEL 2 REVIEW BOARD REVIEW AND APPROVALS. 09.20.2022

— — — 1120 3/4" L. REFER TO MECHANICAL AND STRUCTURAL PLANS FOR S

FLOOR/CEILING/WALL OPENINGS REQUIRED FOR NEW WORK
TO BE COMPLETE.

M. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE OWNER TO PROCURE AND
PROVIDE ANY NECESSARY ENVIRONMENTAL, HAZARDOUS
MATERIAL, AND GEOTECHNICAL REPORTS TO THE GENERAL
CONTRACTOR AND DESIGN TEAM. THESE MATERIALS SHALL
BE REVIEWED AND RECOMMENDATIONS OR REQUIREMENTS
NOTED THEREIN SHALL BE IMPLEMENTED PRIOR TO ANY

LEVEL 1 LEVEL 1 DEMOLITION ACTIVITIES.

100'-0" ! 100'-0"

/// /// ISSUES/REVISIONS

@ # | DATE | DESCRIPTION

TYP.
LEVEL 3

124'-2 1/2"

Y

’ JOHNSON NATHAN STROHE

1600 Wynkoop St., Suite 100 | Denver, CO 80202

303.892.7062
WWW.JNS.DESIGN

JN

LEVEL 2
112-0 3/4"

| | 2021.07.23 |Schematic Design
2021.09.14 |Design Development

2022.09.23 |Construction
Documents

SOUTH ELEVATION - DEMO EAST ELEVATION - DEMO

2 1/8" = 1'-0" 1 1/8" = 1'-0"

SHEET TITLE
DEMOLITION
ELEVATIONS

SHEET NUMBER

AD01.03
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City of DeLand

Historic & Cultural Resources
120 S. Florida Ave.

DelLand, FL 32720
Planning@DelLand.org

DATE: May 2, 2024

TO: Historic Preservation Board

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Planner Il / Historic Resource Coordinator

RE: Certificate of Appropriateness (Alteration) for a commercial building fence

at 102 N. Alabama Ave.
Application No.: HPB24-084
Applicant: Simply Fence
Owner: MDF Deland, LLC
Zoning District: C-2A&H
Current Use: Bank

Florida Master Site File: None

Description of Proposed Work:

The applicant is proposing to remove an existing deteriorated 6> wooden fence, that has fallen
down and is missing some sections. The applicant would like to replace the existing fence with a
new 6-foot white vinyl fence with one 5-foot gate.

Staff Analysis
This property is located within the Downtown Historic District, Downtown Support District, and

Historic Design District. This property is a non-contributing structure in the Downtown Historic
District. This building was built in 1964 per the Volusia County Property Appraiser, with no
known exterior alterations except for painting and necessary repairs. The proposed work, vinyl
fencing, was not a commonly used fencing material at the time period this building was
constructed. The installation of the new vinyl fence will enhance the exterior of the building and
parking lot, versus what is currently existing on the property today, a deteriorated wooden 6-foot
fence.

Guidance from The City of DeLand’s Land Development Regulations and The Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

Land Development Regulations Sections 33-34.03 and 33-94.04 outline the Certificate of
Appropriateness requirements, Community Design Standards within the City of DelLand and
Design criteria for Historic Design and Downtown Support District. The sections below outline
the specific City of DeLand Land Development Regulations and the Secretary of Interior Standards
for Rehabilitation.

City of DeLand Land Development Regulation Section 33-34.03. Certificates of
appropriateness.
(b) Criteria for issuing.
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1. The decision on all certificates of appropriateness, except those for demolition, shall be
guided by the Secretary of the Interior's General Standards for Preservation Projects and
specific standards for rehabilitation stated as follows:

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
67.7 Standards for rehabilitation.

a) The following Standards for Rehabilitation are the criteria used to determine if a
rehabilitation project qualifies as a certified rehabilitation. The intent of the Standards is
to assist the long-term preservation of a property's significance through the preservation
of historic materials and features. The Standards pertain to historic buildings of all
materials, construction types, sizes, and occupancy and encompass the exterior and the
interior of historic buildings. The Standards also encompass related landscape features
and the building's site and environment, as well as attached, adjacent, or related new
construction. To be certified, a rehabilitation project must be determined by the Secretary
to be consistent with the historic character of the structure(s) and, where applicable, the
district in which it is located.

b) The following Standards are to be applied to specific rehabilitation projects in a
reasonable manner, taking into consideration economic and technical feasibility. (The
application of these Standards to rehabilitation projects is to be the same as under the
previous version so that a project previously acceptable would continue to be acceptable
under these Standards.)

1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property, which
requires minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use
a property for its originally intended purpose. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1))
la. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(1))
This criterion is not applicable, as the new fence will be installed along the property line, therefore
there is no proposed alteration to the existing building.

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its
environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(2))

2a. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall
be avoided. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(2))

This new fence will be installed along the property line, therefore there is no proposed alteration
to the overall building.

3. All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.
Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance
shall be discouraged. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(3))

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 102 N. Alabama Ave. Page 2 of 5
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3a. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(3))
The proposed work, vinyl fencing, was not a commonly used fencing material at the time period
(1964) this building was constructed. The existing fence material, wood, although rotten and
broken in sections, was a more commonly used fence material during the same time period. The
change in material from wood to vinyl is expected to be a more durable, lower-maintenance
product than a similar fence wood .

4. Changes, which may have taken place in the course of time, are evidence of the history
and development of a building, structure, or site and its environment. These changes may
have acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and
respected. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(4))

4a. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance
in their own right shall be retained and preserved. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(4))

This criterion is not applicable as no prior exterior changes have been done to the building, only
painting.

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship, which characterize a
building, structure, or site, shall be treated with sensitivity. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(5))
5a. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a historic property shall be preserved. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(5))
This criterion is not applicable as the exterior building will not be altered. The applicant is
proposing to install a 6-foot vinyl privacy fence with a 5-foot gate along the property line.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material
being replaced in composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplication of
features, substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or
structures. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(6))

6a. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match
the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(6))

The existing deteriorated wooden fence has fallen over, and is missing panels and sections.
Installing a new fence would be an improvement to the site, as the existing wood fence has
deteriorated beyond repair.

7. The surface cleaning of structure shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible.
Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials
shall not be undertaken. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(7))

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 102 N. Alabama Ave. Page 3 of 5
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7a. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(7))
This criterion is not applicable, as there are no plans for major surface cleaning other than normal
exterior routine cleaning and maintenance, as needed.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archeological resources
affected by, or adjacent to any acquisition, protection, stabilization, preservation,
demolition, rehabilitation, restoration, or reconstruction project. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(8))

8a. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. (36 CFR
67.7 (b)(8))

This criterion is not applicable, as there are no archeological resources affected.

9. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,
material, and character of the property, neighborhood or environment. (LDR Section 33-
34.03(b)(9))

9a. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(9))

The installation of the fence will not destroy the historic materials of the existing building or the
property. The new work will be differentiated from the old, but will be consistent with the massing,
size, scale, and architectural features of the existing structure.

10. Wherever possible, new additions or alteration to structures shall be done in such a manner
that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and
integrity of the structure would be unimpaired. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(10))

10a. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. (36 CFR 67.7 (b)(10))

If the new fence were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure
would be unimpaired. The only portion of the building connecting the existing and new proposed
fence is a 4°x4” support post, leaving the majority of the exterior side of the building unaltered.

11. The use of integral color, rather than applied color, is encouraged in new construction and
in restoration or preservation projects. Colors, whether integral or applied, should be
appropriate to the architecture. (LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(11))

This criterion is not applicable as the applicant has no intentions of painting at this time.

City of DeLand Land Development Regulation Section 33-94.04. Design criteria for Historic
Design and Downtown Support District.

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 102 N. Alabama Ave. Page 4 of 5
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All development except single and two-family dwellings within the Historic Design District and
the Downtown Support District shall comply with the standards set forth in the most current
revision of Design Guidelines for Commercial Building in Downtown DelLand which is
incorporated herein by reference.

(a) General architectural design.
4, Modifications and additions to existing structures shall be consistent with the style
and character of the existing structure. Structures within the Downtown Support
District shall result in a consistent and uniform treatment for the entire building.
The installation of this fence will not be consistent with the style and character of the existing
structure, as the materials are different to what is existing.

5. Structures in these districts shall be designed to extend and to enhance the
attractiveness of the city's streetscape. Building design shall have characteristics
and elements that relate favorably to the predominantly pedestrian scale of the
district.

The removal of the deteriorated wooden fence, and installation of a new fence will enhance the
city’s streetscape, creating a more attractive appearance.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff finds this proposed project is consistent with City of DeLand Land Development Regulations
Sections 33-34.03 and 33-94.04 and recommends the Historic Preservation Board approve the
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) as presented with an immediate effective date.

Historic Preservation Board shall take one of the following actions (LDR Section 33-34.03(c)(6)

1. Grant the certificate of appropriateness with an immediate effective date;

2. Grant the certificate of appropriateness with special modifications and conditions;

3. Delay granting the certificate of appropriateness for a demolition for a period of not less than
30 days nor more than 60 days;

4. Deny the certificate of appropriateness.

5. If the Historic Preservation Board finds that the proposed work does not comply with the
requirements of this Section 33-94.04, the Board shall set forth the reasons that the proposed
work does not comply with such requirements. (Section 33-94.04 Design Criteria for Historic
Design and Downtown Support District)

Attachments:
Vicinity Map
Proposed fence location

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 102 N. Alabama Ave. Page 50f 5
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City of DeLand

Historic & Cultural Resources
120 S. Florida Ave.

DelLand, FL 32720
Planning@DelLand.org

DATE: May 2, 2024

TO: Historic Preservation Board

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Planner Il & Historic Resource Coordinator

RE: Historic Preservation Review (Local Registry Nomination) for a mixed-use

building 306 W. Wisconsin Ave.

Application No.: HPB24-085

Applicant: Halley Matuszczak

Owner: Robert & Jessica Levings

Current Use: Vacant

Zoning District: PD (North West Square PD)

Florida Master Site File: 8V03557 (The address on the form is 242 N. Clara,
property has double frontage)

Original Structure Information (Provided from Florida Master Site File Structure Form)
Date of

_—— +/- 1926 Style: Late gothic revival

Construction:
Structural System: Hollow clay tile Foundation Type:  Continuous: Brick
Siding: Brick Stories: 2

) . : . . Lancet 16/6;
Roof: Composition Shingles Windows: stained leaded glass
Roof Type: Gable Chimneys: 1: Brick W: slope
Porch: None Secondary 8 triangular

Structure: dormers

Description of Proposed Work:

This property is located within the Downtown Support District and West DeLand Residential
Historic District (National Registry). The applicant is seeking approval to be added on the City of
DeLand Historic Local Registry, nomination by the Property Owner.

Staff Analysis
The nomination of this property, located within the Downtown Support District and West DelLand

Residential Historic District (National Registry) has been reviewed per the City’s Land
Development Regulation Section 33-34.02. The Florida Master Site File outlines some of the
historical significance of this building and although the original church has been expanded, the
architectural features retain most of the original character, and have continued to be maintained
throughout the years. The current owner is in the process of renovating the building to include
residential units, offices, and event space. Although the interior of the building is being renovated,
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the exterior is remaining unchanged except for necessary repairs, where needed. The addition of
this building to the Local Registry is a benefit to the community and the surrounding properties.

Placement on the Local Register

In accordance with section 33-34.02 in the City of DeLand Land Development Regulations, the
Historic Preservation Board shall within 60 days review the nomination and write a
recommendation thereon. The recommendation shall include specific findings and conclusions
as to why the nomination does or does not meet the appropriate criteria outlined in this section
along with any owner's objections to the listing. The recommendation shall also include a map
that shows the proposed boundaries for any Historic District and any individual historic property
recommended for listing. If the 60-day period runs [out] and the board has not prepared and sent
a recommendation, and the period has not been extended by mutual consent of the applicant and
the board, the nomination may be submitted by the applicant directly to the planning board.

Criteria for listing on the local register
Land Development Regulations Section 33-34.02 outlines the local register of historic places
requirements in the City of DeLand.

1. Any site, building, structure, object or district which is listed on the National Register of
Historic Places shall be automatically nominated by the historic preservation board for
the local register pursuant to section (c) above.

Although this building is not individually listed, it is considered a contributing building within the
West DeLand Residential District, a National Register of Historic Places district.

2. A site, building, structure, object, or district must meet the following criteria before it
may be listed on the local register:
a. It possesses integrity of location, design setting, materials, workmanship, feeling
and association; and

The Florida Master Site File states the late gothic revival style building was constructed in 1926.
The exterior material is brick, with multiple triangular dormers and lancet stained leaded glass
windows. The builder is listed as Odell Dugger, and the building is located just outside of the
historic downtown, on the corner of W. Wisconsin Avenue with a predominant frontage along N.

Clara Avenue.

b. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history; or is associated with the lives of persons significant to our
past; or embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values,
or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction; or have yielded or may be likely to yield information
important to history or prehistory.

Although the Florida Master Site File does not list a lot of information regarding the history of the
building, there are still remaining distinctive characteristics of the building, despite multiple
expansions and renovations. Over the years, the overall exterior brick wall fabric, large leaded
glass lancet windows, cross-gable roof with multiple triangular dormers and a predominant
recessed front entrance along North Clara enclosed by a decorative arch have remained. Although
the new owners have redeveloped the site to reuse the existing building for a mix of uses,

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 306 W. Wisconsin Ave. Page 2 of 3
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includingl5 apartments and first floor commercial/meeting space, they have committed to
maintaining the building exterior and will repair the existing exterior, as needed.

3. A property located in district shall be designated as contributing to that district if the
property is one which, by its location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling
and association, adds to the district's sense of time and place and historical development.

This building, if added to the DelLand Local Historic Registry, would be designated as a
contributing property for the Local Registry as it is listed as a contributing structure in the West
DeLand Residential District (National Historic District).

4. A property should be considered noncontributing if the property's integrity of location,
design, setting materials, workmanship, feeling and association have been so altered that
the overall integrity of the property has been irretrievably lost; or the property was built
within the past 50 years, unless a strong justification concerning their historical or
architectural merit is given or the historical attributes of the district are considered to be
less than 50 years old.

This property would be considered contributing due to the integrity of the design, materials, history
and craftsmanship.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff finds that this nomination request is consistent with the City’s Land Development Regulation
Section 33-34.02 and meets the criteria as outlined. Staff recommends the Historic Preservation
Board to approve this nomination application as presented and forward the same recommendation
to City Commission for approval.

Attachments:

Vicinity Map

Historical Structure Form (8V03557) — Florida Master Site File (1991)
Concept floor plan

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 306 W. Wisconsin Ave. Page 3 of 3
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RECORD NUMBER: 91

Page 1 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM site 8 Y0 RSKF
X original FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE
update

SITE NAME: Trinity Meth. Episcopal Church
HISTORIC CONTEXTS: Boom Times
NAT. REGISTER CATEGORY: Building
OTHER NAMES OR MSF NOS:
COUNTY: Volusia OWNERSHIP TYPE: CONP
PROJECT NAME: Stetson University + City of DeLand: S+P DHR NO. 23%33§Co
LOCATION:
ADDRES88: 242 North Clara Avenue 0 ,
CITY: DeLand “ﬁﬁj@fj\ O VO A‘6L91

VICINITY OF/ROUTE TO: See attached maps

SUB: Rich’s Addition to Deland BLOCK 7 LOT A

PLAT OR OTHER MAP: Prop. Appraiser Map of Volusia County

TOWNSHIP: 17S RANGE: 30E SECTION: 8 1/4: 1/4-1/4:

IRREGULAR SEC? Yy Xn LAND GRANT: None

USGS 7.5 MAP: Deland, FL 1964: PR 1980

UTM: ZONE: EASTING: NORTHING:

COORDINATES: LATITUDE: D M 8 LONGITUDE: D M 8
HISTORY

ARCHITECT:

BUILDER: O©dell Dugger

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1926 RESTORATION DATE(8):
MODIFICATION DATE(S): 1960

MOVE: DATE: ORIG. LOCATION:
ORIGINAL USE (8): Religious

PRESENT USE (8): Religious

DESCRIPTION
STYLE: Late Gothic Revival
PLAN: EXTERIOR: L-shaped
PLAN: INTERIOR:
NO. STORIES: 2 QUTBLDGS: (0 PORCHES: O DORMERS: 8
STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S8): Hollow clay tile
EXTERIOR FABRIC(S): Brick
FOUNDATION: TYPE: Continuous
MATERIALS: Brick
INFILL:
PORCHES:
ROOF: TYPE: Gable
SURFACING: Composition shingle
SECONDARY STRUCS: 8 triangular dormers
CHIMNEY: NO.: 1
MATERIALS: Brick
LOCATIONS: W: slope
WINDOWS8: Lancet 16/6; stained leaded glass

EXTERIOR ORNAMENT: Stained glass, lancet windows, decorative molding
CONDITION: Good
SURROUNDINGS: Residential
NARRATIVE:

See Continuation Sheet

o

SEE S}f”*‘rw FEGY T SR 3 e e “-?"
ORIGIMAL ¥17 0 0w 2 iAoy ))
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gﬁg(e)m: o - FMSF HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Bite 8 VO ,2667

ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AT THE SITE
FMSF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORM COMPLETED? Yy Xn
ARTIFACTS OR OTHER REMAINS: None observed

RECORDER’S EVALUATION OF SBITE
AREAS OF BIGNIFICANCE: Architecture; religion

ELIGIBLE FOR NAT. REGISTER? X Yy n likely, need info insf info
SIGNIF. AS PART OF DISTRICT? X ¥ n likely, need info insf info
SIGNIFICANT AT LOCAL LEVEL? X ¥ n likely, need info insf info

SUMMARY OF SBIGNIFICANCE
See continuation sheet

%* * * % DHR USE ONLY * % * % * % % DHR USE ONLY % * % % % *%
* DATE LISTED ON NR *
* KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIG. (DATE): _YES _NO *
* SHPQ EVAIUATION OF ELIGIBILITY (DATE): _YES __NO *
* LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIG. (DATE): _YES _NO *
* OFFICE *
* *
* *

* * * DHR USE ONLY * * * % % % * DHR USE ONLY * * * % %

RECORDER INFORMATION: NAME: Sidney Johnston
DATE: 02/01/91 AFFILIATION: Historic Property Associates, Inc.

PHOTOGRAPHS
LOCATION OF NEGATIVES: HPA, Inc., St. Augustine, FL
NEGATIVE NUMBERS: Roll 3, #21

PHOTOGRAFPH M A P

See Attachments
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RN 91 CONTINUATION SHEET
STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Architectural Narrative: This two-story masonry church is located at 242 North Clara Avenue. Its Late
Gothic Revival styling is expressed by a cross-gable roof pierced by numerous triangular dormers and a
recessed entrance enclosed by a decorative arch, Cast crete embellishes lintels, sills, buttresses, and belt
courses. Fenestration consists of leaded-glass lancet windows. The exterior wall fabric is brick. Although
the church has been expanded over time, it retains much of its original character.

Architectural Context: The Gothic Revival style, popular in the U.S. between 1840 and 1880, has its roots in
England from the mid-eighteenth century. In the U.S,, Richard Upjohn and Alexander Jackson Davis
developed the style in the 1830s and 1840s for ecclesiastical and residential buildings, respectively. Later,
Andrew Jackson Downing popularized the style with several pattern books, which showed the suitability of
the style even to modest domestic designs. Downing stressed the style’s application in rural settings, where it
would be compatible with the natural landscape. His efforts helped to make Gothic Revival one of the
dominant building styles of the 1840s. Ecclesiastical examples of the style range from Richard Upjohn’s
masterwork, Trinity Church in New York City (1839-1846), to his smaller Carpenter Gothic version of the
style, St. Luke’s in Clermont, New York (1857). Domestic versions include Alexander Jackson Davis’ Glen
Ellen in Baltimore, Maryland (1832), and the Nicholls House, another design by Davis in Llewellyn Park,
Orange, New Jersey (1858). The Gothic Revival style went into decline following the Civil War, and
relatively few examples exist from the 1870s and 1880s.

The term Late Gothic Revival is generally applied to buildings erected after 1890 that still reflect
elements of the Gothic Revival style. As with the Gothic Revival style, relatively few examples of Late
Gothic Revival buildings were erected in the state. Examples are typically located in older communities such
as Tallahassee, St. Augustine, and Jacksonville. Erected in the 1870s and 1880s, small churches erected by
the Episcopal Dioceses are scattered throughout the peninsula. Identifying features of this style include a
steeply-pitched gable roof, often with one or more intersecting cross-gables, decorative vergeboard in the
gables, wood siding, often board-and-batten; one-story entrance or end porch; and varied window treatments
including lancet, cantilevered oriels, and double-hung sash windows, often with diamond pane glazing,

Characterized by the use of the pointed arch at the gable end, the Late Gothic Revival style has a sub-
category called "Collegiate Gothic,” which was employed on education-related buildings beginning in the
1890s, with excellent examples of that style at the campus of the University of Florida in Gainesville. When
applied to large-scale public, religious, or education-related structures, the Late Gothic Revival style typically
involved brick as a construction material with liberal use of cast crete to embellish coping, cartouches, and
belt courses. Other features of the style include a steeply-pitched parapet-gable roof, often with one or more
intersecting cross-gables; towers and spires; decorative embellishment in the gables; and varied window
treatments including lancet, cantilevered oriels, and double-hung sash windows, often with diamond pane

glazing.

Historical Narrative: Located in Rich’s Addition to DeLand, which was platted by John Rich in 1883, the
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church was built in 1926 by Odell Dugger at a cost of $125,000. A south
extension was added in 1960 (building corerstone; DeLand Daily News, April 24, 1926; Zelma Coonley,
conversation with Sidney Johnston, February, 1991).

Historical Context: DeLand, founded in 1876, was incorporated in 1882 and became the seat of government
for Volusia County in 1888. The home of Stetson University, Florida’s oldest private university, DeLand
developed quickly in the late nineteenth century, largely through the promotional efforts of Henry A,

DelL and, the community’s namesake. The introduction of the railroad and an economy based on citrus
spurred the first period of development. Although devastating freezes in the mid 1890s slowed growth, the
commercial and citrus industries became revitalized over the following decade. By 1910, the population had
doubled to 2,812. During that interval significant construction began, which resulted in an expanded
commercial district, the formation of residential neighborhoods, and the extension of municipal services to
many areas of the community. By 1910, Stetson University’s campus had become a prominent landscape
feature at the north end of DeLand. Although events associated with World War I retarded growth, by 1920
the population had reached 3,324. During the Florida land boom of the 1920s, real estate sales played an )
important role in the local economy. Numerous subdivisions were platted and buildings constructed. Within
five years the population nearly doubled. The collapse of the boom in 1926 brought development to a virtual
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halt. Together with the rest of the state, DeLand entered a period of economic decline, though moderate
construction persisted throughout the Depression decade. Development in DeLand since 1950 has
compromised some of the community’s irreplaceable historic buildings. Nevertheless, the historic resources
that remain represent architectural and cultural legacies worth preserving, Sensitive historic preservation
planning and management is needed to ensure their protection,
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City of DeLand

Historic & Cultural Resources
120 S. Florida Ave.

DelLand, FL 32720
Planning@DelLand.org

DATE: May 2, 2024

TO: Historic Preservation Board

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Planner Il/Historic Resource Coordinator

RE: Historic Preservation Review (Historic Preservation Property Tax

Exemption) for a Commercial Building 306 W. Wisconsin Ave.

Application No.: HPB24-082

Applicant: Halley Matuszczak

Owner: Robert & Jessica Levings

Current Use: Vacant

Zoning District: PD (North West Square PD)

Florida Master Site File: 8V03557 (The address on the form is 242 N. Clara,
property has double frontage)

Original Structure Information (Provided from Florida Master Site File Structure Form)

Date of ) . .

Construction: +/- 1926 Style: Late gothic revival

Structural System: Hollow clay tile Foundation Type:  Continuous: Brick

Siding: Brick Stories: 2

Roof: Composition Shingles Windows: Lancet 16/6; stained

leaded glass

Roof Type: Gable Chimneys: 1: Brick W: slope

Porch: None Secondary 8 triangular dormers
Structure:

Description of Proposed Work:

This property is located within the Downtown Support District and West DeLand Residential
Historic District (National Registry District). The applicant is planning a full redevelopment of
this historic structure, and is requesting approval to receive the Historic Property Tax Exemption.

Part 1 — Historic Preservation Property Tax Exemption Application: Evaluation of Property
Eligibility

All property owners submitting applications for properties in historic or archaeological districts
must complete Part 1 of the application, entitled Evaluation of Property Eligibility. Owners of
buildings or sites individually listed in the National Register or individually designed as a historic
property or landmark under a local ordinance need not complete this part of the application.
However, applications submitted to the Division for properties individually designated as historic
properties or landmarks by local ordinance must be accompanied by copies of the designation
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report for the property and official correspondence or other documentation verifying such
designation.

The applicant has applied to be added to the Local Historic Registry, if approved by the Historic
Preservation Board at their May 2, 2024 meeting, and the City Commission at their May 20, 2024
meeting, then the applicant will not need to complete Part 1 of the application, as the executed
Ordinance would verify the designation.

1. Description of Physical Appearance. Provide information about the major exterior and
interior features of the building.
a. Describe the building in its existing condition (before improvement) — not as it was
when first built (unless unchanged) or as it will be after improvement.

The property is currently vacant, but work has begun on the redevelopment of this property from
a church to 15 apartments with offices/mixed uses on the first floor. Due to the proposed work
being all interior and the exterior remaining unchanged, the necessary building permits were

applied for and issued, with no Historic Preservation Board approval required.

b. Describe any changes that have been made to the building since its original
construction.
Since the time of the original construction, there have been multiple additions to the building, all
of which have maintained similar architectural features as the original building. The original
characteristics remain unchanged, and the new owners have committed to maintain the existing
architectural features and materials on the building exterior. Any ongoing maintenance and repair
will maintain the historic integrity.

c. Other buildings on the property such as carriage houses, barns and sheds should
also be described.
This criterion is not applicable, as there are no other buildings on the property, except for a Porte-
cochere that is attached to the South of the building.

d. Finally, discuss the way in which the building relates to others in the district in
terms of siting, scale, material, construction, and date of construction.
As outlined in the National Register of Historic Places Registration Form dated Oct. 20, 1992,
there is only one other Gothic Revival style building within the West DeLand Residential Historic
District (National Registry District) which is the St. Barnabas Episcopal Church, constructed in
1883. These two buildings are neighbors, with North Clara Avenue located between them.

2. Statement of Significance. Summarize how the building contributes to the significance of
the district.

a. This summary should relate to the significance of this district (including the
district’s period of significant) as identified in the National Register nomination or
district designation documentation.

This property would contribute to the significance of the district because of the integrity of the
design, materials, history, craftsmanship and the limited number of gothic revival structures within
the City and within the West DeLand Residential Historic District (National Registry District).

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 306 W. Wisconsin Ave. Page 2 of 4

Page 57 of 129



b. Is it similar to other buildings in the district in scale, building materials, style and
period of construction?
As outlined in criterion 1d, there is only one additional gothic revival style building within the
West DeLand Residential Historic District.

c. Note important persons from the past associated with the building, former uses of
the property, and the name of the architect or builder, if known.
The builder is listed as Odell Dugger, as outlined in the online obituary of his son, Donald R.
Dugger, Odell was a successful general contractor. Donald worked alongside his father, Odell, and
later took over the family construction company, continuing the legacy, by building many
residential and commercial buildings in and around the DeLand area.

3. Photographs and Maps. Provide good, clear photographs describing the building or site
and its surroundings before improvement. Provide a map of the historic district, clearly
identifying the lot on which the building or site is located.

Photographs are provided in Attachment “A” and Attachment “B” is a map of the district, showing
the building location.

4. Drawings or sketches. Drawings or sketches are required for proposed (or completed)
project work to show alterations and new construction on the property. Drawings or
sketches must be sufficiently detailed to show existing (pre-project) conditions and
anticipated (or completed) changed.

Attachment “C” shows the proposed project work for the property.

Part 2 — Historic Preservation Property Tax Exemption Application: Description of
Improvements
1. Data on building or archeological site and improvement project:
a. Indicate the type of construction of the existing building (e.g., masonry bearing
wall, wood frame, steel frame, concrete).
The type of construction of this building is brick, hollow clay tile structural system, with a brick
continuous foundation type.

b. Give the use(s) of the building before improvement (e.g., school/vacant).
As stated on the Trinity United Methodist Church website brief history section, the church moved
into the building in 1926 and has continued to occupy the building until two years ago, under a
few different name changes.

2. Detailed description of improvement work:
a. Provide a description of the project work. Describe the entire project.
The applicant is proposing to completely renovate and redevelop the interior of the building from
a church to 15-unit apartments, food hall, tap room and wine bar, indoor/outdoor event space, retail
space and market and coffee bar. The exterior of the building will remain unchanged, except for
any necessary repairs.

b. For buildings, begin by describing site work, followed by work on the exterior,
including new construction and finally work on the interior.

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report — 306 W. Wisconsin Ave. Page 3 of 4
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The applicant has already begun the interior work, which has included additional plumbing, new
fire alarm/sprinkler system, reroof, additional framing, electrical and mechanical work.

3. Photographs. Provide photos documenting the interior and exterior conditions, prior to
any work, and show the areas of proposed work (or for projects completed before
application, areas and features affected by the completed improvements).

Photographs are provided in Attachment “A”

Part 3 — Historic Preservation Property Tax Exemption Application: Request for Review of
Completed Work

Part 3 of this application will be forthcoming. When the applicant has completed the work outlined
within the application, they will need to submit photos and documentation to be reviewed by City
Staff and the Historic Preservation Board. The Historic Preservation Board will then forward their
recommendation to the City Commission for final approval.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff finds that this historic property tax exemption application is consistent with the City’s Land
Development Regulation Section 33-34.02 and meets the criteria as outlined. Staff recommends
the Historic Preservation Board to approve this tax abatement preconstruction application as
presented.

Historic Preservation Board Action:
The Historic Preservation Board shall make a determination of the following:
1) Whether or not the proposed project will be a qualifying improvement as defined by this
Ordinance; and
2) Whether or not the work, as proposed, is in compliance with applicable review standards.

If the Board finds, by majority vote, that the proposed project is a qualifying improvement and that
the work proposed is in compliance with applicable review standards, the Board shall approve the
Preconstruction Application.

If the Board finds, by majority vote, that the proposed project is either not a qualifying
improvement, or is not in compliance with applicable review standards, the Board shall advise the
Applicant as to the changes necessary to make it a qualifying improvement and the Board’s
recommendations to the bring the project in compliance with applicable review standards. The
Applicant may resubmit the Preconstruction Application for further review at a future regular or
special meeting of the Historic Preservation Board.

Attachments:

Vicinity Map

Historical Structure Form (8VO3557) — Florida Master Site File (1991)
Preconstruction Application

Attachment A — Photos of existing conditions

Attachment B — Historic Reference Map showing project location
Attachment C — Proposed concept floor plan
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Emily Kunkel

From: Halley Matuszczak <halley@nwsrealty.com>
Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 1:52 PM

To: Emily Kunkel

Subject: Re: Tax Abatement - 306 W Wisconsin

This project aims to bring new life to a cherished historic landmark, once a revered church, now
poised to become a vibrant downtown hub. By repurposing the architectural splendor and rich
heritage of the former church, we envision creating a dynamic space that fosters community
engagement, cultural exchange, and economic vitality. Within this space, we plan to have the
following:

e 15 Apartments

e Food hall

e Tap room and wine bar

e Indoor and outdoor event space
¢ Retail space

e Market and coffee bar

In order to make this future space possible, we plan to complete the following updates to the property:

e Renovation of former classrooms into apartments, utilizing as much of the existing square
footage as possible.

e Restoration of the sanctuary to level the floor and rebuild the original 1926 stage using the
original heart pine flooring, enabling the space to continue hosting events.

e Prevent further roof leaks by reroofing the entire building.

« Remove the old, non-working elevator and install a new lift for improved ADA access.

e Uncover and restore the original interior brick walls throughout the building and original heart
pine flooring.

e Restore and ensure operation of original windows, 