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LAND USE AND ZONING COMMITTEE AMENDMENT

The Land Use and Zoning Committee offers the following first amendment to File No. 2009-846:

(1)
On page 2, line 11, after “Committee” insert “, attached hereto as Exhibit 1”; and

(2)
Attach Exhibit 1 as labeled; and

(3)
Amend the introduction to reflect this Amendment.

Form Approved:

     /s/  Dylan T. Reingold___________ 
Office of General Counsel

Legislation Prepared By:
Dylan Reingold
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FINAL ORDER GRANTING APPEAL

The Land Use and Zoning Committee (“Committee”) reviewed the Notice of Appeal and Record of
Proceedings before the Jacksonville Historic Preservation Commission (“JHPC”) regarding Application
COA-454, including the above-referenced Application, the Report of the Planning and Development
Department, the Final Order issued by the JHPC, the applicable portions of the transcript of the JHPC
meeting and documentary evidence submitted to the JHPC. Additionally, the Committee heard testimony
and received and reviewed documentary evidence presented at the Committee meeting and public hearing
held on November 17, 2009,

Upon review of the entire record, including the transcript of the Committee meeting and public
hearing, attached hereto and incorporated by reference, the Council finds substantial competent evidence in
the record to conclude that Application COA-09-454 meets the criteria of the applicable Sections of the
Ordinance Code. Therefore, it is hereby ordered:

1. The Appeal is GRANTED.

2. The JHPC Final Order denying the request to replace the gabled stoop with a front porch in
Application COA-09-454 is OVERTURNED.

3. The request to replace the gabled stoop with a front porch set forth in Application COA-09-
454 is APPROVED.

TRANSCRIPT OF LUZ SPECIAL COMMITTEE MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARING
ATTACHED AND INCORPORATED HEREIN
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CITY OF JACKSONVILLE
LAND USE AND LONING

COMMITTEE

Excerpt of proceedings held on Tuesday,
Noveaber 17, 2009, comsencing at 5-00 p.m., City
Hall, Counci] Chambers, 1st Floor, Jacksonville,
Florida, before Diane M. Tropla, a Wotary Public in

and for the State of Florida at Large.
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PROCEEDINGS

November 17, 2009 5:00 p.m.

THE CHAIRMAN: Good evening, everybody.

You are here at the Land Use and Zoning
Committee. If you aren't here for Land Use and
Zoning, you're in the wrong place. Tuesday,
November 17th. If you're here for Finance,
wrong place, wrong room.

" 10 All right. Let's go around and make sure
I 11 our nameplates are correct, starting with
13 RAY HOLT, Chair. 12 Mr CrOfts' .
14 e TOnLD Haoa e etre Member. 13 MR. CROFTS- My name is John Crofts,
15 oY CAPTREY. ol e Moo 14 representing the Planning Department.
16 et S veun st 15 MR. KELLY: Sean Kelly, Planning and
N 16  Development.
1g LSO FRESENT: 17 MR. AVERY: Ken Avery, Planning and
;s S masomvmm, cuey cowett ewer. 18 Development.
20 FOLRS HUXFORD,  3oning Adainistrates. 19 MR HUXFORD- Folks Huxford, Planming and
21 Jnsow TEAL, Office of Gemeral counsel.’ 20  Development.
22 WERRIANE TAEUR. Levisiative neslcrante” 21 MR REINGOLD Dylan Reingold, with the
23 VESSICA STEPUENI. Leglalative Assistant. 22 Office of General Counsel.
24 ST 23 MR YARBOROUGH. Clay Yarborough,
25 24  District 1.
25 MR DAVIS Daniel Davis.
Page 2 Page 4
1 I ¥ D E X . . .
1 MR. BROWN- Reginald Brown, District 10
2 TITEM/FILE NO. . .
2 DR. GAFFNEY: Dr. Gaffney, District 7.
3 2009-846 RESO-Q RE APPEAL OF FINAL ORDER OF JAX . .
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION APPROVING IN 3 THE CHAIRMAN: Ray Holt, District 11.
4 PART, WITH CONDITIONS, AND DENING IN PART . .
COA-09-434, AS REQUESTED BY JASOW RHODIN TO 4 MR JONES Warren Jones, District 9.
5 CONSTRUCT A SIDE ADDITION, REOPEX THE SINGLE
GARAGE BAY AND REPLACE GABLED STOOP WITH A FRONT 5 MR JOOST: Stephen Joost, Group 3
6 PORCH AT 1723 PINE GROVE AVENUE IN RIVERSIDE
AVONDALE HISTORIC DISTRICT; ADOPT RECOMMENDED 6 at-]arge_
7 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LUZ. . .
. (DISTRICT 14 - CORRIGAN) 7 MR REDMAN:- Don Redman, District 4.
. L 8 THE CHAIRMAN. All right. Thank you,
‘0 9  everybody, for being here tonight.
10 * Kk ¥k x %
11
12 11 THE CHAIRMAN By your action, you've
13 12 approved -835.
e 13 Now we have our appeal of the Jacksonville
is 14 Historic Preservation Commission, and this one
16 15 is going to -- we need to go by procedure here.
12 16 Let's start off by having Mr. Teal tell us
18 17 what happened at the Historic Preservation
19 18 Commission because I know this is kind of
20 19 complicated.
2 20 Just explain it and kind of tee it up for
22 21 us, and then we're going to go to the appellant,
23 22 then we'll go to the opposition, and then we'll
24 23 go back to Mr. Teal $o that he can explain the
25 24 issues. And then we'll go back to the appellant
25  so he can rebut both the opposition and
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1 Mr. Teal. 1 actually 1946. This house was built in 1942,
2 MR TEAL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 2 But we really feel strongly that, you know,
3 This is an appeal from an application for a 3 adding this porch to this home is not only going
4  certificate of appropnateness in one of the 4 to increase the value of the home, but it's
5 historic districts, and specifically the 5  going to make 1t a home that my family is going
6  application sought three items. Two of the 6  to want to live 1n, you know, for many years to
7 items were approved by the commission. The 7  come.
g8  third item was denied. 8 I grew up in Riverside and 1t's a big deal
9 The applicant is appealing merely that 9  for me and my family to come back to Riverside
10 third item, which was the denial. What he was 10 and be able to, you know, find 2 home that we
11 seeking was to replace the existing front porch 11 really like. And we do want to keep a lot of
12 on a structure in the Riverside/Avondale 12 the historic, you know, features of the home.
13 historic district with a larger, more intense 13 And that's why, you know, through this
14 type of architecture. 14 process we've decided to -- from the addition,
15 The Historic Preservation Commission denied 15 we're taking brick off the back of the home and
16  that request. And, as I mentioned, that's the 16  we wanted to use that same brick in the front of
17 sole item of the three that were initially 17 the -- you know, for the porch so that we're
18 presented that's pending before this body. 18 kind of continuing the style or keeping that
19 THE CHAIRMAN- Excellent. Good 19 original brick in this new structure.
20  explanation. And we'll come back later for an 20 You know, as this thing has progressed, 1
21 argument from you. 21 kind of started doing research on masonry
22 (Mr. Kelly exits the proceedings.) 22 vernacular homes and what those were and what
23 THE CHAIRMAN We will start with our 23 was the defining characteristic of that. I'll
24  appellant, and that would be -- I don't have a 24 try to keep it brief, but that's -- T couldn't
25 card from someone. I have the card from 25  really find anything that said definitively this
Page 6 Page 8
| Ms. Mansfield, but I know she's not the 1 is a defining characteristic of this home or of
2 appellant, 2 a masonry vernacular home. There's many
3 (Audience member approaches the podium.) 3 different styles, and so I -- 1 followed this
4 AUDIENCE MEMBER. Ican fill out one. 1'm 4  appeal through because this is really important
5  sorry. 5  to my family.
6 THE CHAIRMAN: Fill out a blue card for us 6 And that's the basis.
7 later. 7 THE CHAIRMAN- Okay. Thank you, sir.
8 AUDIENCE MEMBER Yes. 8 MR. RHODIN Thank you.
9 THE CHAIRMAN: And just give us your name 9 THE CHAIRMAN And hang close because we'll
10 and address. 10 be calling on you later for a rebuttal.
11 AUDIENCE MEMBER Jason Rhodin, 5213 11 Ms. Mansfield.
12 Sunderland Road. 12 (Audience member approaches the podium.)
13 I'm the homeowner. When we approached this 13 AUDIENCE MEMBER Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
14  property, it was a foreclosure. And after -- 14 I'm Jennifer Mansfield, from 2043 College
15  kind of starting the process with a contractor 15 Street, representing Riverside Avondale
16  and looking at the house and starting to do 16  Preservation.
17 drawings, I -- 17 Riverside Avondale Preservation worked with
18 Well, what I first did was | went to COJ. 18 the homeowner as he was completing his
19 They kind of look at dates as far as what makes 19 application and also spoke before the JHPC in an
20 it a contributing home, and the only thing that 20  advisory capacity regarding the many proposed
21 I found was that 1936 was the cutoff for 21 alterations to the home.
22 Riverside, and I didn't find any other 22 The home is listed as a contributing
23 information on that. So 1 kind of based my 23 structure and, therefore, it is -- must comply
24  plans with this contractor on that information, 24 with the City of Jacksonville's design
25  though what I came to find out was that it's 25 rcgulations.
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1 Even so, RAP acquiesced on several of the i and we continue to not think that it is an
2 assues and supported some of the changes such as 2 appropriate addition 1o this particular home.
3 the rear addition, even though there was a loss 3 Therefore, we urge LUZ to come to the same
4  of historic fabric where the impact was less 4  conclusion of the JHPC and deny this appeal.
5 visible from the street because, after all, 5 The construction proposed would take a
6  that's really what we want to preserve, those 6  front stoop that merely covers the front door of
7  parts that are visible and what you can see from 7 the house to protect from rain and such to an
g8  the street. 8  entire front porch that attempts to convert it
9 RAP's -- LUZ's review of this appeal of a 9  to more of a craftsman-style house.
10 decision of the Jacksonville Historic 10 This house 1s, as the owner stated, from
1 Preservation Commission is de novo, but that's 11 1942. 1t is a rare example 1n our district of
12 not to say, however, that LUZ can just decide if 12 this mid period between prewar housing, the
13 the proposed amendment looks good. 13 styles, and the postwar housing that transition
14 Rather, since LUZ is acting in a 14 into the ranch-style homes.
15 quasi-judicial capacity, its role as an 15 It's one of the few, along with 1ts
16  appellate body requires it to measure this 16  neighbor, that was originally built with an
17 applicant's application based upon the same 17 attached garage. The Riverside historic
18 standards that the JHPC is required to use; that 18 district -- Riverside Avondale historic district
19 15, the design regulations from the City of 19 takes pride in the fact that it has an enormous
20  Jacksonville for the Riverside Avondale historic 20  vanety of architectural styles in the district,
21 district. Indeed, to disregard the design 21 and so the fact that it's from 1942 and brick we
22 regulations would be an abuse of discretion. 22 do not think detracts from the style but
23 The JHPC denied this application because it 23 actually enhances its value to the district.
24 found that the proposed new front porch does not 24 Thank you very much.
25  meet the City of Jacksonville's design 25 THE CHAIRMAN- Thank you, Ms. Mansfield.
Page 10 Page 12
] regulations, and now the applicant is asking LUZ 1 1 think Mr. Davis has a question for you.
2 to take -- to look at the application anew, 2 MR. DAVIS. Thank you, ma'am.
3 compare it to the design regulations, and reach 3 1 guess I just want to understand the
4 a different interpretation from the -- from the 4 _ reasoning behind your request for denial, and
5  learned opinion of the JIHPC 5  that would be more of a technical nature. 1
6 So we urge LUZ to uphold the JHPC's 6  don't want to put words in your mouth, but would
7 decision because the JHPC decision correctly 7  that be why you would deny this?
8  nterprets the design regulations. 8 MS MANSFIELD No. It's actually from the
9 The proposed porch addition is what is 9 interpretation of the Secretary of Interior
10  referred to as adding a conjectural feature to 10 Standards for rehabilitation, which is what our
i1 the front facade. That is adding a feature that 11 ordinance adopted for the Riverside Avondale
12 never existed on the house before. Adding 12 historic district as well as the other historic
13 conjectural features is against the design 13 districts.
14 regulations and the Secretary of the Interior 14 The present house has and always has had a
15 Standards for additions. It highly alters the 15  stoop in the front of the house. It has never
16 look of the house from the street. And, in 16  had a full front porch. And, in fact, this
17 fact, an addition on the front porch of this 17 style of house, in general, would not have a
18  house would dramatically change the entire style 18 front porch, this style of house, a ranchero
19 of this house. 19 style, and it generally does not come with a
20 Preventing such dramatic changes to the 20  front porch.
21 character of the house in the historic district 21 MR. DAVIS Okay. I guess I was trying --
22 and thus the character of the district itself is 22 1 was hoping that you were going to say it was a
23 the reason why we have the design regulations 1n 23 technical reason. I mean, I'm trying to
24 place, and that's why RAP did not support the 24 understand.
25 addition of this front porch at the JHPC hearing 25 So you don't think that this front porch
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1 would -- it would actually detract from the 1 MR JOOST. What Mr. Davis was getting at
2 value? 2 1s - is there an aesthetic degradation, if you
3 MS MANSFIELD- Well, I mean, it depends on 3 will, of the neighborhood if you build a porch
4  the eye of the beholder really. I mean -- 4  on this house? You know, if there are other
5 MR DAVIS Okay. 5 houses in the neighborhood.
6 MS MANSFIELD -- because some people say, 6 MR. RHODIN No. There are many, many
7  ohit's a porch. Even though it doesn't match 7 houses in the neighborhood that have porches of
8  the house, I like having a porch. Other people g8 thatstyle,
9  would drive by it and say, oh, that porch 9 MR. JOOST Do you have pictures, by any
10 doesn't fit on the house at all. Why the heck 10 chance?
11 did they do that? 11 MR RHODIN- I mean, I may have taken one
12 MR. DAVIS: Okay. All right. Well, | 12 on my phone, but 1 don't know if -- 1 mean, if
13 appreciate you being here. 13 that would suit anybody, but there are -- |
14 Thank you, ma'am. 14 mean, there are -- you know, within, you know,
15 THE CHAIRMAN MTr. Joost. 15 that area, there are tons of houses with
16 MR. JOOST Thank you. 16  porches, especially with porches of that style,
17 Through the Chair to Ms. Mansfield -- 17 of that tapered column style, which is the
18 And, Mr. Davis, you're kind of on my same 18 reason we decided to go with that style is
19 line of thought. 19  because it did match with our idea of what a
20 Are there other houses 1n that area that 20  porch should look like in that area.
21 have porches? 21 MR. JOOST Iguess -- boy, it sure would
22 MS. MANSFIELD: There are other houses in 22 help me if you had pictures of similar houses in
23 the area that have porches but that are 23 the neighborhood --
24  different architectural styles. There's a house 24 MR. RHODIN: Okay.
25  immediately -- if you're looking at the front of 25 MR JOOST: -- you know, because I guess I
Page 14 Page 16
1 this house, there's another house mainly to the I gotto go on with the evidence before me right
2 nght that is virtually identical to this house, 2 now.
3 obviously built at the same time, that does not 3 What I'm trying to -- you know, for me, I'm
4 have a front porch. 4  trying to weigh whether there's -- you know, an
5 MR. JOOST But are there other houses of 5  aesthetic degradation of the neighborhood by
6  this type of -- of this type that have porches 6 allowing you to build this porch.
7 within the Riverside preservation area? 7 MR RHODIN- I mean, quite honestly, in
8 MS. MANSFIELD. 1 wouldn't be able to tell 8  that -- on my street and my direct neighbor,
9  you off the top of my head. It's very rare for 9  there is -- like she stated, there is a house
10 this -- for this ranch style to have a front 10 that's right next to it that is a similar
11 porch. 11 style. My neighbor on the other side is a JEA
12 MR. JOOST Okay. 12 substation, so anything that -- anything that
13 MS. MANSFIELD: Whether there is 13 we're doing to this home is going to make the
14 defimtively, I just don't know. 14 street look micer. I mean, we're not building,
15 MR. JOOST To the -- I guess the 15 you know, some neo modern porch onto the front
16  applicant, do you have -- Mr. Rhodin, do you 16  of this home. We're trying to match roof lines
17 have an artist rendering of what the porch would 17 and keep everything consistent with, you know,
18 look like? 18  the look of the home.
19 MR. RHODIN Yes, I do. She has a smaller 19 And, like I said, bringing the brick from
20  version that | can give you. 20  the back of the house to match that I think is,
21 MR. JOOST And do you have any -- do you 21 you know, well within, you know, keeping with
22 have any pictures of existing houses in the area 22 styles.
23 that would have porches? 23 I'm trying to find if [ have any pictures.
24 MR REINGOLD: Can you approach the podium, {24  I'msorry. I know I took some.
25 sir? 25 MR. JOOST Well, they say a picture is
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] worth a thousand words. ] You know, being a layperson and not knowing
2 MR RHODIN: I know. 2 the ins and outs of, you know, LUZ and
3 THE CHAIRMAN We have several people in 3 everything that I'm now very familiar with
4  the queue. 4  through this process, being through, you know,
5 MR RHODIN Iapologize. 5 the historic commussion and all these different
6 THE CHAIRMAN- No, no, no. I'm just saying 6  places that I never knew actually existed, so
7 that you have time if you want to keep looking. 7  it's been quite the education on my part.
8 MR RHODIN Okay. 8 MR.JONES Through the chair to
9 THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Jones 1s next. 9  Mr. McEachin.
10 MR RHODIN Imean, | don't have 10 Joel, what is the cutoff date for
1 anything. 1 just looked through my phone 11 contributing structures?
12 pictures and I don't. 12 MR. McEACHIN I think where the 1936 date
13 THE CHAIRMAN. Okay. Thank you, sir. 13 came from was when the National Register
14 MR JONES Through the Chair to 14 district probably was done for Riverside. I
15 Mr. Rhodin. 15 don't think it's for this area. I think 1936
16 MR RHODIN: Yes. 16  was the date in which they cut off what they
17 MR. JONES: I thought you said the house 17 call the peniod of significance.
18 ongmally had a porch. 18 I think 1n the case of the Riverside
19 MR. RHODIN- No. Originally 1t does have a 19 Avondale historic district, when they
20 stoop. And when we approached this project, | 20  established it by ordinance, it was established
21 had a draftsman that 1 had to let go because he 21 in 1946.
22 didn't seem to really know what he was talking 22 MR JONES So anything prior to '46 is
23 about when we started getting into structural 23 considered contributing?
24 issues. The house has a lot of settling. 24 MR MCEACHIN. Well, if it has integrity.
25 So I hired another structural engineer that 25 And the reason they use the date '46 was
Page 18 Page 20
1 could do drawings as well. And through his 1 because that was 50 years from the date the
2 findings, he's come to find that the house is 2 district was set up, which was -- approved,
3 structurally unsound in the back of the home, so 3 which was 1996 at the time it was being
4  we're doing quite a bit to rehab this home to 4  considered.
5  keep as much of the -- you know, the original 5 MR.JONES So had the district been set up
6 value to this home as possible. 6 earlier, then -- 1 mean, later, then it wouldn't
7 Like I said, this is a home that my family 7 necessarily be contributing?
8 wants to -- I mean, I have a daughter and I have 8 MR MCEACHIN. I'm sorry. Say it again.
9  another child on the way. This is where we want 9 MR JONES If the historic district had
10 to raise our children. This 1s the neighborhood 10  been set up, say, in 1980, then it wouldn't be
11 I grew up in, so it's really important to me as 11 considered a contributing structure?
12 a person and as a homeowner who is investing a 12 MR MCcEACHIN That is correct.
13 lot of money to be able to, you know, add value 13 For example, Springfield's contributing
14 to this home. 14 period ends much earlier than that.
15 MR. JONES: Were you aware that the area is 15 MR. JONES Yeah. Springfield was the
16  a historic district? 16  first one?
17 MR. RHODIN: Yes. 17 MR MCcEACHIN. Yes.
18 MR. JONES Okay. 18 MR JONES Okay. What was the vote in the
19 MR. RHODIN. Yes. And, like I said, when | 19  Histonic Preservation Commuission?
20 mtially started this path, my understanding 20 MR. McEACHIN: Regarding this application?
21 was that our home wasn't contributing because it 21 MR. JONES: Yes.
22 fell outside of 1936, which was obviously a 22 MR. MCEACHIN I'm not sure if -- Jason, if
23 mistake on my part. But that was what I read on 23 you have that information or not. I think that
24 the COIJ net, and that's my own source of 24 1t was unammous in our decision making.
25 information for the City. 25 THE CHAIRMAN MTr. Jones, we've kind of
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1 stepped out of our order here. I opinion of the commission going forward as to
2 MR JONES- All nght. 2 whether or not it would be okay, and so he was
3 THE CHAIRMAN We were asking questions of 3 alerted to the fact that the staff was opposed
4  Ms. Mansfield. 4  to the front porch. He was alerted to the fact
5 But, Mr. Teal, we wanted to let him kind of 5 that the neighborhood organization had several
6  do a presentation. Can we go to Mr. Teal first 6  documented concerns with the front porch, and he
7 and then we'll take up questions and kind of go 7 chose to go forward with the purchase.
8 into debate. 8 He closed on the property shortly after the
9 Mr. Teal, could you summarize what happened 9  letter on the opinion of appropriateness was
10 the other day and the arguments that were 10 issued, so he knew -- he knew what he was
11 presented? 11 buying. He stated that he knew that the house
12 MR TEAL Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 12 was in the historic district. He stated that he
13 Just, again, as I mentioned, the applicant 13 grew up in Riverside. He's familiar with the
14 origmally sought three things with this 14 other historic properties. He bought it knowing
15 application. He sought permission to build an 15 what it was.
16  addition onto the house, brand-new construction 16 He also bought it knowing the concerns that
17 that he was going to increase his square footage 17 the regulatory agency, if you will, had with
18 on. He wanted to reopen the garage which had 18 regard to his proposed plans, that there was a
19 been enclosed at some pornt in the past. And, 19 problem with the proposed new porch.
20  as you know, he wanted to construct a new porch. 20 Now, the issues regarding whether or not
21 Again, the Historic Preservation Commission 21 the porch enhances or detracts from the property
22 granted them the ability to build their new 22 wvalue really aren't -- they're not considered
23 addition and also to grant the proposed work on 23 critenia that the commission can consider.
24 the garage but denied the new front porch. 24 They're not in Chapter 307 as to whether or not
25 Now, the basis of the commission's decision 25 this is going to increase or decrease the
Page 22 Page 24
1 was that the original appearance of the front of 1 property value.
2 the house included the nondescript entryway, the 2 And the example 1 give is, if you've got a
3 stoop that you see, and what was processed was a 3 Van Gogh on the wall and you want to make a
4  significant alteration from the original 4  change to that Van Gogh because it's similar to
5  historic appearance of the structure. 5  other paintings hanging along the wall, what
6 Now, keep in mind that the purpose of the 6  you're doing is you are altering that Van Gogh.
7  citizens in that area voting to enact a historic 7 Now, I'm not trying to say that this house
8  district was to preserve the historic character 8  is a Van Gogh, obviously. But, you know -- but
9  and the historic fabric of the district in which 9  the point 1s that it is what it is. I mean, you
10 they live. It was done to grant comfort to the 10 don't -- its significance is because of its
11 residents that are out there to -- that they 11 historic value, and that was really the point of
12 would know, you know, exactly what is or wasn't 12 the Historic Preservation Commission with regard
13 going to be allowed to be constructed, or, more 13 to this property is that because this porch was
14 importantly, that they would have the ability to 14 such a large alteration to the originally
15 rely on the ability -- the process, I guess, to 15  designed and constructed house, that it simply
16  regulate that. 16 did not meet the criteria that Chapter 307
17 It's important for this body to know that 17 specifies for purposes of these types of
18 prior to purchasing this property, Mr. Rhodin 18 applications.
19 requested from the Historic Preservation 19 That's really what 1t boils down to, is
20  Commission an informal opinion of 20 that they're not really focusing on whether it
21 appropriateness. He presented this application 21 looks good, whether it doesn't. What they're
22 basically to the Historic Preservation 22, focusing on 1s how much does it detract from the
23 Commussion to get some feedback prior to 23 origmally-constructed structure.
24  purchasing it as to.whether or not he would be 24 And that's their charge under Chapter 307
25  allowed to go forward or kind of the informal 25 15 1o -- is to make that determination.
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1 So thank you very much. 1 MR DAVIS: I'll ask him a question if you
2 THE CHAIRMAN- Now, 1 have Mr. Redman for 2 close the public hearing.
3 questions. 3 THE CHAIRMAN Al right. We'll close the
4 MR. REDMAN- Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 4  public hearing.
5 The owner of the property, could you come 5 Mr. Davis.
6  back up? 6 MR DAVIS Sir, why did you choose to save
7 MR RHODIN Yes, sir ’ 7 the brick so you could move 1t to the front?
8 (Mr. Rhodin approaches the podium.) 8 MR RHODIN Well, for one thing, it's hard
9 MR REDMAN: You say that you went to the 9  to find brick that matches. It's not painted
10 trouble of bringing bricks from the back of the 10 brick, so it's going to be hard to find new
11 house to the front of the house to construct 11 brick that's going to match the rest of the
12 this in a manner that 1t would resemble other 12 house.
13 houses in this historic district and that it 13 MR.DAVIS So you would say you were
14 would not change the appearance of the structure 14 trying to maintain the character?
15 of the house to any measure effect? 15 MR RHODIN. Yes.
16 MR. RHODIN Well, I mean, 1t's -- it is a 16 MR DAVIS Why would you choose the
17 different -- it's a porch, so it's going to look 17 craftsman style instead of a -- like the white
18 a little different than it did originally, but 18 columns going all the way up? What would be the
19  1t's going to have the same brick from the back 19 reason you would do that?
20  of the house. And to kind of work off of what 20 MR RHODIN You know, I guess for my wife
21 he was saying, if I buy a Van Gogh, I can paint 21 and I through many discussions about what our
22 on1tif ] want to. 22 house -- you know, our dream house would look
23 You know, we're not trying 1o, you know, 23 like. That's kind of what we saw when we saw
24 build something that's ostentatious for -- 24 this house, was that it would look like it
25 MR REDMAN: Isaw pictures of the -- you 25 belonged.
Page 26 Page 28
1 know, the one -- a picture without the porch and 1 MR. DAVIS: Have you seen other craftsman
2 a picture with the porch. It definitely looks 2 styles houses in the Riverside Avondale
3 better with the porch. And 1 think that, you 3 preservation?
4 know, with other homes 1n the historic district 4 MR RHODIN Yes.
5  that do have porches, front porches, I think 5 MR DAVIS Okay.
6  that you're trying to stay within a realm of 6 With that being said, along the lines with
7 other homes in the district. 7  what Mr. Redman mentioned, 1 believe that this
8 And, you know, with two children and a 8  style matches just fine in the Riverside
9  child and another one on the way with just a 9  Avondale preservation area. ['ve seen
10 stoop at the front door I think would be a 10  craftsman-style houses all around the area, and
11 dangerous situation, for one thing. 11 I mean, I wouldn't be surprised if the original
12 It's not a screened in porch, is it? 12 builder had enough money, he would have built
13 MR RHODIN: No. 13 the exact same porch. 1 mean, I think it fits
14 MR. REDMAN: So it -- you know, it -- the 14 right in.
15 style of the porch, to me, fits a historic type 15 So, with that, I'd like to move the
16  porch, so I think it looks good. 16  amendment to grant the appeal.
17 THE CHAIRMAN. Mr. Davis. 17 MR. JOOST Second.
18 MR. DAVIS: I'd like to ask a question and 18 THE CHAIRMAN All right. We have a motion
19 then make a motion, if I could. Is that okay? 19 to amend to grant the appeal.
20 Can I get to that? 20 All in favor of the amendment to grant the
21 I mean, I'll just ask the question, but I'd 21 appeal signify by saying aye.
22 hike to get the thing moving forward 1f we 22 COMMITTEE MEMBERS- Aye.
23 could. 23 THE CHAIRMAN The amendment passes.
24 THE CHAIRMAN We can't make a motion 24 1 need someone to move to grant, right?
25  within the public hearing. 25 MR REINGOLD Yes.
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3 STATE OF FLORIDA:

4 COUNTY OF DUVAL :

6 1, Diane M. Tropla, certlify that I was
7 authorized to and did stenographically report the
8 foregoing proceedings and that the transcript is a
9 true and complete record of my stenographic notes.
10 Dated this 22nd day of November, 2009.
11

12

13

14 Diane M. Tropia

17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

25

I
2 MR. DAVIS: Move the bill.
3 MR BROWN- Second.
4 THE CHAIRMAN- A motion and second to grant
s the appeal.
6 Please open the ballot.
7 (Committee ballot opened.)
8 MR. HOLT: (Votes yea.)
9 MR JONES: (Votes yea. )
10 MR BROWN: (Votes yea.)
11 MR DAVIS. (Votes yea. )
12 DR GAFFNEY (Votes yea.)
13 MR JOOST: (Votes yea. )
14 MR REDMAN (Votes yea.)
15 THE CHAIRMAN Close the ballot and record
16 the vote.
17 (Committee ballot closed.)
18 MS LAHMEUR Seven yeas, zero nays.
19 THE CHAIRMAN- By your action, you have
20  amended and grant -- to grant the appeal.
21 MR RHODIN Thank you.
22 * ¥ ¥ % *x
23 (The above proceedings were concluded at
24 6.48 p.m)
25
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