
 CITY OF DELAND 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE  

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
DECEMBER 4, 2025 AT 5:00 PM 

CITY HALL, COMMISSION CHAMBERS 
120 SOUTH FLORIDA AVENUE 

AGENDA 

 

CALL TO ORDER      
  
ROLL CALL      
  
ELECTIONS      
  
  1. Chairperson 
         
  2. Vice-Chairperson 
         
    

 

      
APPROVAL OF MINUTES      
  
  1. September 4, 2025, Meeting Minutes 
         
    

 

      
OLD BUSINESS      
  
NEW BUSINESS      
  
  1. Historic Preservation Review (Public Art Mural) on the west side of the building at 116 West 

New York Avenue, in the Artisan Alley. 
Application No.: HPB25-193 
Applicant: Leanne Lowman 
Owner: Conrad Realty Co. 

         
    

 

      
  2. Certificate of Appropriateness (Exterior Alteration - Signage) for a commercial building 

located at 112 E. New York Ave. 
Application No.: HPB25-197 
Applicant: Aspen Group 
Owner: First Baptist Church Holding Company of Orange City FL, LLC 

         
    

 

      
  3. Certificate of Appropriateness (Exterior Alteration - Windows) for a commercial building 

119 North Woodland Blvd. 
Application No.: HPB25-202 
Applicant: Ed Senez Aluminum Specialist, Inc 
Owner: Dempsey Properties DeLand, Inc. 
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STAFF UPDATES      
  
OTHER DISCUSSION      
  
NEXT SCHEDULED MEETING DATE     Thursday, January 1, 2026 at 5:00 PM 
  
ADJOURNMENT      
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MINUTES - CITY OF DELAND 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING 

City Commission Chambers 

120 South Florida Avenue 

September 4, 2025 - 5:00 P.M. 
 

 

DRAFT September 4, 2025 Historic Preservation Board Meeting Minutes Page 1 of 2 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

Having been duly noticed as required by law, the September 4, 2025 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: Reggie Santilli, Matthew West, Scott Price, Vice-Chairman, William Hoffman & 

West Costa 

Absent: Solomon Greene, Chairman 

City Staff: Carol Kuhn, AICP, Planning Director; Debi Glick, Development Services Manager; 

Emily Kunkel, Senior Planner/Historic Resource Coordinator; Sam Nelson, Planner 

I; Kieu Moses, Risk/Safety/Events Manager; & Aerial McCann, City Attorney. 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Reggie Santilli motioned to approve the August 7, 2025 meeting minutes as presented. Matthew 

West seconded the motion and all approved unanimously. (4-0) 

IV. PRESENTATIONS 

None 

V. OLD BUSINESS 

None 

 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 

1. Historic Preservation Review (Public Art Mural) located on the north side of the 

building at 102 ½ West Rich Avenue.  

Application No.: HPB25-145 

Applicant: City of DeLand  

Owner: Scott & Maria Price  

Emily Kunkel provided an overview of the application and stated that review by the Historic 

Preservation Board shall be a recommendation only and shall be for the purpose of Historic 

Preservation Board providing recommendations and/or input which may serve to have the mural better 

fit with the historic ambiance of the district.  

 

Kieu Moses provided a quick overview of the artist and the proposed mural. 

 

The majority of the Board members are in favor of the mural as presented; however, they provide the 

following recommendations/input which shall be forwarded to the Mural Art Committee for final 

review: 

• The new mural will remain in the same location as the existing mural, and will not cover any of 

the surrounding brick. 

• Blend the existing window into the mural 

• Change the existing flag to an American flag 

• Ensure the new rendering will fit proportionately into the existing location. 
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DRAFT September 4, 2025 Historic Preservation Board Meeting Minutes  Page 2 of 2 

No formal action required. This item only requires recommendation and input from the Historic 

Preservation Board to be forwarded to the Public Art Mural Committee for final approval, taking 

the Historic Preservation Boards recommendations and input into consideration. 

 

VII. STAFF UPDATES 

None 

VIII. OTHER DISCUSSION 

None 

IX. NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED MEETING 

The next Historic Preservation Board meeting will be October 2, 2025 at 5:00 p.m. in City of 

DeLand Commission Chambers. 

X. ADJOURNMENT 

As there was no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:12 P.M. 
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City of DeLand 

Historic & Cultural Resources 

120 S. Florida Ave. 

DeLand, FL 32720 

Planning@DeLand.org 

 

DATE: December 4, 2025 

TO:  Historic Preservation Board 

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Senior Planner/Historic Resource Coordinator 

RE: Historic Preservation Review (Public Art Mural) 116 West New York Avenue 

(West side of the building, in Artisan Alley) 

 Application No.: HPB25-193 

 Applicant: Leanne Lowman 

 Owner: Conrad Realty Co. 

Description of Proposed Work: 

The proposed mural will be located in the Artisan Alley, and as described by the applicant, will be 

part of the Audubon Mural Project. This public-art initiative aims to raise awareness of the plight 

of birds threatened in areas all around the world. The project was first launched by Audubon in the 

Harlem neighborhood of New York City. This mural will depict a Florida Scrub Jay, which is 

currently listed as threatened in Central Florida, specifically Volusia County. The mural will be 

painted by a local artist, Leanne Lowman and the size of the mural will be approximately 9 feet 

wide X 10 feet height. 

Process: 

The process for murals within the City’s Historic District, shall first be scheduled for review by 

the City’s Historic Preservation Board. A review by the Historic Preservation Board shall be a 

recommendation only and shall be for the purpose of Historic Preservation Board providing 

recommendations and/or input which may serve to have the mural better fit with the historic 

ambiance of the district. The Historic Preservation Board shall provide and forward their 

recommendation and/or input to the City’s Public Mural Art Committee for final approval, taking 

the Historic Preservation Boards recommendations and input into consideration. 

Staff Analysis 

The color scheme of this mural is consistent with the approved colors for the Historic Downtown 

DeLand. This mural be located next to the existing Lue Gim Gong, “Citrus Wizard” mural, and 

will enhance the historical ambiance of the district by expanding on our historic character and 

expanding the artistic atmosphere of Artisan Alley. 

Recommendation: 

The Historic Preservation Board shall provide a recommendation and/or input which may serve to 

have the mural better fit with the historic ambiance of the district. Staff recommends the Historic 

Preservation Board forward their recommendation/input to Public Mural Art Committee for 

consideration. 

Attachments: 

Vicinity Map 

Applicant’s Request 
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{{tenant:description}}
Mural Art Application

The following summarizes your transaction with {{tenant:description}} for
{{workflow:workflowName}}

Sponsoring Organization Or Individual

Contact first name: Leanne

Contact last name: Lowman

Contact email address: llowman1@gmail.com

Contact phone number: (843) 307-3047

Address: 1519 3rd Ave

Address Line 2:

City: DeLand

State: FL

Zip code: 32724

Lead Artist

First name: Leanne

Last name: Lowman

Email address: llowman1@gmail.com

Primary phone number: (843) 307-3047

Address: 720 West Howry Ave.

Address Line 2:

City: DeLand

State: FL
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Zip code: 32720

Mural Proposal

Address: Artisan Alley

Address Line 2: 116 West New York Ave

City: DeLand

State: Option 1

Zip code: 32720

Cross Street And
Intersection: New York and Artisan Alley

Mural Title: Florida Scrub Jay

Dimensions: Nine Feet wide by ten feet High

Estimated Start Date: 11/12/2025

Estimated Completion
Date: 11/26/2025

{{label:fsProposal}}

{{result:fsProposal}}

{{label:fsMaterials}}

{{result:fsMaterials}}

{{label:fsIndividuals}}

{{result:fsIndividuals}}

Requested Documents

Lead artist's
resume,
qualifications
and examples
of previous
work:

Lead Artist Information.pdf,Pattie wall mural.jpg
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Three (3)
letters of
community
support:

Martha Letter of Support.pdf,WVTouristCenter.pdf,WVAS Audubon Mural Project to Kieu Moses.pdf

Letter of
approval from
building
property
owner:

BarbShepLetterOfApproval.pdf

Maintenance
Plan (including
parties
responsible for
maintenance
and contact
information):

Mural Maintenance Plan.pdf

Color image of
design
including
dimensions,
colors and
details
(approx.10
megabytes at
300 dpi):

DescriptionOfMuralImage.pdf,GOLDENRecommended-Colors-for-Exterior-
Murals.pdf,GOLDENMuralandTheme_ColorChart.pdf,VandleGuardDoc.pdf,WatercolorPaintingOfMuralImage.jpg

Two images of
Site (one image
of the existing
wall as is and
one image of
mural
superimposed):

area of audubon mural2.jpg,wall with mural 2.jpg

Vetting result:

Public -
Message to
applicant:

Page 9 of 68



Page 10 of 68



Page 11 of 68



Page 12 of 68



City of DeLand 

Historic & Cultural Resources 

120 S. Florida Ave. 

DeLand, FL 32720 

Planning@DeLand.org 

 

 Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 112 E. New York Ave. Page 1 of 6 

 

DATE: December 4, 2025 

 

TO:  Historic Preservation Board 

 

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Senior Planner/Historic Resource Coordinator 

 

RE: Certificate of Appropriateness (Exterior Alteration - Signage) for a commercial 

building 112 East New York Ave. 

 Application No.: HPB25-197 

 Applicant: Aspen Group 

 Owner: First Baptist Church Holding Company of Orange City FL, LLC 

 Current Use: Journey Church 

 Zoning District: C-2A 

 Florida Master Site File: 8VO10847 

 District(s): Downtown Historic, Downtown Support, Historic Design, and Historic 

Support District. 
 

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

Date of 

Construction: 
+/- 1922 Style: 

Masonry 

Vernacular 

Structural System: Concrete block Foundation Type: Slab 

Siding/Exterior 

Fabric: 
Stucco Stories: 1 

Roof: Composition roll Windows: 
Aluminum frame 

storefront 

Roof Type: Flat Chimneys: 0 

Porch: None 
Secondary 

Structure: 
0 

 

Description of Proposed Work: 

The applicant is seeking approval for an exterior alteration of the former Dreka Theater. The detailed 

scope of work is attached, but the applicant is requesting to change the previously approved business 

signage to a new smaller sign on the front of the building. 

 

Staff Analysis 

This building is located in the Downtown Historic and Historic Design districts, which requires a 

Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for any exterior work. In addition to this Certificate of 

Appropriateness, the applicant will need to apply for a separate building permit complying with Land 

Development Regulations Section 33-75 for their allowed signage, which can be reallocated to other 

sides of the building, but cannot exceed the allowable signage. The applicant is proposing to change 

the one of the previously approved signs to a new smaller sign and relocating to the side of the 

building, matching the previously approved signage around the building (HPB25-039).  
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 Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 112 E. New York Ave. Page 2 of 6 

Guidance from The City of DeLand’s Land Development Regulations, The Secretary of the 

Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Design Guidelines for Commercial Buildings in 

Downtown DeLand. 

Land Development Regulations Section 33-34.03 outlines the Certificate of Appropriateness 

requirements within the City of DeLand and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 

Rehabilitation has criteria outlined below that is used to determine if a rehabilitation project qualifies 

as a certified rehabilitation. The criteria for each are outlined below, because they are similar in nature, 

they have been combined.  

 

City of DeLand Land Development Regulation (LDR) 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: (as outlined below in criteria 

1-11) 

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation  

67.7  Standards for rehabilitation. 

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.) (as outlined below in criteria 1-10 - italicized) 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1a)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(1)) 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. 

This criterion is not applicable as the proposed exterior signage will not change the use of the 

property.  

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1b)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(1)) 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. 

This criterion is not applicable as the proposed signage will not alter or destroy historic materials or 

features since the building currently reflects the alterations that were completed for the Orange Belt 

Pharmacy, which included removal of all the original architectural styling and character of the original 

theater. 
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 Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 112 E. New York Ave. Page 3 of 6 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1c)) 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.  

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(2)) 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.  

This criterion is not applicable as the overall building will not be altered, this request is only for an 

exterior sign, matching the previously approved signage. 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1d)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(3)) Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired 

historic significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 

This criterion is not applicable as the proposed exterior signage will not change any architectural 

elements of the building. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1e)) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled 

craftsmanship, which characterize a building, structure, or site, shall be treated with 

sensitivity. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(4)) Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or 

examples of craftsmanship that characterize a historic property shall be preserved. 

This criterion is not applicable as the proposed exterior signage will not alter any of the distinctive 

stylistic features of the building. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1f)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(5)) 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. 

This criterion is not applicable as there are no deteriorated historic features being repaired or replaced. 
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 Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 112 E. New York Ave. Page 4 of 6 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1g)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(6)) 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. 

This criterion is not applicable as this request is for replacement of the business sign and doesn’t 

include surface cleaning of the building. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1h)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(7)) Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected 

and preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be 

undertaken. 

This criterion is not applicable as there are no proposed effects to archeological resources. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1i)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(8)) 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. 

The proposed exterior signage will not destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural material, 

and is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the property and previously 

approved signage and exterior alterations. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1j)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(9)) 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. 

If the proposed exterior signage were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 

the structure is anticipated to be unimpaired. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1k)) 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. 

The proposed colors are consistent with the City of DeLand Historic Commercial Building Color 

Guide. The letters and border will be SW7005 (Pure White), and the background will be SW6006 

(Black Bean). 
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 Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 112 E. New York Ave. Page 5 of 6 

33-75.04(d)(2) All building signs, including awning signage, inside a Historic District Overlay 

shall comply with the following standards: 

a. Sign material may consist of wood or other appropriate material that is compatible with 

the historic character of the building upon which it is located. 

The proposed exterior signage will match colors and materials of the previously approved signage 

around the building, which is compatible with the historic character of the building. 

 

b. Color of sign must be approved by the historic preservation board by either [its 

inclusion] on the approved color palette or direct vote of the board. 

The proposed colors are consistent with the City of DeLand Historic Commercial Building Color 

Guide. The letters and border will be SW7005 (Pure White), and the background will be SW6006 

(Black Bean). 

 

c. Internally lighted signs are prohibited. Back light or front light signs are permitted. 

The provided plans for the exterior signage do not state how the sign will be illuminated, however, 

the applicant will be informed of this criterion and a separate building permit will be required to 

ensure their building signage complies with Land Development Regulations Section 33-75. 

 

d. Signs may be painted directly onto building, using only approved colors. 

This criterion is not applicable as the exterior signage will not be painted directly onto the building.  

 

e. Sign copy placed upon, or under, awnings will count towards total area for building 

signs in accordance with section 33-78.05 a. and b. 

The applicant will be informed of this criterion and a separate building permit will be required to 

ensure their building signage complies with Land Development Regulations Section 33-75. 

 

Staff Recommendation: 

Staff finds that this alteration is consistent with the City’s Land Development Regulation Section 33-

34.03. Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board approve this Certificate of Appropriateness 

(COA) as presented, however, in addition to this Certificate of Appropriateness, the applicant will 

need to apply for a separate building permit to ensure their building signage complies with Land 

Development Regulations Section 33-75. 

 

Historic Preservation Board’s Action: 

The historic preservation board shall use the criteria set forth in subsection (b) above to review the 

completed application and accompanying submittals. After completing the review of the application 

and fulfilling the public notice and hearing requirements set forth above, the board shall take one of 

the following actions: 

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

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

h. Delay granting the certificate of appropriateness for a demolition for a period of not 

less than 30 days nor more than 60 days; 

i. Deny the certificate of appropriateness. 

Attachments: 

Vicinity Map 

Proposed Renderings 

Historical Structure Form (8VO10847) 
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Exhibit A 
Existing Conditions – 112 E. New York Ave. 

 Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 112 E. New York Ave. Page 6 of 6 
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Site Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) _________ 
Survey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) ______________ 
National Register Category (please check one)       building       structure       district       site       object
Ownership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown 

LOCATION & MAPPING 
  Street Number         Direction      Street Name        Street Type      Suffix Direction 

Address:     
Cross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________ 
USGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map  ___________________________ 
City / Town (within 3 miles)________________________________ In City Limits?  yes  no  unknown   County _____________________________ 
Township _______   Range _______  Section _______  ¼ section:  NW   SW   SE   NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
Tax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  Landgrant __________________________________________ 
Subdivision Name _________________________________________________  Block  ___________________  Lot  _____________________ 
UTM Coordinates: Zone  16   17     Easting                              Northing 
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum  __________________________________ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY 
Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: yes    no     insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________ KEEPER – Determined eligible: yes    no Date _______________ 
 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   a     b     c     d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R03�9, effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 

Page 1 

 Original
 Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    3/19 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site#8 ____________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder #  _______________ 
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Page 2  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

RESEARCH METHODS (VHOHFW all that apply) 
 FMSF record search (sites/surveys)  library research  building permits  Sanborn maps 
 FL State Archives/photo collection  city directory  occupant/owner interview  plat maps 
 property appraiser / tax records  newspaper files  neighbor interview  Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
 cultural resource survey (CRAS)  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
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 individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

DOCUMENTATION 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents 
 Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________ 
 Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________ 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________ 
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________ 

RECORDER INFORMATION 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________ 
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 
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Continuation Sheet 
112 E New York Ave 

Opinion of Resource Significance, Explanation of Evaluation 
The Dreka Theatre was built in 1922 adjacent to the Dreka Department Store and very similar in 
appearance, with mission-style parapet with coping and detailing. For about 34 years, the building 
served as a theater with a single screen and charged 9 cents for a kid’s ticket under the age of 12. 
The main façade was decorated with tile and had a series of small double windows, the top corner 
sets were arched on top and the bottom corner windows were rectangular. The recessed entryway 
had corner decorative molding and a line of electric bulbs across the top. Above the rounded-top 
ticket booth was a painted decorative motif. Two double entry doors with large single lites flanked 
the ticket booth. These entrances had decorative columns on each side and faux balconies on top. 
Above these doors were sets of double rectangular outswing windows with small square motifs 
surrounding the single large pane to match the square tile decoration on the building façade. 

While photos do not show the awning, some residents report that sometime during the 1940s or 
50s, the theater also featured a glass marquee. 

Unfortunately, the theater closed in 1956 and apparently sat vacant for a time. Later, the property 
was purchased by the owner of the Orange Belt Pharmacy to be used as the pharmacy’s new home. 
The front façade of the building was removed in order to provide space for construction crews to fill 
the theater’s seating area with dirt and level it for the building’s new occupant. In addition to the 
pharmacy, the building also provided space for a soda fountain, which later was expanded to 
provide a slightly larger menu, and a rental unit leased to the owner of a barber shop. Shortly 
following this renovation, a rear addition was made to rent small units to other business owners. 

After the Orange Belt Pharmacy was purchased by Walgreens, the building became an event space 
owned by Collective Church. It operated as a venue for weddings and other events for a time before 
eventually, the building was vacated, and now it awaits its next reuse. 

The West Volusia Historical Society erected a historic marker on the Dreka Theater with an 
inscription that reads: 

“Imagine the front of this now-modern building with parapets, decorative geometric tiles, and 
elaborate curvilinear windows on the façade. At the center was an ornate kiosk ticket o[ice. 
Naming it for the popular department store adjacent to it, Walter Geissinger developed the theater 
to capitalize on the emerging movie industries which boomed following World War I. For at least 
three generations of patrons, the Dreka Theater was DeLand’s most popular spot on Saturday 
afternoons. Double features always included a western movie, often with a ‘singing cowboy,’ and a 
scary mystery or zany comedy. At least two cartoons and an exciting weekly serial kept kids on the 
edge of their seats. Tickets under 12 years of age: 9 cents. The theater closed in 1956.” 

Sources 
https://www.hmdb.org/m.asp?m=50089 
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https://beacononlinenews.com/2020/04/21/west-volusia-memories-how-the-dreka-theatre-
became-a-drugstore/ 

https://cinematreasures.org/theaters/10563 
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City of DeLand 

Historic & Cultural Resources 

120 S. Florida Ave. 

DeLand, FL 32720 

Planning@DeLand.org 

 

 

 
Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 119 N. Woodland Boulevard  Page 1 of 11 

DATE: December 4, 2025 

 

TO:  Historic Preservation Board 

 

FROM: Emily Kunkel, Senior Planner/Historic Resource Coordinator 

 

RE: Certificate of Appropriateness (Exterior Alteration - Windows) for a 

commercial building 119 North Woodland Blvd. 

 Application No.: HPB25-202 

 Applicant: Ed Senez Aluminum Specialist, Inc 

 Owner: Dempsey Properties DeLand, Inc. 

 Current Use: Commercial/Vacant 

 Zoning District: C-2A 

 Florida Master Site File: 8VO1658 

 District(s): Downtown Historic, Downtown Support, Historic Design, and 

Historic Support District. 
 

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

Date of 

Construction: 
+/- 1892 Style: Masonry Vernacular 

Structural System: Masonry: Brick Foundation Type: Slab 

Siding/Exterior 

Fabric: 

Stucco, Brick, 

Concrete Block 
Stories: 2 

Roof: Composition roll Windows: 

Aluminum frame storefront on first 

floor, original wood frame fixed 5 

panes on second floor 

Roof Type: Flat Chimneys: 0 

 

Description of Proposed Work: 

The applicant is seeking approval for an exterior alteration, which includes removing and replacing 

eight (8) exterior windows on the second floor of the building from the original wood-frame 

windows to “single hung” and “picture window” vinyl windows. The eight (8) exterior windows 

include three (3) on the front of the building, two (2) on the south side, two (2) on the rear and one 

(1) on the north side of the building. 

Staff Analysis 

This building is located in the Downtown Historic and Historic Design districts, which requires a 

Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for any exterior work. In addition to this Certificate of 

Appropriateness, the applicant will need to apply for a separate building permit complying with 

Land Development Regulations and Florida Building Code for the replacement of the windows. 

Staff has reviewed the Florida Master Site Files (1986, 2018, and 2024) and found that the three 

(3) front façade windows on the second floor appear to have remained as the original wood-frame, 

fixed five-pane windows, therefore staff does not support the replacement of these windows to be 

solid windows and not include windows panes or window grilles. 
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Guidance from The City of DeLand’s Land Development Regulations, The Secretary of the 

Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Design Guidelines for Commercial Buildings in 

Downtown DeLand. 

Land Development Regulations Section 33-34.03 outlines the Certificate of Appropriateness 

requirements within the City of DeLand and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 

Rehabilitation has criteria outlined below that is used to determine if a rehabilitation project 

qualifies as a certified rehabilitation. The criteria for each are outlined below, because they are 

similar in nature, they have been combined.  

 

City of DeLand Land Development Regulation (LDR) 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: (as outlined below 

in criteria 1-11) 

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation  

67.7  Standards for rehabilitation. 

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.) (as outlined below in criteria 1-10 - italicized) 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1a)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(1)) 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. 

The proposed exterior alteration to the second-floor windows does not change the use of the 

property, the existing first-floor commercial use and second-floor use will remain.  

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1b)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(1)) 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. 

The applicant is proposing to remove and replace eight (8) exterior windows on the second floor, 

all of which appear to be original to the building. This includes three (3) original wood-frame, 

fixed five-pane windows on the front façade. Based on the provided photographs, the existing 

windows appear to be in poor condition and the wood framing appears to be deteriorated, 

suggesting that repair or replacement may be necessary. However, removing these windows would 

result in the loss of original architectural character. If replacement is ultimately deemed necessary, 

the new windows must match the existing configuration, pane pattern, and overall appearance. 
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Using windows that replicate the original design would best preserve the historic character of the 

building and would maintain consistency with surrounding properties within the Downtown 

Historic District. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1c)) 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.  

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(2)) 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.  

The subject building was built around 1892 in the Masonry Vernacular architectural style, which 

uses locally available materials, such as brick and stone. The proposed new vinyl impact windows 

would have no historical basis and would create a later appearance of the building, but could be 

designed to match and maintain consistency with surrounding properties within the Downtown 

Historic District, provided the five-pane window element is retained. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1d)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(3)) Most properties change over time; those changes that have 

acquired historic significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 

This criterion is not applicable as this building has not had very few exterior alterations completed 

recently, especially the second floor, as it appears to be original materials. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1e)) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled 

craftsmanship, which characterize a building, structure, or site, shall be treated with 

sensitivity. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(4)) Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or 

examples of craftsmanship that characterize a historic property shall be preserved. 

Similar to other buildings in the Downtown Historic District that feature multi-pane windows on 

the front façade, the existing windows on the second-floor front façade are a defining architectural 

element. If replacement is ultimately deemed necessary, all the new windows must match the 

existing configuration, pane pattern, and overall appearance. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1f)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(5)) 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. 
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The applicant is requesting to replace all original wood-frame windows with new vinyl impact 

windows. Although some buildings in the Downtown Historic District have installed vinyl or 

aluminum-frame replacements, the standards require that new window materials and 

characteristics match the historic windows as closely as possible. Staff supports the applicant’s 

intent to prevent further deterioration; however, staff is concerned that eliminating the original 

multi-pane configuration would significantly alter the front façade, as these window panes are a 

defining architectural element. If replacement is ultimately necessary, staff recommends that the 

new windows replicate the existing configuration, pane pattern, and overall appearance to ensure 

the building’s historic character is preserved. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1g)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(6)) 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. 

At this time, the applicant has not provided documentation if any surface cleaning is proposed. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1h)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(7)) Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be 

protected and preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall 

be undertaken. 

This criterion is not applicable as there are no proposed effects to archeological resources. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1i)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(8)) 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. 

The proposed removal of the original wood frame windows and replacement with vinyl impact 

windows would destroy the historic materials that characterize the property. However, if 

replacement is ultimately deemed necessary, all the new windows must match the existing 

configuration, pane pattern, and overall appearance of the existing windows to protect the historic 

integrity of the property and maintain consistency with surrounding properties within the 

Downtown Historic District. 
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(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1j)) 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. 

(36 CFR 67.7 (b)(9)) 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. 

The replacement of the windows will be in the existing size openings of the building; therefore, 

the essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired. 

 

(LDR Section 33-34.03(b)(1a)) 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. 

At this time, the applicant has not indicated whether painting is proposed. Staff recommends that 

the new windows match the existing trim color or, if future repainting is planned, be integrated 

into the building’s overall color scheme. 

 

Staff Recommendation: 

Staff is supportive of the applicant’s efforts to prevent further deterioration of the windows; 

however, staff does not support removal of all the existing window panes, specifically the second-

floor front façade windows.  Staff recommends that all the new windows must match the existing 

configuration, pane pattern, and overall appearance of the existing windows to protect the historic 

integrity of the property and maintain consistency with surrounding properties within the 

Downtown Historic District; and consider using wood framed windows rather than vinyl. 

Historic Preservation Board’s Action: 

The historic preservation board shall use the criteria set forth in subsection (b) above to review the 

completed application and accompanying submittals. After completing the review of the 

application and fulfilling the public notice and hearing requirements set forth above, the board 

shall take one of the following actions: 

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

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

c. Delay granting the certificate of appropriateness for a demolition for a period of not 

less than 30 days nor more than 60 days; 

d. Deny the certificate of appropriateness. 

 

Attachments: 

Vicinity Map 

Site Plan 

Window Specs 

Florida Master Site File (8VO1658) (1986) 

Florida Master Site File (8VO1658) (2018) 

Florida Master Site File (8VO1658) (2024) 
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Existing Conditions – 119 North Woodland Blvd 

 
Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 119 N. Woodland Boulevard  Page 6 of 11 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Page 41 of 68



Exhibit A 

Existing Conditions – 119 North Woodland Blvd 

Historic Preservation Board Staff Report – 119 N. Woodland Boulevard  Page 7 of 11 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page 42 of 68



Exhibit A 
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Existing Conditions – 119 North Woodland Blvd 
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Exhibit B 

Downtown Historic District Examples 
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Downtown Historic District Examples 
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Figures 3 & 4 (below) 

Showing two examples of buildings along Woodland Blvd in the Downtown Historic District that have fixed 

windows and zero window grilles on the second floor. 

101 North Woodland Blvd. 131 North Woodland Blvd. 
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Site Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) _________ 
Survey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) ______________ 
National Register Category (please check one)       building       structure       district       site       object
Ownership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown 

LOCATION & MAPPING 
  Street Number         Direction      Street Name        Street Type      Suffix Direction 

Address:     
Cross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________ 
USGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map  ___________________________ 
City / Town (within 3 miles)________________________________ In City Limits?  yes  no  unknown   County _____________________________ 
Township _______   Range _______  Section _______  ¼ section:  NW   SW   SE   NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
Tax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  Landgrant __________________________________________ 
Subdivision Name _________________________________________________  Block  ___________________  Lot  _____________________ 
UTM Coordinates: Zone  16   17     Easting                              Northing 
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum  __________________________________ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY 
Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: yes    no     insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________ KEEPER – Determined eligible: yes    no Date _______________ 
 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   a     b     c     d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R03�9, effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 

Page 1 

 Original
 Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    3/19 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site#8 ____________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder #  _______________ 

Page 63 of 68



Page 2  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

RESEARCH METHODS (VHOHFW all that apply) 
 FMSF record search (sites/surveys)  library research  building permits  Sanborn maps 
 FL State Archives/photo collection  city directory  occupant/owner interview  plat maps 
 property appraiser / tax records  newspaper files  neighbor interview  Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
 cultural resource survey (CRAS)  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
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 individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

DOCUMENTATION 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents 
 Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________ 
 Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________ 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________ 
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________ 

RECORDER INFORMATION 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________ 
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

Page 64 of 68



Continuation Sheet 
119 N Woodland Blvd 

Opinion of Resource Significance, Explanation of Evaluation 
This retail building has not undergone significant changes over its lifetime, and has kept its original 
second-story windows, retaining its historic character. 

From 1986 FMSF: 

“This two-story masonry vernacular commercial building is located at 119 North Woodland 
Boulevard. It has a flat roof and second story segmental arch window openings. A prominent flat 
roof overhang runs the length of the front façade over a plate glass store front. 

“Sanborn maps indicate that this building was constructed in 1892. It was initially used as a 
restaurant and oNice building. In 1921 it served as a restaurant and lodging house. 

“The building is located in DeLand, Florida, the Volusia County seat of government, situated in the 
mid-central part of the peninsula, five miles east of the St. Johns River. Settlement of the 
community began a decade after the Civil War, encouraged by Henry DeLand, a New York 
manufacturer. Development of the town in the late nineteenth century grew largely upon an 
expanding citrus industry. Stetson University, founded in 1884 and later named for its chief 
benefactor, hat manufacturer and citrus grower John A. Stetson, reflected Henry DeLand’s wish to 
make the town the ‘Athens of Florida.’ Incorporated in 1882, the town experienced steady expansion 
around the turn-of-the-century and explosive growth in the early 1920s. The 1926 crash was 
aggravated in DeLand by citrus disease, though the city rebounded more quickly than most on the 
basis of its tourist industry. DeLand contributed many political leaders to Florida in the 1930s and 
1940s. Although the city has experienced dramatic expansion in recent decades, the downtown 
area retains much of its early twentieth century character, particularly reflected in masonry 
vernacular storefronts.” 
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