
Architectural Review Board

City of Pensacola

Agenda - Final

Hagler-Mason Conference Room, 

2nd Floor

Thursday, September 17, 2020, 2:00 PM

MEETING POSTPONED:  Rescheduled Date is September 30, 2020

Call to Order / Quorum

1. SWEARING IN NEW APPOINTMENT (BRIAN SPENCER).20-00585

Approval of Minutes

2. AUGUST 20, 2020, ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD MINUTES20-00545

August 20, 2020, ARB MinutesAttachments:

Open Forum

New Business

3. ITEM 1 - 100 W. BRAINERD STREET

NORTH HILL PRESERVATION DISTRICT / ZONE PR-1AAA

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE

20-00546

Florida Master Site File

Images

Application Packet

Attachments:

4. ITEM 2 - 434 E. INTENDENCIA STREET

PENSACOLA HISTORIC DISTRICT / ZONE HR-1

NON-CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE

20-00549

Images

Florida Solar Rights Law

Application Packet

Attachments:
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http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3781
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3739
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=becfc60f-d4b7-4718-9789-00261a08bad4.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3740
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=f8552490-e594-49ea-ae10-7165d5eef2f2.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c1ad4d56-b23c-445c-b4d7-235e62877a94.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=76889939-fdb5-47e6-a9f7-328d194643c1.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3743
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7d96929b-0f88-47e8-91ba-65dd571aafeb.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=d60c1643-1566-4cd2-b560-b1daaff28b3d.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=a2958c0e-b025-4298-b688-53c825ad9c05.pdf
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5. ITEM 3 - 319 W. GADSDEN STREET

NORTH HILL PRESERVATION DISTRICT / ZONE PR-2

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE

20-00551

Florida Master Site File

Images

Administrative Variance

Application Packet - REVISED 9.15.2020

Attachments:

6. ITEM 4 - 226 E. GOVERNMENT STREET

PENSACOLA HISTORIC DISTRICT / ZONE HC-1 / WOOD COTTAGES

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE

20-00552

Florida Master Site File

Images

ARB Minutes from 7-16-20

Historic Trust Memo 7-13-20

Application Packet

Attachments:

7. ITEM 5 - 425 AND 427 E. ROMANA STREET

PENSACOLA HISTORIC DISTRICT / ZONE HC-1, BRICK STRUCTURES

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE AND NEW CONSTRUCTION

20-00554

Florida Master Site File

Images

ARB Minutes from 5-21-20

March 2019 and May 2020 Conceptual Materials

Application Packet - REVISED 9.15.2020

Added Materials Information - 9.14.2020

Attachments:

8. ITEM 6 - 43 S. PALAFOX PLACE - REMOVED

PALAFOX HISTORIC BUSINESS DISTRICT / ZONE C-2A

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE

20-00553

9. ITEM 7 - 611, 621 AND 631 N. DAVIS HIGHWAY

OLD EAST HILL PRESERVATION DISTRICT / ZONE OEHC-2

NEW CONSTRUCTION

20-00571

Images

Application Packet

Attachments:
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http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3745
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=36fc6b19-7f9e-4862-b06e-4c2827bd3c83.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=db2eabd6-7e00-450f-8407-3167a042c71c.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=b9ff5ab3-afe6-4de3-8c21-70bd2465fada.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=5f89afc3-97cf-49ab-b3a9-a364c4ae272a.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3746
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=fc9716f9-dcac-414f-96f5-74a9c041ff8e.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=8a2fb317-3a49-4a4e-8b50-f757f4ca2042.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=0c4bd7ed-83a4-4371-af7f-067f3c5bff75.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c1c2fc8f-720c-4dbf-a468-ef3494ec4bc4.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=09d81791-2b3b-4016-b14a-8617a6b29644.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3748
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=1521ad92-8f94-42b6-b8e4-21a99521ea28.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e37e028b-c480-41c7-a85a-8b7ac6ccd9d8.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=24095ea9-e82d-4d31-8aad-8dcb668cbe1c.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=f6994a8d-5e89-431e-8dd2-4f54f020faf5.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=b3201ea0-e639-4601-9439-e540d0c36e05.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=849ebef4-04ab-416c-9396-92d5e4afbb6e.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3747
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3765
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=89a2849d-b1fe-4662-8054-76afd23d6117.pdf
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=9cef952c-5ef4-4d05-a481-d20d53d0f847.pdf
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10. ITEM 8 - 205 E. ZARAGOZA STREET

PENSACOLA HISTORIC DISTRICT / ZONE HC-1

NON-CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE

20-00555

Images

Application Packet

Attachments:

Adjournment

If any person decides to appeal any decision made with respect to any matter considered at such meeting, he will 

need a record of the proceedings, and that for such purpose he may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the 

proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based. 

The City of Pensacola adheres to the Americans with Disabilities Act and will make reasonable accommodations 

for access to City services, programs and activities. Please call 435-1606 (or TDD 435-1666) for further information. 

Request must be made at least 48 hours in advance of the event in order to allow the City time to provide the 
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http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3749
http://pensacola.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c40686d5-8d20-44be-8159-0b92e9c161e9.pdf
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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00585 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/15/2020

SUBJECT:

Swearing in NEW appointment (Brian Spencer).

BACKGROUND:

Mr. Spencer has been appointed by City Council to fill a vacant membership position (“One (1)
member who is a property or business owner in the Palafox Historic Business District or the
Governmental Center District”). This term expires on September 30, 2021.
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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00545 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

August 20, 2020, Architectural Review Board Minutes
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MINUTES OF THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
 
August 20, 2020  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Vice Chairperson Crawford  
  
MEMBERS VIRTUAL: Board Member Fogarty, Board Member  Mead, Board Member  
    Salter, Board Member Villegas 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:       Chairperson Quina, Board Member Campbell-Hatler 
 
STAFF PRESENT: Historic Preservation Planner Harding, Board Advisor Pristera 

(virtual), Planning Services Director Morris (virtual), Senior Planner 
Statler, Assistant City Attorney Lindsay (virtual), Network Engineer 
Chris Johnston, Digital Media Coordinator Rose   

 
 
OTHERS PRESENT VIRTUAL:  Jim Veal, Morgan Spear, Brenda McCastle, Damian Schrey, 

 George Williams, Kelly Wieczorek, Tom Akin 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER / QUORUM PRESENT 
Vice Chairperson Crawford called the Architectural Review Board (ARB) meeting to order at 
2:09 p.m. with a quorum present and explained the procedures of the virtual Board meeting. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Board Member Mead made a motion to approve the July 16, 2020 minutes, seconded by 
Board Member Fogarty, and it carried unanimously.   
 
OPEN FORUM - None 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
Item 1 
New Accessory Structure 

    820 E. La Rua Street OEHPD 
OEHC-1 

Action taken:  Approved with abbreviated review. 
Jim Veal is requesting approval to construct a new accessory structure in place of a recently 
approved garage.  The original design was finalized and approved by the Board in 
December 2019. 
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Mr. Veal presented to the Board and stated the previously approved garage included an 
automobile turntable for the convenience of the owners, but the owners decided the garage 
was too bulky and took up too much of the rear yard.  Basically, this would now be a carport 
with storage, and the materials remained the same.  Because of the proximity of the 
property line, the north wall would have 1 hr.-rated construction because of the difficulty in 
maintaining the north wall, and he wanted to use Hardi lapsiding for this wall. Vice 
Chairperson Crawford indicated this was an approved approach to the carport design and 
more in keeping with the scale of Old East Hill.  Mr. Veal explained the larger than normal 
overhang was to allow the 3 point or 4 point turnaround.  Board Member Mead did not have 
a problem with the scale of the columns, but asked if there was a way to reduce the façade 
of the gable and keep the overall configuration of the house.  He asked if the column level 
could be raised and raise the height of the fascia while keeping the ridge height the same, 
it would effectively reduce the facade and accomplish the same purpose and visually be 
less out of scale with the columns.  He provided a rudimentary sketch illustrating the 
changes.  Board Member Fogarty agreed that it felt awkward, and asked if there was any 
way it could be extended to have three support columns.  Mr. Veal suggested raising the 
ceiling of the carport and leaving the soffit and fascia which would accomplish what was 
suggested; he presented a drawing with his suggestions.  Board Member Villegas added 
that the airflow vent on the primary structure was round at the front, and the gable vent 
should also be round to match. 
Board Member Mead made a motion to approve as presented with modification of 
the front façade and treatment of the soffit, raising the roof as depicted, be submitted 
through an abbreviated review, with the addition of the round versus the rectangular 
gable vent; the motion was seconded by Board Member Villegas, and it carried 
unanimously. 
 

Item 2 
Contributing Structure  

     615 E. Belmont Street    OEHPD 
OEHR-2 

Action taken: Denied without prejudice. 
Ms. Spear is requesting approval for modifications and additions to a contributing structure. 
Ms. Spear addressed the Board and stated the sidewalk to the home measured 28’ and 
the proposed driveway would be 20’ in depth, and they thought this was sufficient.  She 
also stated they had issues with the on-street parking because of the commercial 
businesses on Wright Street.  She indicated a 30” porch would be agreeable; she was open 
to suggestions for the columns.   
Vice Chairperson Crawford stated at the 30” porch height, no railing was required; the style 
of the porch columns was common on beach houses and more modern structures.  OEH 
illustrations show a top and bottom rail which are more parallel to the ground.  Ms. Spear 
stated she was concerned for privacy on the porch as well as safety, but was open to 
anything to allow her to protect those issues.  Board Member Mead addressed the brick 
steps and suggested if they were using brick, to extend the line of the stair to both columns 
and extend the walkway to the same width.  Vice Chairperson Crawford suggested ripping 
the steps out and making it clean.  Board Member Mead explained that new footers would 
be set for the railings without getting them involved with the brick.  Board Member Villegas 
asked about the brick pavers, and the walkway was determined to be full brick.  She agreed 
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with the 30” railing and spindle work.   
Board Member Mead stated the outbuilding was keeping with the main structure, and it 
was determined to be in the actual yard.  After the tree removal, the shed would be pulled 
forward and still retain a full 20’ driveway.  Board Member Mead was concerned with the 
amount of concrete for the driveway and echoed the OEH comments   Ms. Spear stated 
they originally planned to construct a ribbon drive.  Board Member Mead indicated he would 
not have a problem with a dual ribbon drive.  Vice Chairperson Crawford explained the 
prevalent character in OEH is a single ribbon drive, and permeable pavers are not 
historically appropriate, and the ribbon drive or brick pavers would be more suitable.  Ms. 
Spear stated the ribbon driveway was her original idea, and they could push the shed back 
if needed.   They liked the idea of enclosing the front yard with the picket fence; Vice 
Chairperson Crawford advised the fencing detail would need to be provided. Board 
Member Salter stated if the applicant placed the railing around the front porch, and that 
railing is painted white, the railing on the house should be painted to match.  The materials 
for the shed would not be appropriate since it would be highly visible from the street; it 
should match the siding of the house.  Ms. Spear confirmed the shed would match the 
materials of the house.  Board Member Salter asked if there would be any brick around the 
porch area, and Ms. Spear indicated the concrete was cracked, but they did not intend to 
infill with brick.   
Board Member Salter emphasized there were no specifics on the fencing, and there 
needed to be more conversation on the driveway.  He asked if there was enough for 
submittal to be approved.  Board Member Villegas agreed the proposal needed to return 
with the full explanation and illustration of what would be constructed.  It was determined 
the shed was being built and not pre-fabricated; it was also noted that the gable vents 
needed to match the primary structure.  Ms. Spear explained the fencing was flat-top wood, 
but the picket fence detail was not a part of this package. 
Board Member Villegas made a motion to deny without prejudice, and the applicant 
could return and address the specifics of this project; Board Member Salter, 
seconded the motion, and it carried unanimously.  Vice Chairperson Crawford 
indicated the major points had been resolved, but the Board needed visual material to 
memorialize this as a part of the record.  
 
Item 3 
Contributing Structure 

     412 W. Gonzales St NHPD  
PR-1AAA 

Action taken:  Approved with abbreviated review (Crawford). 
Brenda McCastle is requesting approval to rebuild a front porch and carport. Exterior work 
to both began as minor repairs and unexpectedly resulted in the removal of the structures. 
An Abbreviated Review to rebuild the porch and carport was referred to the full board since 
the scope of work exceeded minor repairs, and structural plans for the reconstruction were 
requested. 
Ms. McCastle presented to the Board.  Vice Chairperson Crawford asked Advisor Pristera 
his opinion if the porch was an add-on or an original component.  Advisor Pristera believed 
it was original, it fit the character of the house, and he would like to see it remain.  Board 
Member Salter noted that in the original photographs, the porch had very little slope to it.  
Vice Chairperson Crawford noted the porch looked appropriate at the front, and they were 
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matching the original columns; the new slope might be correcting a problem.  Board 
Member Villegas explained it seemed like the original roof was minimal, but the proposed 
roof was probably resolving an issue.  If they could maintain the original visual, she would 
not have a problem with it.  Advisor Pristera stated when it was originally built, the roof was 
shallow, they probably had water issues, and this would be a compromise in addressing 
the water issues as long as it looks fairly similar to the original house.  The drawings did 
not show the double columns.  Board Member Villegas thought the renderings needed to 
be accurate since the sketches do not have double columns.  Vice Chairperson Crawford 
suggested the side elevation show more of the house to the right and show the columns 
accurately with the eave detail.  Board Member Mead was disturbed to see the porch come 
down, but thought as along as the overall visual dominance of that strong line supported 
by the double columns is maintained, he was open to the general direction of the proposal.  
Staff advised that all original columns had been saved, and the intention was to put 
everything back as close as possible.  Board Member Salter explained where the porch 
tied into the existing gable was really unknown; a specific drawing on how this porch tied 
into the front gable, showing the columns was necessary.  Ms. McCastle explained the 
particular design was flat and allowed water damage.  Staff advised an abbreviated review 
could be assigned to any member of the Board.  Board Member Villegas agreed if the intent 
was to save the architectural presence in North Hill, and if someone from the Board was 
verifying that. 
Board Member Mead made a motion to approve with the moving forward of the 
reconstruction with submitted details to show the points of concern regarding 
connection and how they treat the slope of the roof consistent with returning the 
visual façade to its original condition with the original materials which do not have 
to be replaced; that it be submitted for an abbreviated review performed by Vice 
Chairperson Crawford; if it varies significantly from that or otherwise affects its 
ability to return to its original condition, it be resubmitted for further review after the 
abbreviated review.  Vice Chairperson Crawford amended the motion to include the 
detail on the porch ceiling and other materials.   It was accepted.  Board Member 
Salter amended the motion to ask that the revised drawings be true to scale.  It was 
accepted. The motion was seconded by Board Member Villegas, and it carried 
unanimously. 
    

Item 4 
New Construction 

     407 E. Intendencia St PHD / HR-1 
Wood Cottages 

Action taken:  Approved with abbreviated review. 
Damian Schrey, Highpointe DBR, LLC, is seeking final approval for the construction of a 
new single family residence and a detached garage with an accessory residential dwelling 
on the second level. This project received conceptual approval in August 2017 and a 
Variance to increase the maximum allowable height from 15 feet to 26 feet for an accessory 
residential dwelling located 3 feet from the property line was also granted. 
Mr. Schrey addressed the Board.  Staff advised the variance was approved with the 
understanding that the two heritage trees in the rear would be saved.  Board Member Mead 
addressed middle banding; the cantilevered balcony on the rear and the dimension of the 
header beam on the porch on the front, and if something closer to that dimension was 
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incorporated underneath the water table, it would present a better definition to that line with 
a more consistent visual.  Also, the roof for the cantilevered porch looked dangling; Mr. 
Schrey advised he could add brackets to the roof itself.  Board Member Salter asked about 
the shutters, and they were determined to be operable and appropriately sized.  He advised 
the fixture which makes this a modern style was the two or three horizontal windows in the 
bathroom spaces – was it possible to make them more square or reduce the one for the 
bathroom.  Mr. Schrey advised they could enlarge those windows if necessary.  Board 
Member Mead pointed out the other element that gives the appearance of a modern 
structure was where the window sits in terms of the wall – the windows are too far out and 
need to be recessed.  Mr. Schrey stated the face of the sash is usually relatively near the 
face of the trim.  The aluminum clad version of Jeld-Wen are more recessed.  He advised 
they could look at methods of installation for recessed windows.  Board Member Mead 
presented a visual example for consideration.  Vice Chairperson Crawford indicated a wood 
fence would be more appropriate for this style; the metal fence would be appropriate for 
the pool.  Board Member Villegas pointed out the fencing should not be staggered and 
should mimic the railing on the porch.   Mr. Schrey suggested it could be a struck-through 
knuckled fence. 
Board Member Mead made a motion to approve for submission of an abbreviated 
review with details to show a more dimension mid-body band consistent with the 
depth of the cantilevered beam and beam header on the front and rear porch 
balconies respectively; that the comments which were agreeable to the applicant 
regarding the proportion and shape of the windows be addressed in those details; 
that the roof projection over the cantilever be either supported by brackets or carry 
the columns on the cantilevered portion up to the roof at the applicant’s option; that 
the details  on the fence be submitted in detail to show the knuckle pattern 
consistent with the reverse pattern on the balconies on the house with struck-
through by pickets in a pattern to be approved in the abbreviated review.  Board 
Member Salter amended the motion for the front elevation porch height at a minimum 
of 24” which was accepted.  Board Member Villegas seconded the motion, and it 
carried unanimously. 
 
Item 5 
Demolition 

    33 W. Garden Street PHBD / C-2A 

Action taken:  Approved. 
George Williams is requesting approval for the demolition of an existing bank drive-thru 
and associated structures. In its place, the applicant is proposing to construct a new two-
story bank building. 
Mr. Williams presented to the Board and stated Beach Bank is a tenant in this building.  
The tenant and the landlord have opted to have the bank relocate, and the bank has opted 
to eliminate the drive-thru teller service at the new location.  It was a 3-lane drive-thru on 
the corner, which created a traffic problem; the plan was to remove the 3-lane drive-thru 
and the roof associated with it. (The Board then moved to Item 6.) 
Board Member Mead made a motion to approve the demolition, seconded by Board 
Member Villegas, and the motion carried unanimously. 
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Item 6 
New Construction 

    33 W. Garden Street PHBD / C-2A 
 

Action taken:  Approved with abbreviated review. 
George Williams is seeking final approval for a new two-story bank building which will 
replace the existing drive-thru. The proposed building will have a brick façade with a brick 
corbel accent along sections of the building. The windows and store fronts are proposed to 
be aluminum-clad and both brick arches and accents will be used for window headers. A 
canopy will also be installed on the building’s rear along with improvements to the 
hardscape and landscape. 
Ms. Wieczorek presented to the Board and stated that the Board had asked in the previous 
submittal that an entry be provided on Garden Street.  With reduction to costs, the floorplan 
was reduced.  The original building was a 3-story warehouse.  They wanted to be consistent 
but added several changes to tie into the contemporary buildings to the west.  They were 
proposing the more traditional red brick and the modern monolithic gray brick.  They were 
using an aluminum storefront system and had incorporated an applied muntin product for 
the warehouse aesthetic.  She pointed out this was the bookend to the block, and they 
were limited to two stories. The parapets conceal the roof-mounted equipment. They would 
use a gray-tint glass for the windows.   Vice Chairperson Crawford asked if the 4’ parapet 
would screen all the equipment, and Ms. Wieczorek advised they were looking at site plans 
for all the equipment, and it would be a package rooftop system. 
Board Member Salter addressed the south elevation where it appeared historic, but the 
first floor entry door seemed to lack brick detail.  Ms. Wieczorek agreed they could probably 
add the brick.  Board Member Salter pointed out that smooth brick that is mortar matched 
actually de-emphasizes the brick and reads more as stucco.  Vice Chairperson Crawford 
agreed in matching the color, you lose the human scale.  Board Member Mead agreed 
matching the mortar reads as a stack of units as opposed to a surface.  Board Member 
Villegas liked the contrast but was concerned with the trim on the windows of the red brick 
and thought it might be softened; Ms. Wieczorek stated it would be the same color as the 
mortar.  Regarding the canopy, Ms. Kelley stated it would be covering the ATM only; Board 
Member Mead agreed that the projection should be brought back closer to the building.  It 
was determined there was no landscaping on Baylen since the building is pulled up to the 
property line. 
Ms. Wieczorek advised the signage would be on the west side and south side of the 
building.  A plaque would be placed on the north side.  Board Member Mead addressed 
the windows on the ground floor in the warehouse portion and suggested they carry down 
the metal treatment as though that’s complete infill rather than have the masonry 
component..  Board Member Fogarty had no problem with the color of the brick and mortar 
on the modern portions, but thought it might be interesting to have the mortar a couple of 
shades darker.  
Board Member Salter made a motion to approve, excluding signage and lighting; an 
abbreviated review on modifications to the south elevation which includes 
adjustments as discussed to the back awning as well as detailing around the door 
openings to include more historic type detailing; the final brick and mortar color; 
landscape plan and the infill detail below the ground floor windows of the historic 
section.  Vice Chairperson Crawford amended the motion to include an abbreviated 
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review for the real size of rooftop mechanical equipment to be indicated on a 
drawing.  It was accepted.   It was determined the Board had enough information to 
move forward on the foundation.  Board Member Villegas amended the motion to 
address the upper windows on the historic section, and it was accepted. The motion 
was seconded by Board Member Mead and carried unanimously. 
 
Item 7 
Contributing Structure 

    121 S. Palafox St PHBD / C-2A 
 

Action taken:  Approved three signs. 
Tom Akin is requesting approval for approximately 65.84 square feet of exterior vinyl widow 
signage. Based on the business’ street frontage, the applicant is allowed a combination of 
wall signage of no more than 83 square feet (10% of the street front elevation). Although 
window stickers are considered a type of permanent accessory sign, the applicant was not 
aware that ARB review was required for this type of sign. Since the existing windows are 
heavily tinted, the applicant is also unable to relocate the signs to the interior of the windows 
which would not require ARB review.  An abbreviated review for this item was referred to 
the full board in July 2020 for a discussion on the appropriateness of the proposed signage 
and for a general discussion on vinyl window signage along Palafox Street. 
Board Member Mead informed the Board he had an appointment at 5:50 pm and stated he 
had no objection to the applications pending.    
Mr. Akin addressed the Board and apologized for not obtaining a permit.  Board Member 
Mead advised as far as the use of vinyl signs, he didn’t have a problem with them especially 
in the Historical Business District because historically, painted and artistically appropriate 
signage on windows was historically known and had typically been done in a pleasing and 
representative fashion for the businesses and endured for periods of time before they were 
either refurbished, replaced or changed entirely.  He understood not placing them inside 
because of the nature of reflective film and the temperature on the inside.  He felt the 
purview of the Board should address the overall design of the signage in terms of its 
treatment with regard to the present façade and the surrounding businesses, and the 
arrangement and application of the proposed signage on the windows.  He liked what was 
being done with the entry surround and the door appliques, which were in keeping with 
traditional uses of paint on glass commercial signage.  Even though the façade was not 
back where we would want it, the other three applications were not in keeping with that 
since they were applied somewhat haphazardly.  In the lower tier window, they needed to 
be higher and in the upper tiers and arranged in a more pleasing composition as the signs 
around the door; the three facing Palafox needed to be reviewed for right scale, 
composition and if the overall impact was correct for the district.  He had no problem in 
approving the door; the lettering on the two sides should be brought to scale and adjusted.  
Vice Chairperson Crawford confirmed 10% of street frontage could be signage, but this 
was a very unusual building; the armed sign came through an abbreviated review and was 
accepted.  He agreed there was a haphazard nature to the signage and did not know of 
any other location on Palafox which had the entire storefront system as its sign.  Staff 
confirmed for attached wall signage, it could be a combination up to the 10% of the 
storefront. 
Board Member Villegas liked the style of the entryway but had a problem with the hours of 
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operation being on the side and not on the front door which seemed to be an advertisement 
for Happy Hour; this was not appropriate for Palafox and took away from the business. 
Staff stated when these types of applications come through an abbreviated review for 
allowed types of signage for the building, they ask does it fit in with the size requirements, 
and does it fit in with the overall character of the district.  The intent of the signage was not 
really addressed but addressed in the overall character of the surrounding area.  The way 
the Ordinance is written, 10% of the street front façade up to 200 sq. ft. It is applied 
according to 10% of individual storefronts which does not push the overall signage of the 
building over 200 sq. ft.  Board Member Mead explained the Board should be reviewing the 
color or configuration of the signage in relation to the overall façade.  He felt it was 
appropriate to have a single white lettering and imagery on a building of such a plain 
façade; anything other than that would be fighting with the façade.  Board Member Fogarty 
stated the entryway was too cluttered, and she was confused on the business name itself.  
She suggested simplifying the signage; the 5 Barrel signage could be scaled down, and 
she felt the overall signage should be simplified.  Mr. Akin noted the points were valid and 
appreciated any input the Board could offer.   
Board Member Salter advised he received the abbreviated review and walked down 
Palafox and noted quite a few businesses with vinyl signage on the windows.  When they 
worked, it seemed they were focused on the name or the graphic image near the logo of 
the business – less wordage or function and more graphics.  He pointed out the Taproom 
and hours of operation and happy hour were more function, and those hours could change.  
The more graphic oriented for the business logo would be more appropriate signage.  Staff 
confirmed the majority of the vinyl window signage on Palafox had not been approved; they 
were easy to install and remove, and we don’t have the staff to regulate all the signage on 
Palafox.  When they did come for abbreviated review, it was because someone complained 
or called in a 311 issue on a specific area or specific building; the result of the investigation 
is usually to place the vinyl stickers on the inside; in this situation, the tinted windows 
prevented that.  He did state that he appreciated the applicant’s willingness to come before 
the Board, and he had been great to work with. 
Board Member Salter made a motion to approve the signage of the barrel and the 5 
above the door that is graphically or logo-oriented; the 5B design on the doors that 
is graphically-oriented in type, and approve the style of the 5 barrel brewery taproom 
logo on Palafox Street because of its graphic representation of the business name; 
not approve the brewery happy hour, the brewery hours or the large brewery or 
taproom signage located on either side of the door.  The motion was seconded by 
Board Member Villegas and carried unanimously.  Staff advised when these items 
come before the Board, they generally waive any type of Code Enforcement fees, but it 
was up to the Board on when the signage needed to be removed; it was decided that the 
Board would work with the applicant. 
 
Item 8 
Non-Contributing Structure 

    
 205 E. Zaragoza St 

 
PHD / HC-1 

 
  Action taken:  Approved with comments. 

Ross Pristera, UWF Historic Trust, is requesting approval to repair the south porch on the 
Tivoli High House replica. The scope of work will include board-for-board replacement of 
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the wood railings, trim and second floor decking and the replacement of the ground floor 
wood decking with Aeratis. The south elevation will also be repainted with the existing paint 
palette.  
Advisor Pristera addressed the Board and stated the Board had approved the Aeratis 
product for North Hill.  He stated the tongue and groove matched other decks.  Vice 
Chairperson Crawford explained the design expands and contracts, but this produce might 
be better than similar products, but there had been problems with them wanting to pop up 
which was tied to the fact they were tongue and groove.  Advisor Pristera noted the 
problems since it would be south facing.  Board Member Salter explained this was a replica 
with the intent to represent what was there, not just in look but in construction.  This building 
represented what it would have looked like historically in Pensacola.  He didn’t think it was 
right to change materials which defeated the intent of the building.  Board Member Fogarty 
agreed because the purpose was to replicate, and this material did not do that as well as 
the real thing.  Board Member Villegas agreed that precedence comes into play even 
though it was the south side of the building since those small allowances add up.  Whereas 
the Historic Trust is as responsible as one can be, that was not the fight we normally have, 
and she could not agree with this.  Advisor Pristera stated they would probably have to 
reconsider anyway since the budget for this project was cut and asked if they went back 
with wood, could a lighter natural wood color be approved.  Board Member Villegas felt 
going back with a natural color was more in line with what was there.  Advisor Pristera 
stated they used wood and allowed it to grey out naturally.  Board Member Salter agreed 
and did not feel dark grey paint was a necessary aspect of the historic nature.  Advisor 
Pristera stated they would lean toward the wood they have used and could submit the 
details for an abbreviated review.  Staff advised this would be submitted for a full Board 
review or the Board could make a motion to send this to an abbreviated review.  Vice 
Chairperson Crawford explained because it would be not be board-for-board, it would be 
replacing a non-tongue and groove system with a tongue and groove system, and the 
Board would want to see those details and should be presented to the full Board.  Staff 
advised that full replacement would trigger a full Board review. 
Board Member Salter made a motion to approve the wood railing trim and second 
floor replacement with board-for-board material as well as repaint of the existing 
paint palate, and non-approval of the Aeratis decking for the first floor. The motion 
was seconded by Board Member Villegas and carried unanimously. 
 

DISCUSSION:  Historic Preservation Planner Harding advised that in October, Chairperson 
Quina’s appointment was up for nomination as well as Board Member Hatler-Campbell’s.  
Vice Chairperson Crawford suggested names for nomination be submitted to staff for 
consideration.  Applications would be submitted to Council; the chairperson must be a 
registered architect and be a resident of the city.  Ms. Hatler-Campbell’s position would be 
a property owner or business owner in the Palafox Historic Business District or the 
Governmental Center District.  Staff explained there was a lot of opportunity to begin 
involving the DIB in this process.  The deadline was noted as August 24, 2020. 
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ADJOURNMENT – With no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:38 p.m. 
 
Respectfully Submitted,   
 
 
 
 
Historic Preservation Planner Harding  
Secretary to the Board  

 

 

 



City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00546 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 1
100 W. Brainerd Street
North Hill Preservation District / Zone PR-1AAA
Contributing Structure

BACKGROUND:

Nicholas Forte is requesting approval to construct a new side yard driveway, porch stairs and a
replacement walkway with matching pavers located in the rear yard. The applicant is also requesting
approval to pave the enclosed west side yard and a small sand are between the front porch and front
Magnolia Tree with matching pavers. The pavers will be Belgard Appian-Stone, color mix 32.

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTIONS:

Sec. 12-2-10(B)(6) NHPD, Alterations or additions to existing contributing structures
Sec. 12-2-10(B)(5)(a) NHPD, Off-street parking
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100 W. Brainerd Street 

 

 



 
 
 
 
Architectural Review Board Application 
Full Board Review 
 

Planning Services 
222 W. Main Street * Pensacola, Florida 32502 

(850) 435-1670 
Mail to:  P.O. Box 12910 * Pensacola, Florida 32521 

 

Pensacola City of 

America’s First Settlement 
And Most Historic City 

 
     Application Date:     
 

Project Address:            
 
Applicant:             
 
Applicant’s Address: _________________________________________________________________ 
 
Email:         Phone:     
 
Property Owner: _________________________________________________________________  
       (If different from Applicant) 

District: PHD NHPD OEHPD PHBD GCD 

Application is hereby made for the project as described herein: 
 Residential Homestead – $50.00 hearing fee 
 Commercial/Other Residential – $250.00 hearing fee 

 

* An application shall be scheduled to be heard once all required materials have been submitted and it is 
deemed complete by the Secretary to the Board.  You will need to include fourteen (14) copies of the 
required information.  Please see pages 3 – 4 of this application for further instruction and information.   
 

Project specifics/description:     

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 
I, the undersigned applicant, understand that payment of these fees does not entitle me to approval and 
that no refund of these fees will be made.  I have reviewed the applicable zoning requirements and 
understand that I must be present on the date of the Architectural Review Board meeting. 
 
 
                                         
  Applicant Signature       Date 
 

 

8/26/2020

100 W Brainerd St., Pensacola, FL 32501

Nicholas Forte

100 W Brainerd St., Pensacola, FL 32501

nickforte@verizon.net 703-975-5811

✔

8/26/2020

✔

Four parts:

(A) Construct a new driveway using pavers on the front side of the house, and new stairs (18"H x
72"W x 26"D) surfaced with pavers from this driveway to the front porch.

(B) Installing pavers on front walkway.

(C) Installing pavers on enclosed side yard.

(D) Optional: Add pavers to existing sand area between front porch and Magnolia tree.

All pavers to match existing pavers used in back driveway and patio area (Belgard Appian-Stone,
color mix 32).













City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00549 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 2
434 E. Intendencia Street
Pensacola Historic District / Zone HR-1
Non-Contributing Structure

BACKGROUND:

Ann Carver is seeking approval to add 36 solar panels to the roof of a non-contributing structure.
Thirty-four (34) panels are proposed to be added to the west, south and east sides of primary
structure’s roof and two panels are proposed for the northeast side of the garage. Per Florida Statute
Sec. 163.04(2), “a property owner may not be denied permission to install solar collectors […] by any
entity.” However, “such entity may determine the specific location where solar collectors may be
installed on the roof within an orientation to the south or within 45° east or west of due south provided
that such determination does not impair the effective operation of the solar collectors.”

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTION:

Florida Statute - Sec. 163.04 Florida Solar Rights Law
Sec. 12-2-10(A)(4)(a) PHD, Procedure for review (all activities regulated by this subsection shall be
subject to review and approval by the ARB
Sec. 12-2-10(A)(7) PHD, Alterations to non-contributing structures in the PHD

Page 1 of 1
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Architectural Review Board Application 

Full Board Review 

Planning Services 
222 W. Main Street * Pensacola, Florida 32502 

(850) 435-1670
Mail to:  P.O. Box 12910 * Pensacola, Florida 32521 

Pensacola
City of

America’s First Settlement 

And Most Historic City 

Application Date: 

Project Address: 

Applicant: 

Applicant’s Address: _________________________________________________________________ 

Email:  Phone:  

Property Owner: _________________________________________________________________ 
(If different from Applicant) 

District: PHD NHPD OEHPD PHBD GCD 

Application is hereby made for the project as described herein: 

 Residential Homestead – $50.00 hearing fee

 Commercial/Other Residential – $250.00 hearing fee

* An application shall be scheduled to be heard once all required materials have been submitted and it is
deemed complete by the Secretary to the Board.  You will need to include fourteen (14) copies of the
required information.  Please see pages 3 – 4 of this application for further instruction and information.

Project specifics/description: 

I, the undersigned applicant, understand that payment of these fees does not entitle me to approval and 
that no refund of these fees will be made.  I have reviewed the applicable zoning requirements and 
understand that I must be present on the date of the Architectural Review Board meeting. 

Applicant Signature Date 

stamped engineering plans.   Property included in Pensacola historical district.  Submitting for 

ARB review and approval.  Please see attached engineering packet.

Install and activate solar panel array and associated electrical connectivity for grid tie system per 

Thank you.



Digitally signed by Scott E Wyssling
DN: C=US, S=Utah, L=Alpine, O=Wyssling 
Consulting, CN=Scott E Wyssling + 
E=swyssling@wysslingconsulting.com
Reason: I am the author of this document
Location: your signing location here
Date: 2020-07-14 15:20:33
Foxit PhantomPDF Version: 9.7.1

Scott E 
Wyssling





   
  S

IT
E 

IN
FO

RM
AT

IO
N:

   
  A

nn
 C

ar
ve

r
   

  4
34

 E
 In

te
nd

en
cia

 S
t, 

Pe
ns

ac
ol

a,
 F

L 3
25

02
   

  M
AX

 C
O

NT
IN

UO
US

 A
C 

SY
ST

EM
 S

IZ
E:

  1
0 

 k
W

 A
C

   
  D

C 
SY

ST
EM

 S
IZ

E:
  1

1.
7 

kW
 D

C
   

   
  L

at
, L

on
g:

 3
0.

41
18

71
, -

87
.2

06
42

4
(3

6)
  T

rin
as

ol
ar

 3
25

 T
SM

-D
D0

6M
.0

5(
II)

  P
V 

M
O

DU
LE

S
(1

)  
So

la
rE

dg
e 

SE
10

00
0H

-U
S 

(2
40

V)
 IN

VE
RT

ER
(S

)

M
er

ak
i I

ns
ta

lle
rs

48
4-

66
3-

37
92

21
 N

 N
ew

 W
ar

rin
gt

on
 R

d
Pe

ns
ac

ol
a,

 F
L 

32
50

7
Li

ce
ns

e 
# 

C
VC

57
04

4

C
O

N
TR

AC
TO

R
  I

N
FO

R
M

AT
IO

N
:

PV01  COVER PAGE

PV02  PROPERTY PLAN

PV03  ROOF PLAN

PV04  ROOF ATTACHMENTS + BOM

PV05  MOUNTING DETAIL

PV06  ELECTRICAL DIAGRAM

PV07  LABELS

PV08  PLACARD

PV09  SITE PHOTOS

DATE: July 10, 2020

PV01  
PAGE:            SHEET NAME:

COVER PAGE
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

GENERAL NOTES:
1. INSTALLATION OF SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEM SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH NEC ARTICLE

690, AND ALL OTHER APPLICABLE NEC CODES WHERE NOTED OR EXISTING.
2. PROPER ACCESS AND WORKING CLEARANCE AROUND EXISTING AND PROPOSED ELECTRICAL

EQUIPMENT WILL COMPLY WITH NEC ARTICLE 110.
3. ALL WIRES, INCLUDING THE GROUNDING ELECTRODE CONDUCTOR SHALL BE PROTECTED FROM

PHYSICAL DAMAGE IN ACCORDANCE WITH NEC ARTICLE 250
4. THE PV MODULES ARE CONSIDERED NON-COMBUSTIBLE;  THIS SYSTEM IS UTILITY INTERACTIVE PER

UL 1741 AND DOES NOT INCLUDE STORAGE BATTERIES OR OTHER ALTERNATIVE STORAGE SOURCES.
5. ALL DC WIRES SHALL BE SIZED ACCORDING TO [NEC 690.8]
6. DC CONDUCTORS SHALL BE WITHIN PROTECTED RACEWAYS IN ACCORDANCE WITH [NEC 690.31]
7. ALL SIGNAGE TO BE PLACED IN ACCORDANCE WITH LOCAL JURISDICTIONAL BUILDING CODE.

APPLICABLE GOVERNING CODES:

DESCRIPTION OF DESIGN:
INSTALLATION OF GRID -TIED, UTILITY INTERACTIVE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEM

AERIAL VIEW: STREET VIEW: SHEET INDEX:

   EQUIPMENT:
   MAX CONTINUOUS AC SYSTEM SIZE:  10  kW AC
   DC SYSTEM SIZE:  11.7  kW DC
   PV MODULES: (36)  Trinasolar 325 TSM-DD06M.05(II)
   INVERTER(S):  (1) SolarEdge SE10000H-US (240V)
   RACKING:  IRONRIDGE XR FLUSH MOUNT RAILING & ROOF ATTACHMENT SYSTEM

2014 NATIONAL ELECTRIC CODE [NEC]
2015 INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE [IBC]
2015 INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE [IRC]
2015 INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE [IFC]

SITE SPECIFICATIONS:
OCCUPANCY: R-3
ZONING: RESIDENTIAL
EXPOSURE CATEGORY: B
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DATE: July 10, 2020

PV02  
PAGE:            SHEET NAME:

PROPERTY PLAN
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

SCALE:

EQUIPMENT LEGEND:

INVERTER

VISIBLE, LOCKABLE, LABELED
AC DISCONNECT

METER SOCKET
(FOR UTILITY PV METER)

UTILITY METER

MAIN SERVICE PANEL

LC LOAD CENTER

FIRE ACCESS PATHWAY (3' TYP)

C

INV

PV

AC

MSP

M

COMBINER BOX

PROPERTY LINE

FRONT OF HOME

434 E Intendencia St

MP2
PITCH: 25°
AZIMUTH: 78°

MP3
PITCH: 25°

AZIMUTH: 258°

MP4
PITCH: 25°

AZIMUTH: 0°

MP1
PITCH: 25°
AZIMUTH: 168°

BATT BATTERY(IES)

VISIBLE, LOCKABLE,
LABELED AC DISCONNECT
LOCATED WITHIN 10'
OF UTILITY METER1" = 15.24'

81'-0"

78'-0"

8°



   
  S

IT
E 

IN
FO

RM
AT

IO
N:

   
  A

nn
 C

ar
ve

r
   

  4
34

 E
 In

te
nd

en
cia

 S
t, 

Pe
ns

ac
ol

a,
 F

L 3
25

02
   

  M
AX

 C
O

NT
IN

UO
US

 A
C 

SY
ST

EM
 S

IZ
E:

  1
0 

 k
W

 A
C

   
  D

C 
SY

ST
EM

 S
IZ

E:
  1

1.
7 

kW
 D

C
   

   
  L

at
, L

on
g:

 3
0.

41
18

71
, -

87
.2

06
42

4
(3

6)
  T

rin
as

ol
ar

 3
25

 T
SM

-D
D0

6M
.0

5(
II)

  P
V 

M
O

DU
LE

S
(1

)  
So

la
rE

dg
e 

SE
10

00
0H

-U
S 

(2
40

V)
 IN

VE
RT

ER
(S

)

M
er

ak
i I

ns
ta

lle
rs

48
4-

66
3-

37
92

21
 N

 N
ew

 W
ar

rin
gt

on
 R

d
Pe

ns
ac

ol
a,

 F
L 

32
50

7
Li

ce
ns

e 
# 

C
VC

57
04

4

C
O

N
TR

AC
TO

R
  I

N
FO

R
M

AT
IO

N
:

AC

INV

MSP

M

JB

JB

JB

JB MP2
PITCH: 25°
AZIMUTH: 78°

DATE: July 10, 2020

PV03  
PAGE:            SHEET NAME:

ROOF PLAN
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

EQUIPMENT LEGEND:

INVERTER

VISIBLE, LOCKABLE, LABELED
AC DISCONNECT

METER SOCKET
(FOR UTILITY PV METER)

UTILITY METER

MAIN SERVICE PANEL

LC LOAD CENTER

FIRE ACCESS PATHWAY  (3' TYP)

C

INV

PV

AC

MSP

M

COMBINER BOX FRONT OF HOME

MP3
PITCH: 25°

AZIMUTH: 258°

MP4
PITCH: 25°

AZIMUTH: 0°

MP1
PITCH: 25°
AZIMUTH: 168°

BATT BATTERY(IES)

VISIBLE, LOCKABLE,
LABELED AC DISCONNECT
LOCATED WITHIN 10'
OF UTILITY METER
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ROOF ATTACHMENTS + BOM

DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

MOUNTING EQUIPMENT QTY:

FRAMING TYPE:

RAFTER SPACING:

RAFTER SIZE:

FRAMING INFO:

2x4

24"

Manufactured Truss

ROOF ATTACHMENT COUNT: (118)

PV MODULE COUNT: (36)

MID CLAMP COUNT: (36)
END CLAMP QTY: (72)

SPLICE COUNT: (4)

ATTACHMENT SPACING: 48

ROOF ATTACHMENT COUNT: 118
PV MODULE COUNT: 36
ARRAY AREA: MODULE COUNT * 18.06ft² =  650.16
ROOF AREA: 2635 ft²
PERCENT OF ROOF COVERED: 25%
ARRAY WEIGHT: MODULE COUNT * 50lbs = 1800
DISTRIBUTED LOAD: ARRAY LBS/ATTACHMENTS = 15.25
POINT LOAD: (lbs/ft²) (ARRAY) WEIGHT/AREA = 2.77  lbs/ft²

PHOTOVOLTAIC ARRAY STRUCTURAL CRITERIA:



PV MODULE

IRONRIDGE MID CLAMP

PV MODULE

IRONRIDGE RAIL

S5-PROTEA BRACKET

2'-8" MIN -
3'-10" MAX

3

IRONRIDGE RAIL

PV MODULE

48" MAX."1'-8"
MAX.

21

FRONT VIEW

2'-8" MIN -
3'-10" MAX

10" MIN -
1'-4"
MAX

SIDE VIEW

(E) RAFTER/TOP CHORDS

(E) RAFTER/TOP CHORD

END CLAMP DETAILS  MID CLAMP DETAILS21

TOP

Thru Hole 4x
.27" / [7]

3.93"
[100]

1.00"
[25] ProteaBracket

2.27"
[58]

.97"
[25]

.40"
[10]

.76"
[19]

.15"
[4]

.725"
[18]

.43"
[11]

.33"
[8]

1.61"
[41]

2.61"
[66]

.400"
[10]

k

k
MM

INCH
3.9
.15

dc
6.10-6.25
.24-.246

L
25.4

1

d1
14.7
.58

6mm X 25mm (8mm Hex W/16mm Washer)

.39"
[10]

.77"
[20]

2.39"
[61]

.77"
[20]

LEFT FRONT

Factory Applied Sealant

EST ASSEMBLY WEIGHT :

.526 lbs

RIGHT The Right Way!
SUPPLIED HARDWARE:

(4) 6mm X 25mm (8mm Hex W/Washer)

Bi-Metal Sheet Screw

SCALE:

1:1

OTHER:

TITLE S-5! ProteaBracket

FOR STANDING SEAM SPECIFIC MECHANICAL LOAD TEST
INFORMATION AND CLAMP INSTALLATION INFORMATION
PLEASE VISIT: WWW.S-5.COM

MATERIAL:

A2 Stainless METAL ROOF INNOVATIONS, LTD.
8655 TABLE BUTTE RD

COLORADO SPRINGS, CO 80908
719-495-0518

719-495-0045 (FAX)

f
7.8
.31

1.812"
[46]

L

dc f

2.953"
[75]

4.035"
[102]

d1

S-5!® PRODUCTS ARE PROTECTED BY MULTIPLE U.S. PATENTS INCLUDING 5,228,248, 5,983,588 AND
6,164,033 (OTHERS ISSUED AND PENDING). EUROPEAN PATENTS ARE ALSO APPLIED FOR AND PENDING
UNDER THE PATENT COOPERATION TREATY WITH DIVISIONAL FILING RIGHTS RETAINED. METAL ROOF

INNOVATIONS, LTD. (LICENSOR OF S-5!® TECHNOLOGY) AGGRESSIVELY PROSECUTES PATENT
INFRINGEMENT.

IRONRIDGE RAIL

IRONRIDGE UNIVERSAL
FASTENING OBJECT

IRONRIDGE RAIL
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MOUNTING DETAIL
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

MOUNTING EQUIPMENT QTY:

FRAMING TYPE:

RAFTER SPACING:

RAFTER SIZE:

FRAMING INFO:

2x4

24"

Manufactured Truss

ROOF ATTACHMENT COUNT: (118)

PV MODULE COUNT: (36)

MID CLAMP COUNT: (36)
END CLAMP QTY: (72)

SPLICE COUNT: (4)

ATTACHMENT SPACING: 48

ROOF ATTACHMENT COUNT: 118
PV MODULE COUNT: 36
ARRAY AREA: MODULE COUNT * 18.06ft² =  650.16
ROOF AREA: 2635 ft²
PERCENT OF ROOF COVERED: 25%
ARRAY WEIGHT: MODULE COUNT * 50lbs = 1800
DISTRIBUTED LOAD: ARRAY LBS/ATTACHMENTS = 15.25
POINT LOAD: (lbs/ft²) (ARRAY) WEIGHT/AREA = 2.77  lbs/ft²

PHOTOVOLTAIC ARRAY STRUCTURAL CRITERIA:

3



(E)

120/240 VAC
 TO UTILITY GRID

(E) UTILITY METER

AC

DC

J-BOX

=
=

=
=

=
=

STRING (2)

18 MODULES

=
=

=
=

=
=

STRING (1)

18 MODULES

J-BOX

J-BOX

2 3

UL 1741 COMPLIANT
INTEGRATED RAPID
SHUTDOWN DC DISCONNECT

1

1

SolarEdge SE10000H-US
(240V)

2

(N)   AUXILIARY GROUNDING
ELECTRODE #6 AWG
INSTALLED AS CLOSE AS
PRACTICAL TO ARRAYS
NEC 690.47(D)

1 2 3 4
(2)   PV-WIRE - 10 AWG, USE-2, COPPER
(OR CODE APPROVED EQUIVALENT)

(1)       6 AWG BARE, COPPER (GROUND)

(1)     10 AWG THWN-2, or THHN, or 10/2 NM-B COPPER - (POSITIVE)
(1)     10 AWG THWN-2, or THHN, or 10/2 NM-B COPPER - (NEGATIVE)
(1)     10 AWG THWN-2, or THHN, or 10/2 NM-B COPPER - (GROUND)
(1)     3/4" LIQUID TIGHT OR EMT OR FMC
(OR CODE APPROVED EQUIVALENT)

(2)     10 AWG THHN/THWN-2, COPPER - (POSITIVE)
(2)     10 AWG THHN/THWN-2 COPPER - (NEGATIVE)
(1)     10 AWG THHN/THWN-2 (GROUND)
CONDUIT:  3/4" LIQUID TIGHT OR EMT
(OR CODE APPROVED EQUIVALENT)

(1)     6 AWG THWN-2 COPPER - (L1)
(1)     6 AWG THWN-2 COPPER - (L2)
(1)      6 AWG THWN-2 COPPER - (NEUTRAL)
(1)   10 AWG THWN-2 COPPER - (GROUND)
(1)   CONDUIT:  3/4" LIQUID TIGHT OR EMT
(OR CODE APPROVED EQUIVALENT)

4

PV AC DISCONNECT
VISIBLE, LOCKABLE,
LABELED, OPEN
60A, 240V, 2-POLE

(E) LOADS

N

G

(E) GROUNDING
ELECTRODE

(N) 60A-2P

(N) 175A-2P

INTERCONNECTION NOTES:
1.   INTERCONNECTION SIZING, LIMITATIONS AND COMPLIANCE
DETERMINED IN ACCORDANCE WITH [NEC 705.12], AND [NEC 690.64].
3.  GROUND FAULT PROTECTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH [NEC 215.9],
[NEC 230.95] AND [NEC 690.5]
4.  ALL EQUIPMENT TO BE RATED FOR BACKFEEDING.
5. PV BREAKER TO BE POSITIONED AT THE OPPOSITE END OF THE
BUSBAR RELATIVE TO THE MAIN BREAKER.

DISCONNECT NOTES
1.  DISCONNECTING SWITCHES SHALL BE WIRED SUCH THAT WHEN
THE SWITCH IS OPENED THE CONDUCTORS REMAINING LIVE ARE
CONNECTED TO THE TERMINALS MARKED “LINE SIDE” (TYPICALLY
THE UPPER TERMINALS)
2.  AC DISCONNECT MUST BE ACCESSIBLE TO QUALIFIED UTILITY
PERSONNEL, BE LOCKABLE, AND BE A VISIBLE-BREAK SWITCH

(E)200A MAIN SERVICE PANEL
(N)175A-2P MAIN BREAKER

4
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PV06 
PAGE:            SHEET NAME:

ELECTRICAL DIAGRAM 
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

WIRE SCHEDULE

VISIBLE, LOCKABLE,
LABELED AC DISCONNECT
LOCATED WITHIN 10'
OF UTILITY METER

EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE:

TYPE: QTY: DESCRIPTION: RATING:

MODULES: (36) Trinasolar 325 TSM-DD06M.05(II) 325 W

INVERTERS: (1) SolarEdge SE10000H-US (240V) 10000 W

AC DISCONNECT(S): (1) PV AC DISCONNECT, 240V, 2-POLE 60 A

DC OPTIMIZERS: (36) SolarEdge P370 15 Adc

GROUNDING & GENERAL NOTES:
1.  A SECOND FACILITY GROUNDING ELECTRODE IS NOT REQUIRED PER [NEC
690.47(C)(3)]
2.  PV INVERTER IS UNGROUNDED, TRANSFORMER-LESS TYPE.
3.  DC GEC AND AC EGC TO REMAIN UNSPLICED, OR SPLICED TO EXISTING
ELECTRODE
4. ANY EXISTING WIRING INVOLVED WITH PV SYSTEM CONNECTION THAT IS
FOUND TO BE   INADEQUATE PER CODE SHALL BE CORRECTED PRIOR TO FINAL
INSPECTION.
5. JUNCTION BOX QUANTITIES, AND PLACEMENT SUBJECT TO CHANGE IN THE
FIELD - JUNCTION BOXES DEPICTED ON ELECTRICAL DIAGRAM REPRESENT WIRE
TYPE TRANSITIONS.
6. AC DISCONNECT NOTED IN EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE OPTIONAL IF OTHER
AC DISCONNECTING MEANS IS LOCATED WITHIN 10' OF SERVICE DISCONNECT.
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PAGE:            SHEET NAME:

LABELS 
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

LABEL 1
AT EACH JUNCTION BOX, COMBINER BOX, DISCONNECT,
AND DEVICE WHERE ENERGIZED UNGROUNDED
CONDUCTORS MAY BE EXPOSED DURING SERVICE.
NEC. 690.35(F)

LABEL 2
FOR PV DISCONNECTING MEANS WHERE ALL TERMINALS
OF THE DISCONNECTING MEANS MAY BE ENERGIZED IN
THE OPEN POSITION.
NEC 690.17(E), NEC 705.22

LABEL 3
AT POINT OF INTERCONNECTION, MARKED AT AC
DISCONNECTING MEANS.
NEC 690.54, NEC 690.13 (B)

LABEL 4
AT POINT OF INTERCONNECTION FOR EQUIPMENT
CONTAINING OVERCURRENT DEVICES IN CIRCUTS
SUPPLYING POWER TO A BUSBAR OR CONDUCTOR
SUPPLIED FROM MULTIPLE SOURCES, EACH
SERVICE EQUIPMENT AND ALL ELECTRIC POWER
PRODUCTION SOURCE LOCATIONS.
NEC 705.12(D)(3)

LABEL 5
AT DIRECT-CURRENT EXPOSED RACEWAYS, CABLE TRAYS, COVERS AND
ENCLOSURES OF JUNCTION BOXES, AND OTHER WIRING METHODS; SPACED AT
MAXIMUM 10FT SECTION OR WHERE SEPARATED BY ENCLOSURES, WALLS,
PARTITIONS, CEILINGS, OR FLOORS.
NEC 690.31(G)(3&4)

LABEL 6
PLACED ADJACENT TO THE BACK-FED BREAKER FROM THE INVERTER IF TIE IN
CONSISTS OF LOAD SIDE CONNECTION TO BUSBAR.
NEC 705.12(D)(2)(3)(B)

LABEL 7
SIGN LOCATED AT UTILITY SERVICE EQUIPMENT.
NEC 690.56(C)

** ELECTRICAL DIAGRAM SHOWN  ABOVE IS FOR LABELING PURPOSES ONLY.  NOT AN ACTUAL REPRESENATION
OF EQUIPMENT AND CONNECTIONS TO BE INSTALLED.  LABEL LOCATIONS PRESENTED MAY VERY DEPENDING
ON TYPE OF INTERCONNECTION METHOD AND LOCATION PRESENTED ELECTRICAL DIAGRAM PAGE.     **

JUNCTION BOX

MAIN SERVICE PANEL

AC DISCONNECT

(E) SUB PANEL
(ONLY IF POINT OF

INTERCONNECTION
IS MADE WITHIN

 SUB PANEL)

PV COMBINER
SUBPANEL -

IF USED TO COMBINE
PV OUTPUT CIRCUITS

2

3

3

4

41

73

6
(ONLY IF PV

INTERCONNECTION
CONSISTS OF LOAD

SIDE BREAKER)

5 8

22

4

6
(ONLY IF PV

INTERCONNECTION
CONSISTS OF LOAD

SIDE BREAKER)

4
5

2

LABELING DIAGRAM:

LABEL 8 (ONLY IF 3 OR MORE SUPPLY SOURCES TO A BUSBAR)
SIGN LOCATED AT LOAD CENTER IF CONTAINING 3 OR MORE POWER SOURCES.
NEC 705.12(D)(2)(3)(C)

LABELING NOTES:
1. LABELS CALLED OUT ACCORDING TO ALL COMMON CONFIGURATIONS. ELECTRICIAN

TO DETERMINE EXACT REQUIREMENTS IN THE FIELD PER CURRENT NEC AND LOCAL
CODES AND MAKE APPROPRIATE ADJUSTMENTS.

2. LABELING REQUIREMENTS BASED ON THE 2014 NATIONAL ELECTRIC CODE, OSHA
STANDARD 19010.145, ANSI Z535.

3. MATERIAL BASED ON THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE AUTHORITY HAVING JURISDICTION.
4. LABELS TO BE OF SUFFICIENT DURABILITY TO WITHSTAND THE ENVIRONMENT

INVOLVED [NEC 110.21]
5. LABELS TO BE A MINIMUM LETTER HEIGHT OF 3/8", WHITE ON RED BACKGROUND;

REFLECTIVE, AND PERMANENTLY AFFIXED [IFC 605.11.1.1]

42

240
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POWER TO THIS BUILDING IS ALSO SUPPLIED FROM ROOF MOUNTED
SOLAR ARRAYS WITH SAFETY DISCONNECTS AS SHOWN:

CAUTION

DIRECTORY
PERMANENT PLAQUE OR DIRECTORY PROVIDING THE LOCATION OF THE
SERVICE DISCONNECTING MEANS AND THE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEM.

(ALL PLAQUES AND SIGNAGE WILL BE INSTALLED AS OUTLINED WITHIN:
NEC 690.56(B)&(C), [NEC 705.10])

DATE: July 10, 2020
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PLACARD
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

434 E Intendencia St, Pensacola  FL 32502

FRONT OF HOME

PV ARRAY

MAIN DISTRIBUTION
UTILITY DISCONNECT

AC DISCONNECT

INVERTER & RAPID
SHUTDOWN DC

DISCONNECT SWITCH
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SITE PHOTOS
DRAWN BY:
SoloCAD

SITE PHOTOS:









Tech Brief

Solar Is Not Always Sunny

Over their lifetime, solar panels experience countless 
extreme weather events. Not just the worst storms in years, 
but the worst storms in 40 years. High winds capable of 
ripping panels from a roof, and snowfalls weighing 
enough to buckle a panel frame. 

XR Rails are the structural backbone preventing 
these results. They resist uplift, protect 

transfer loads into the building structure. 
Their superior spanning capability 
requires fewer roof attachments, 
reducing the number of roof 
penetrations and the amount 
of installation time.

XR Rail Family

Force-Stabilizing Curve
Sloped roofs generate both vertical and lateral 
forces on mounting rails which can cause them 
to bend and twist. The curved shape of XR Rails 
is specially designed to increase strength in both 
directions while resisting the twisting. This unique 
feature ensures greater security during extreme 
weather and a longer system lifetime.

Compatible with Flat & Pitched Roofs
Roof Mount utilizes XR 
Rails, along with optional 
all-in-one attachments, 

against residential roofs.

Corrosion-Resistant Materials
XR Rails are 
compatible with 
FlashFoot and 
other pitched roof 
attachments.

IronRidge offers 
a range of tilt leg 

roof mounting 
applications.

All XR Rails are made of 6000-series 
aluminum alloy, then protected with an 

and structural corrosion, while also providing 
a more attractive appearance. 

XR Rail Family

design loads, while minimizing material costs. Depending on your location, there is an XR Rail to match.

 © 2014 IronRidge, Inc. All rights reserved. Visit www.ironridge.com or call 1-800-227-9523 for more information. Version 1.13

Tech Brief

Rail Selection

The following table was prepared in compliance with applicable engineering codes and standards. Values are 
based on the following criteria: ASCE 7-10, Roof Zone 1, Exposure B, Roof Slope of 7 to 27 degrees and Mean 

Load Rail Span
Snow (PSF) Wind (MPH) 4’ 5’ 4” 6’ 8’ 10’ 12’

None

100

120

140 XR10 XR100 XR1000

160

10-20

100

120

140

160

30
100

160

40
100

160

50-70 160

80-90 160

XR100

XR100 is the ultimate residential 
mounting rail. It supports a range of 
wind and snow conditions, while also 
maximizing spans up to 8 feet.

• 8’ spanning capability
• Heavy load capability
• 
• Internal splices available

XR10

rail, designed for regions with light or 
no snow. It achieves 6 foot spans, while 
remaining light and economical.

• 6’ spanning capability
• Moderate load capability
• 
• Internal splices available

XR1000

XR1000 is a heavyweight among 
solar mounting rails. It’s built to handle 
extreme climates and spans 12 feet or 
more for commercial applications.

• 12’ spanning capability
• Extreme load capability
• 
• Internal splices available



S-5!  ProteaBracket™ is 
a versatile bracket that 
adjusts easily to most 

ProteaBracket™

ProteaBracket™ is the perfect solar attachment solution for most trapezoidal 

factory-applied adhesive rubber sealant weather-proofs and makes 
installation easy!

ProteaBracket™

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Factory Applied 
Sealant

Thru Hole 4x 

 

Example Applications

S-5-PV Kit demonstrated with a ProteaBracket on a trapezoidal 

Multiple Attachment  
Options:

Side Rail Option

Top Rail Option

S-5-PV Kit Option



City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00551 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 3
319 W. Gadsden Street
North Hill Preservation District / Zone PR-2
Contributing Structure

BACKGROUND:

Scott and Charlotte Field are request approval to add a rear screen porch to a contributing structure.
The proposed materials will match those of the existing residence and will include a masonry
foundation with stucco finish,  wood siding, 5-V crimp metal roofing and matching paint colors. The
landing and exterior stairs will comprise of wood rails and balusters as well as Trex flooring and
treads

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTIONS:

Sec. 12-2-10(B)(6) NHPD, Alterations or additions to existing contributing structures

Page 1 of 1







319 W. Gadsden Street 

 

 







1

Gregg Harding

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Scott and Charlotte Field Addition

 
From: Charlotte Field <charlotte7755@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, August 27, 2020 9:36 AM 
To: Gregg Harding <GHarding@cityofpensacola.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Scott and Charlotte Field Addition 
 

Gregg, per our conversation I have talked with Bob Cordes and we will 
address the setback issues.  Answers to other questions are as follows: 
 

 paint color - same as residence 
 framing - wood 
 porch doors- regular wooden screen doors 
 screen- per our discussion - whatever is approved for North Hill 

If I have missed anything please let me know. 
Thank you so much for your assistance. 
Charlotte 
 



 

 



 

 

















Attached is picture of door and screen. 

Thanks, Charlotte 

 

Screen Color – “Charcoal” 

 



City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00552 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 4
226 E. Government Street
Pensacola Historic District / Zone HC-1 / Wood Cottages
Contributing Structure

BACKGROUND:

Christy Cabassa is requesting final approval for exterior changes and additions to the main structure.
The applicant has provided elevations of the existing house, those that were conceptually approved
at the July meeting and proposed final drawings which incorporate the Board’s past input. The final
plans show the addition of porches, a change to some windows, refurbishing of the front main
windows, and retention or replication of the main entry door and transom. All materials have been
labeled on the elevation drawings. Also provided is the historic structure analysis provided by the
University of West Florida Historic Trust which was presented to the Board in July 2020. This project
was denied conceptual approval in June 2020 and then conceptual approved with comments in July
2020. A copy of the July 2020 minutes have been included in this packet.

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTIONS:

Sec. 12-2-10(A)(6) PHD, Restoration, rehabilitation, alterations or additions to existing contributing
structures in the Historic District;
and/or Sec. 12-2-10(A)(7) Renovation, alterations and additions to noncontributing and modern infill
structures within the Historic District.

Page 1 of 1













226 E. Government Street 

 

 



 

MINUTES OF THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 

July 16, 2020  

Item 4  226 E. Government Street  PHD/HC-1 
Contributing Structure   Wood Cottages 
Action taken:  Conceptual Approval with comments. 
 
Ms. Cabassa and Mr. Switzer presented to the Board.  Ms. Cabassa stated the original structure 
was relocated to the current address in 1978, with the original foundation, chimneys and roof 
removed along with other changes.  She advised that according to Mr. Pristera’s comments, the 
contributing status should play a minor role in reviewing the plans for this property.  She advised 
they added the pediments over the windows, the mullions back in the windows, 9’ French doors 
on the front, replaced the front door and transom with a 9’ door since those doors did not appear 
original.  Two doors were added on the porch to the left side, and six shutters added on the west 
side.  After reviewing the Code Section 12-2-10(A)(6)(d)(1), they added back the porch for the 
contributing portion which would not be detrimental to the house.  Board Member Crawford 
noted the original porch was smaller, and Advisor Pristera stated it was more of a covered stoop.   
Board Member Salter thought the new design did take in the characteristics which were great 
about this building.  He did point out the Board preferred salvaging as much of the existing 
materials as possible, specifically regarding the windows and doors; he preferred using those 
materials on the front façade as much as possible.   Advisor Pristera indicated the windows under 
the porch were in better condition since they had been protected, but others showed signs of 
wear or significant damage.  He would like to see original materials saved, but was unsure if they 
could be salvaged.  Ms. Cabassa stated that would be a major undertaking.  Chairperson Quina 
pointed out this was a conceptual and aesthetic review of the design at this point.  Advisor 
Pristera indicated he had been working with the applicant to attain the desired results. 
Board Member Villegas wanted to echo the concerns of Board Member Salter.  She appreciated 

the changes that were made and thought they had respected the intention of the original 

builder, but in bringing in new products because it was too much of an undertaking to restore 

what is there, she felt the original façade of the front should be maintained as much as 

possible.  Ms. Cabassa stated it would be a major undertaking to have the windows repaired 

and functional.  Board Member Villegas stated even if it was a new product, it should replicate 

what it was replacing.  Board Member Crawford agreed they needed to consider the front and 

what could be repaired or replicated. 

Board Member Crawford made a motion to approve conceptually as submitted with notes 

that the front door, shutters and three major openings including the four small gable 

openings, be looked at closely for restoration or replication with like materials.  Board 

Member Mead seconded the motion, and it carried unanimously 



 

  

July 13, 2020          Page 1 of 3 
 
RE: 226 E Government Street  
 
Dear Architectural Review Board, 
 
 I was asked to research and assess the architectural character of the house 
located at 226 E Government Street, to help the property owner and Architectural 
Review Board understand the history and changes that have occurred to this structure.  
This assessment is based on site visits, old photographs, newspaper articles, and other 
information found in the Historic Trust property files.   
 
 The earliest illustration of this house is from an 1896 bird’s eye view map of 
Pensacola.  The house is depicted as having two stories, an “L” shape plan, and a cross 
gable roof.  Looking closer, the window arrangement and chimney locations match 
details on the current house.  An interesting feature is what appears to be a widow’s 
walk on the main roof.   
 

The next oldest illustration is a 1907 Sanborn map that closely matches the 1896 
bird’s eye view map.  The Sanborn map shows a small front porch and a large side 
porch.  Framing details found on the current house match this porch configuration.  An 
address is also found on the map, which assisted in researching the history of the 
property.   

 
A 1953 aerial is the earliest photograph that could be found of the house.  In this 

picture the gable wall, what is now the west façade, shows the windows and chimney 
configuration matching the current house.  Trees obscure the front façade, but the 
widow’s walk can clearly be seen on the roof. 

 
Researching the original address, 123 E Gregory Street, the house was built 

around 1860 by Benjamin Overman, a lumber company executive.  Along with the main 
house, the Overman family owned a number of rental properties along the 100 block of 
E Gregory Street.  When Mr. Overman died in the 1880s, the main house was sold and 
a number of families lived in the house for the next forty years.  In the 1920s, the house 
was converted into a boarding house and later into apartments.  In the 1970s, the house 
was abandoned and inspection records show it was deemed unsafe in 1977 and was 
slated for demolition.  Architect Hugh Leitch, purchased the property and moved it on 
April 24, 1978 to 226 E Government Street.  A newspaper article from 1978 shows half 
of the house moving to the Government Street location.  The article states the house 
was originally on the 200 block of E Gregory Street, but Sanborn maps and other 
documents show the house was located at 123 E Gregory Street. 

 
 



 

  

          Page 2 of 3 
 
In assessing what remains of the original house, two photos proved helpful: the 

1978 newspaper article and a photo from 1978 just after the house was moved.  In 
relocating the house, the porches were removed and the house was cut into two 
sections.  It appears there was minimal disturbance of the siding, windows, and 
decorative trim.  When I toured the house, the framing details and inspection of the 
building materials indicate the siding, windows, and majority of architectural features are 
original.  The front porch dates to 1978, but a number of the large brackets between the 
columns appear to be original.  In 1988, a large addition was added to the rear of the 
house, but stayed true to the Italianate style.   

 
 The best account as to how the house was restored is detailed in two letters 
between the State Preservation Architect and Mr. Leitch.  The State Preservation 
Architect does not agree with the restoration, citing various sections from the Secretary 
of Interior’s General Standards.  Mr. Leitch debates these points and provides insight 
into the challenges he faced when undergoing this project.  The item of most contention 
is the removal of the large side porch and rebuilding of the front porch.  Mr. Leitch 
explains the side porch was most appropriate to the style of the house and he used this 
as the inspiration to build the front porch.  He indicates he salvaged brackets, matched 
column spacing, and had to add a balustrade for safety reasons.  Later in the letter he 
mentions items he did not restore or reconstruct, such as chimneys, fireplaces, 
balconies, and the widow’s walk.   
 
 My inspection of the house revealed that the 1978 restoration stayed true to the 
original architectural style, but the restoration techniques and repairs were not always 
appropriate.  The majority of the wood trim, architectural details, and siding are original, 
but all were sandblasted in 1978.  This has created a rough texture on the wood and 
has even removed molding profiles and other delectate details.  In an effort to correct 
this aggressive paint removal, Bondo, wood filler, and caulk were used to fill holes and 
rebuild molding profiles.  Upon closer inspection, the majority of the repairs have been 
done poorly.  The wood trim and siding are very rough in places and there are sections 
that have been replaced.  All of these wood elements would have had a smooth, planed 
finish, not a rough wood-grain texture.   
  
 The majority of the windows in the oldest part of the house appear to be original.  
The construction technique, profiles, and framing details match windows from the 1860s 
and 1870s.  The windows that extend to the floor, once had the ability to fully open, 
allowing access to porches and roofs.  The wall pockets still exist, but the jambs and 
window weights have been removed.  The overall condition of the windows is poor and 
a number of them have been badly repaired.  Almost all of the glass has been replaced 
and none of the windows are functional.  Even in this poor condition, a few of the 
windows can be rebuilt and restored, but this would be a major undertaking.   



 

  

           Page 3 of 3 
 
 The front doors are questionable on how original they are to this house, but they 
are old.  They do not appear in the 1978 photos, but they could have been removed for 
the renovation.  The glass has been replaced with impact glass and the wood under the 
paint does not look as old as other painted wood from 1860.  The design does match 
the Italianate style and this door design is common among houses from this period.  
The leaded glass transom was probably added between 1870 – 1910, when this style of 
leaded glass was fashionable and easier to obtain.  Additional research is needed to 
date the transom.   

 
 In 1978, the State Preservation Architect determined that “the building may be 
certified as a contributing structure to the Pensacola Historic District.”  In 1995, an 
updated survey of the District was done and the property was listed as contributing.  As 
an important note, this property is not part of the 1970 National Register listing for the 
District.  I believe Mr. Leitch was trying to get it added, but the State did not have a 
favorable recommendation and did not send it to the Department of the Interior for 
review.   
 
 In this specific case, I believe the contributing status should play a minor role in 
reviewing plans for this property.  The architectural style and original owner are 
significant, but the relocation, renovation, and condition of materials complicates the 
existing contributing status.  The house was not restored as to how it appeared in 1860 
or 1900 or even 1977.  Important architectural elements were saved in 1978, but were 
damaged by sandblasting and years of bad repairs.  The integrity of the original building 
materials has been compromised, but not the overall architectural style.  The items of 
most importance include the bracketed cornice, porch brackets, and window pediments.  
A suggested compromise is to try and salvage and restore original elements and closely 
replicate damaged or missing elements.  As Mr. Leitch did in 1978, new porches and 
exterior changes can replicate details found on the house.  The focus should be on 
preserving the architectural integrity of the house, if that is through restoration or 
replication.   
 
Please review the attached documents for additional information.     
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Ross Pristera 
Historic Preservation 
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1896 bird’s eye view map of Pensacola 
 

 
 
 
 
 
     House 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1907 Sanborn Map 
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1953 Aerial 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

  

 
 
April 24, 1978 Relocation  





























TRANSMITTAL 
 
To:   City of Pensacola Planning Services 
Re:   226 Government Street ARB Submittal for September 17th 2020 
Date:  August 13, 2020 

Please find attached the drawings for the September 17th  ARB 2020 
Meeting.  Please assimilate in the following order for the presentation: 
 
Application 
Signed Application 
Aerial Photo 
Photos of the house 
Final Materials Board 
AS1   Siteplan 
AS2   Siteplan diagram 
D1   Existing plans 
A1-1  New Plans First Floor 
A1-2  New Plans Second Floor 
A2-1 South Elevation 
A2-2  East Elevation 
A2-3  North Elevation 
A2-4  West Elevation 
 
Exhibit A 
Exhibit B 
 
Final PDF’s were sent to Gregg Harding and Leslie Statler .  Hard copies 
to follow. 
 
Please call if you have any questions.  Please email me at 
christy931@mchsi.com upon receipt of this check. 
 
Respectfully: 
Christy Cabassa, Architect 

mailto:christy931@mchsi.com
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  226 Government Existing Front Elevation 



 

226 Government Existing Rear Elevation 



 

226 Government Existing Elevation Looking at East Side 

 



 

226 Government Existing Elevation Looking towards West Side 

 



 

226 Government Elevation  Looking towards Westside showing vegetation 

 



                    

226 Government Existing Window and Trim Condition 

 



 

                      

226 Government Existing Window and Trim Condition 



 

Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

                              

House Body Paint Color Sherwin Williams Chelsea Gray 

                             

Front Door Paint Color Sherwin Williams Inkwell 

                                                              

Trim Paint color  Sherwin Williams pure White 

           

Porch Ceilings Sherwin Williams Atmospheric 

 

  

 

 



 

Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

              

Kolbe Metal Clad windows in White with Mullions                   Kolbe Ultra Pure White 

                                              

     

 Bevelo Governor’s Light Fixture       Old Texas Brick-Taylor Brick Color:  Old Bayou with light gray mortar 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

 

                 

Existing Sidewalk to remain                         Aeratis Traditions Proposed for Porch Decking-Painted  Darker Gray    

                                                      

                   

Tremron 4x8 Antique Pavers at new driveway 
 tumbled to match existing Pavers at sidewalk   Galvanized Metal roof to match exisiting roof 
 

 

 

 

 Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

 

 



                                         

                           Front Doors to be refurbished or replicated with Impact Glass-color is Inkwell 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

 

 



 

 

                   

                          Railing to remain or to replicated as best as possible to bring up to code 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

 

 



 

 

 

 

                                           Corbels to remain and be refurbished or replicated  

 

 

 

 

 

Switzer ARB Materials Collage Info-226 Government 

 

 



 

                                 Porch Brackets and Column to be replicated and refurbished 



G
O

V
E

R
N

M
E

N
T

 S
T

R
E

E
T

(6
0

' P
U

B
L

IC
 R

/W
)

PRO
PERTY LIN

E

PROPERTY LINE

PROPERTY LINE

20' BU
ILD

IN
G

 SETBA
C

K

5' SIDE SETBACK

5' SIDE SETBACK

20'

ADDITION

110'-4"

17
'-

11
1 2"

Switzer Family

Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane

Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563

Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272

Florida ID0003615

F
o
r
 
S

e
p
t
e
m

b
e
r
 
A

R
B

 
M

e
e
t
i
n
g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
i
n
a
l
 
A

R
B

 
R

e
v
i
e
w

 
S

u
b
m

i
t
t
a
l

C
i
t
y
 
o
f
 
P

e
n
s
a
c
o
l
a

AS-1

Site Plan

Siteplan 
Scale  1/8"=1'-0"

32
'-

51 2"

21
'-

3"

DRIVEWAY

EXISTING ENCROACHMENT FROM
WHEN BUILDING WAS PLACED ON THE
SITE IN THE SEVENTIES

29'-31
2"

6'
-1

1 2"

77
'-

91 2"

172'

PRO
PERTY LIN

E

KEENE LAW APPROXIMATE
LOCATION

KEENE LAW
OUTBUILDING
APPROXIMATE

BAKER LAW FIRM
APPROXIMATE LOCATION

2 TREES APPROXIMATELY ON PROPERTY LINE TO 
REMAIN

YARD/FUTURE POOL

PARKING/FUTURE GARAGE

22
'

PAVERS

NOTE:  

A
D

D
IT

IO
N

14'

8'

18'-5"

21
'-

4"

53'-3"

10'-6"

27
"

14
'

NOTE:  TIE INTO STREET
AS PER CITY'S LDC
AND REQUIREMENTS
FOR CURBCUTS

42'-8"

48
'-

31 2"

EXISTING HEDGE ON NEIGHBORS PROPERTY

PORCH

PORCH PORCH

HOUSE

N

78.00' (D
)

172.00' (D)

N11°15'00"W ~ 171.92' (F)

N
78°36'32"E ~ 77.73' (F)

N11°15'00"W ~ 172.00' (D)

N11°11'53"W ~ 172.43' (F)

N
78°13'59"E ~ 77.88' (F)

 78.00' (D
) THE WEST 78 FEET OF LOT 299, BLOCK 17

 80.00' (P)

CONDENSING
UNIT LOCATION

4'
-4

"

4'
-1

0"
11

'

NOTE:  LANDSCAPE PLAN SHALL BE SUMBITTED BY LANDSCAPER FOR AN ABBREVIATED REVIEW.

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \

\ \\ \\ \\ \\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ 

\\ 
\\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \

G
O

V
E

R
N

M
E

N
T

 S
T

R
E

E
T

(6
0

' P
U

B
L

IC
 R

/W
)

PRO
PERTY LIN

E

PROPERTY LINE

PROPERTY LINE

D
RIV

EW
A

Y

20' BU
ILD

IN
G

 SETBA
C

K

5' SIDE SETBACK

5' SIDE SETBACK

20'

18'-5"
ADDITION

110'-4"

17
'-

11
1 2"

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o
r 

S
e
p
te

m
b
e
r 

A
R

B
 M

e
e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e
vi

e
w

 S
u
b
m

itt
a
l

C
ity

 o
f 
P

e
n
sa

co
la

AS-2

Site Plan

Siteplan Diagram
Scale  1/8"=1'-0"

32
'-

51 2"

8'

21
'-

4"

14'

21
'-

3"

18'-5"

DRIVEWAY

EXISTING ENCROACHMENT FROM
WHEN BUILDING WAS PLACED ON THE
SITE IN THE SEVENTIES

70'S ADDITIONEXISTING
PORCH

29'-31
2"

6'
-1

1 2"

77
'-

91 2"

172'

PRO
PERTY LIN

E

KEENE LAW APPROXIMATE

70'S ADDITION

EXISTING WALK

NEW DRIVEWAY

NEW ADDITION

FUTURE GARAGE AND BREEZEWAY

LEGEND

ADDITION

POOL AND DECK AREA

EXISTING BUILDING
NEW

NEW
PORCH

NEW
PORCH

ORIGINAL HOUSE

EXISTING STRUCTURE

LOCATION

KEENE LAW
OUTBUILDING
APPROXIMATE

BAKER LAW FIRM
APPROXIMATE LOCATION

EXISTING
WALK

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



Switzer Family

Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane

Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563

Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272

Florida ID0003615

F
o
r
 
S

e
p
t
e
m

b
e
r
 
A

R
B

 
M

e
e
t
i
n
g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
i
n
a
l
 
A

R
B

 
R

e
v
i
e
w

 
S

u
b
m

i
t
t
a
l

C
i
t
y
 
o
f
 
P

e
n
s
a
c
o
l
a

D1-1

Existing Ground Level
DemoPlans
Existing

Scale:  1/4"=1'-0"
Existing Second Level

Scale:  1/4"=1'-0"

DASHED LINES INDICATES WALLS/
WINDOWS DOORS TO BE REMOVED

EXISTING STAIRS
TO REMIAIN AT 
FRONT ENTRY

SEE NEW WORK PLANS FOR NEW WALLS.
SHORE AND BRACE AS REQUIRED.
SEE STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS

REMOVE EXISTING WINDOW
AND REPLACE WTIH NEW
FRENCH DOORS

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



A1-1

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

FU
LL SIZE

XTRA
FRIG

W
A

SH
ER 

D
RYER

D
ISH

W
A

SH

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

cookbooks

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

32'
STU

D
 TO

 STU
D

 SH
O

W
N

 FO
R EXTERIO

R D
IM

FIELD
 V

ERIFY
FIELD

 V
ERIFY

C
EN

TER
C

EN
TER

C
EN

TER
C

EN
TER

2'-101
2" 12'-4" 16'-21

2" 9'-11
2" 3'-4" 14' 3'-3" 10' 6'-71

2"

8'-6 12 "
8'-1"

15'-4"12'-4"

6'-10"

2'-31
2"

4'-21
2"

5'5'

18'-1"6'-6"3'-71
2"

4'
4'

7'-2 12 "
10'-4 12 "

5'-5"

1'-9"

21'-3"

14'

4'
4'

24'-4"
EXISTING-FIELD VERIFY

1'-9"
21'-3"

8'

7'-2 12 "
10'-4 12 "

5'-5"

8' 8'

3'-2" 3'
FIELD VERIFY BOTH

3' 3' 3' 3' 3' 3' 3' 3'

3'

3'

2'-6"

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o

r 
S

e
p

te
m

b
e

r 
A

R
B

 M
e

e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e

vi
e

w
 S

u
b

m
itt

a
l

C
ity

 o
f 

P
e

n
sa

co
la

Porch

New PorchNew Porch 

New Ground Level

Floor Plans
Ground Level

Scale:  1/4"=1'-0"

Entry
Porch

New

18'-5"
NEW ADDITION

8'-0" 14'-0"
PORCH ADDITION PORCH ADDITION

SHADED AREA INDICATES NEW
WORK ADDITION 

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



A1-2

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o

r 
S

e
p

te
m

b
e

r 
A

R
B

 M
e

e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e

vi
e
w

 S
u

b
m

itt
a

l

C
ity

 o
f 

P
e

n
sa

co
la

Porch

New Porch
New Porch 

New Second Level

Floor Plans
Second Level

Scale:  1/4"=1'-0"

Entry
Porch

New

18'-5"
ADDITION

8'-0" 14'-0"
PORCH ADDITION PORCH ADDITION

SHADED AREA INDICATES NEW
WORK ADDITION 

C
TR.

D
EP.

REF.

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

WASHER 
DRYER

D
ISH

W
A

SH BU
TLER

PA
N

TRY

IC
E

M
KR.

REF

W
IN

E

TRA
SH

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

VITREOUS CHINATOILETMEMOIRS CLASSICK-3812

C
O

M
PO

STE

C
A

B.
H

A
N

G
IN

G
A

REA

H
O

O
D

&
 V

EN
T

M
IC

RO
W

A
V

E?

O
V

EN
?

4'
4'

1'-9"
21'-3"

7'-2 12 "
10'-4 12 "

5'-5"

8' 8'

8'

3'-2" 3'

FIELD VERIFY BOTH

FIELD
 V

ERIFY

C
EN

TER
C

EN
TER

32'
STU

D
 TO

 STU
D

 SH
O

W
N

C
EN

TER
C

EN
TER

FIELD
 V

ERIFY 3'

2'-101
2" 12'-4" 16'-21

2"

3' 3' 3'

10'-5" 12'-91
2" 7'-8" 8'-91

2" 6'-71
2"

16'-7 12 "
15'-4"12'-4"

3'

6'-10"

22'-31
2"6'-6"3'-71

2"

5' 5'

21'-3"

14'

1'-9"

7'-2 12 "
10'-3 12 "

5'-6"

4'
4'

24'-4"
EXISTING-FIELD VERIFY

SLO
PES

FRO
M

5' TO
 8'

SLO
PES

FRO
M

5' TO
 8'

Walk in Attic Space
Storage

Walk up Attic Storage
Scale:  1/4"=1'-0"

Walk in Attic Space
Storage

FIELD VERIFY FOR HEAD HEIGHT

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



Proposed Front Elevation

A2-1

Elevations

Existing Front Elevation

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o

r 
S

e
p

te
m

b
e

r 
A

R
B

 M
e

e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e

vi
e

w
 S

u
b

m
itt

a
l

C
ity

 o
f 

P
e

n
sa

co
la

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

Proposed Front ElevationProposed Front ElevationProposed Front Elevation

Approved at the July ARB Meeting

NEW ROOF TO MATCH EXISTING
ROOF COLOR AND STYLE OVER
ICE AND WATERSHIELD OVER NEW
PLYWOOD ROOF DECK WHERE
REQUIRED BY ENGINEER.

EXISTING CORBELS TO REMAIN.  IF 
REQUIRED TO BE REMOVED FOR NEW
PLYWOOD SHEATHING, THEY SHALL BE 
REFURBISHED AND REINSTALLED.

NEW METAL CLAD FRENCH DOORS 
W/IMPACT  GLASS. PR 2'X8'  

WOOD TRIM AT DOORS SHALL MATCH EXISTING
TRIM WITH PEDIMENT TOP

NEW DECK , PORCH AND RAILING TO 
MATCH EXISTING RAILING AND DECK AT
FRONT.  RAIL SHALL BE 36" HIGH WITH A MAX.
4" SPACE BETWEEN PICKETS.

WOOD BRACKETS, COLUMNS AND CORBELS AT
NEW PORCH ADDITION SHALL MATCH THOSE
OF EXISTING FRONT PORCH.

NEW BRICKED ARCHES TO MATCH THOSE 
AT FRONT FOUNDATION WALL WITH NEW
PAINTED LATTICE AT CRAWL SPACE.

GOV-24-B

BEVOLO
BEVOLOGOV-24-B

BEVOLO
BEVOLO

GOV-24-B

BEVOLO
BEVOLO

NEW METAL CLAD WINDOW AT FLOORED
ATTIC SPACE TO BE OPERABLE

NEW PORCH JOISTS TO SUPPORT LOAD
OF NEW DECK.  SEE STRUCTURAL.
PROVIDE PAINTED AERATIS PRODUCT AT PORCH 
DECK.

PAINTED WOOD SIDING OVER
WRB OVER NEW PLYWOOD SHEATHING
WITH BLOWN IN BATT INSULATION

EXISTING CROWN AND PANEL MOLD TO BE 
REMOVED AND REPLACED WITH NEW PAINTED WOOD.
ITEMS THAT CANNOT BE SALVAGED SHALL BE MATCHED.

NEW METAL CLAD FRENCH DOORS 
W/IMPACT  GLASS. PR 2'X9'  NEW PR 3'X9' PAINTED 

WOOD DOORS WITH IMPACT GLASS

NEW BEVELO COPPER
LIGHT FIXTURES

PREFINISHED ALUMINUM DRIP EDGE
TO MATCH TRIM COLOR

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.



Proposed East Elevation

A2-2

Elevations

Existing East Elevation

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o

r 
S

e
p

te
m

b
e

r 
A

R
B

 M
e

e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e

vi
e

w
 S

u
b

m
itt

a
l

C
ity

 o
f 

P
e

n
sa

co
la

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

40'-3" 19'-1"
ORIGINAL HOUSE 70'S ADDITION

18'-5"
PROPOSED ADDITON

40'-3" 19'-1"
ORIGINAL HOUSE 70'S ADDITION

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

EXISTING WINDOW WITH A TRANSOM

EXISITNG INFILL OF A DOOR WITH SIDING AND A WINDOW

Approved at the July ARB Meeting

NEW ROOF TO MATCH EXISTING
ROOF COLOR AND STYLE OVER
ICE AND WATERSHIELD OVER NEW
PLYWOOD ROOF DECK WHERE
REQUIRED BY ENGINEER.

EXISTING CORBELS TO REMAIN.  IF 
REQUIRED TO BE REMOVED FOR NEW
PLYWOOD SHEATHING, THEY SHALL BE 
REFURBISHED AND REINSTALLED.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



PRIVACY FENCE

Proposed North Elevation

A2-3

Elevations

Existing North Elevation

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o
r 

S
e
p
te

m
b
e
r 

A
R

B
 M

e
e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e
vi

e
w

 S
u
b
m

itt
a
l

C
ity

 o
f 
P

e
n
sa

co
la

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

BOARDED UP 
WINDOW

BOARDED UP 
WINDOW

70'S ADDITION STAIR ADDITION

NEW ADDITION ADDED TO THE REAR OF 70'S ADDIITON

Approved at the July ARB Meeting
NEW STAIRS DOWN FROM PORCHES
SEE SITEPLAN AND PLANS

NEW LOUVER TO MATCH 
EXISITNG OLD LOUVER IN THE 
NEW GABLE OF ADDITION

NEW ROOF TO MATCH EXISTING
ROOF COLOR AND STYLE OVER
ICE AND WATERSHIELD OVER NEW
PLYWOOD ROOF DECK WHERE
REQUIRED BY ENGINEER.

EXISTING CORBELS TO REMAIN.  IF 
REQUIRED TO BE REMOVED FOR NEW
PLYWOOD SHEATHING, THEY SHALL BE 
REFURBISHED AND REINSTALLED.

NEW METAL CLAD FRENCH DOORS 
W/IMPACT  GLASS. PR 2'X8'  

WOOD TRIM AT DOORS SHALL MATCH EXISTING
TRIM WITH PEDIMENT TOP

NEW DECK , PORCH AND RAILING TO 
MATCH EXISTING RAILING AND DECK AT
FRONT.  RAIL SHALL BE 36" HIGH WITH A MAX.
4" SPACE BETWEEN PICKETS.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



Proposed West Elevation

A2-4

Elevations

Existing West Elevation

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o

r 
S

e
p

te
m

b
e

r 
A

R
B

 M
e

e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e

vi
e
w

 S
u

b
m

itt
a

l

C
ity

 o
f 

P
e

n
sa

co
la

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

new addition 70's addition original

70's addition original

SMALLER WINDOW

Approved at the July ARB Meeting

NEW ROOF TO MATCH EXISTING
ROOF COLOR AND STYLE OVER
ICE AND WATERSHIELD OVER NEW
PLYWOOD ROOF DECK WHERE
REQUIRED BY ENGINEER.

NEW CORBELS TO MATCH
EXISTING AT NEW ADDITION

NEW DECK , PORCH AND RAILING TO 
MATCH EXISTING RAILING AND DECK AT
FRONT.  RAIL SHALL BE 36" HIGH WITH A MAX.
4" SPACE BETWEEN PICKETS.

STEPS DOWN TO GRADE.  FIELD VERIFY
NUMBER REQUIRED.  7 SHOWN.  RAIL SHALL 
BE 36" HIGH WITH 4" MAX. SPACE BETWEEN
PICKETS

NEW METAL CLAD WINDOW
DOUBLE HUNG WITH IMPACT GLASS

FIXED PAINTED WOOD SHUTTERS
WITH TRIM AND HARDWARE

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :



Proposed Front Elevation with Hardiboard and Refurbish original windows at front right entryside

Exhibit 

Elevations

Existing Front Elevation

Switzer Family
Home

Renovations &

C h r i s t i n a  L e e  C a b a s s a 

A R C H I T E C T 

1189 Mary Lou Lane
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32563
Phone/Fax 850-916-9941

Florida AR0014272
Florida ID0003615

F
o
r 

S
e
p
te

m
b
e
r 

A
R

B
 M

e
e
tin

g

Pensacola, Florida

Addition

226 Government

F
in

a
l A

R
B

 R
e
vi

e
w

 S
u
b
m

itt
a
l

C
ity

 o
f 
P

e
n
sa

co
la

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

Scale  1/4"=1'-0"

Hardi Board

Original Windows

Proposed Front Elevation

GOV-24-B

BEVOLO
BEVOLO

GOV-24-B

BEVOLO
BEVOLO

NEW ROOF TO MATCH EXISTING
ROOF COLOR AND STYLE OVER
ICE AND WATERSHIELD OVER NEW
PLYWOOD ROOF DECK WHERE
REQUIRED BY ENGINEER.

EXISTING CORBELS TO REMAIN.  IF 
REQUIRED TO BE REMOVED FOR NEW
PLYWOOD SHEATHING, THEY SHALL BE 
REFURBISHED AND REINSTALLED.

NEW METAL CLAD FRENCH DOORS 
W/IMPACT  GLASS.  

WOOD TRIM AT DOORS SHALL MATCH EXISTING
TRIM WITH PEDIMENT TOP

NEW DECK , PORCH AND RAILING TO 
MATCH EXISTING RAILING AND DECK AT
FRONT.  RAIL SHALL BE 36" HIGH WITH A MAX.
4" SPACE BETWEEN PICKETS.

WOOD BRACKETS, COLUMNS AND CORBELS AT
NEW PORCH ADDITION SHALL MATCH THOSE
OF EXISTING FRONT PORCH.

NEW BRICKED ARCHES TO MATCH THOSE 
AT FRONT FOUNDATION WALL WITH NEW
PAINTED LATTICE AT CRAWL SPACE.

NEW HARDI ARTISAN PAINTED SIDING
OVER WRB OVER NEW PLYWOOD
SHEATHING WITH BLOWN IN BATT
INSULATION

REFURBISHED EXISTING WINDOW WITH 
NEW LAMINATED GLASS AND SASHES.  RECONSTRUCUTED
POCKET

REFURBISHED EXISTING WINDOW WITH 
NEW LAMINATED GLASS AND SASHES.  RECONSTRUCUTED
POCKET

REFURBISHED EXISTING DOOR OR NEW DOOR 
TO REPLICATE EXISITNG WITH IMPACT GLASS. EXISITNG
TRANSOM TO BE REINSTALLED.

A

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CHECKED BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET NO. :

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
SHEET TITLE :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
AND MAY NOT BE DUPLICATED IN ANY

AutoCAD SHX Text
HEREIN CONSTITUTE ORIGINAL AND UN-

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALL DRAWINGS AND WRITTEN MATERIAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
DRAWN BY :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CLC

AutoCAD SHX Text
OF THE ARCHITECT.

AutoCAD SHX Text
REVISIONS :

AutoCAD SHX Text
PART WITHOUT THE WRITTEN CONSENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PUBLISHED WORK OF THE ARCHITECT

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT - LOCATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
CERTIFICATION :

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
2ND LEVEL F.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL T.O.P.

AutoCAD SHX Text
1ST LEVEL F.F.



Exhibit B 

Examples of Contributing structures that have been permitted to have 
Hardiboard for all of the siding 

 

 

433 Zaragossa Street-Hardiboard-Contributing 



 

424 Zaragossa Street-Hardiboard-Contributing 
 



 

434 Zaragossa-Hardiboard-Contributing 



City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00554 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 5
425 and 427 E. Romana Street
Pensacola Historic District / Zone HC-1, Brick Structures
Contributing Structure and New Construction

BACKGROUND:

Irby & Voelkel Engineering is seeking final approval for the design of a new residence as well as
modifications to an existing contributing structure. The proposed work includes the combination of
two lots into one parcel. A two-story residence will be constructed in the rear portion of the site’s
buildable area. Proposed work to the existing contributing structure will include adding a brick base,
rearranging the front stairs, and replacement six over six aluminum clad windows. The project
received conceptual approval with comments in May 2020. Based on the Board’s input at that
meeting, the proposed retaining wall and brick steps have been rearranged and modifications to the
proposed primary structure were made. The proposed two and a half storied structure will be faced in
brick and covered with asphalt shingles and the finished floor elevation has been raised to 24”.
Except for the front entrance, which will be a mahogany stained door unit, all windows and doors will
be aluminum clad. The gables will be decorated with fish scale Hardie siding and powder coated
railings will adorn the front balcony and rear. Lastly, the paint palate has been chosen from Benjamin
Moore Historic Colors.

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTIONS:

Sec. 12-2-10(A)(8) PHD, New construction in the Historic District
Sec. 12-2-10(A)(6) PHD, Restoration, rehabilitation, alterations or additions to existing contributing
structures in the Historic District
Figure 12-2.2 Streetscape, Type II
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425 – 427 E. Romana Street 

 

 

 



 
 

 

MINUTES OF THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
 
May 21, 2020 
 
Item 2 
Contributing Structure & 
New Construction 

     425 & 427 E. Romana    PHD/HC-1/ 
Brick Structures 

 
Action taken:  Conceptual approval with comments. 
Christian Voelkel, Irby & Voelkel Engineering, is seeking CONCEPTUAL approval for the 
design of a new residence as well as modifications to an existing contributing structure. 
The proposed work includes the combination of two lots into one parcel.  Chairperson 
Quina asked since this was his neighbor and both were performing renovations, would this 
be a conflict of interest, and Assistant City Attorney Lindsay clarified there would be none 
and unless he would obtain a special gain or loss, it was not necessary for him to recuse 
himself. 
Mr. Voelkel addressed the Board and explained since they had been denied moving the 
existing structure, it would be retained, and they would build a new two-story structure in 
the rear for the primary residence.  They wanted to combine the lots into one address.  It 
was determined there would be a kitchen on two floors, with one being for visiting family.  
They planned to have a brick skirt around the existing contributing structure with 
gingerbread details on the front porch and arches to tie the look into the contributing 
structure.  Board Member Salter did not agree that the modifications to the contributing 
structure were in the best interest and suggested any skirting accent the existing masonry 
piers.  He also suggested the mullion pattern on the replacement windows should be 
vertically oriented 2 over 2, maintaining its historical original architecture.  It was 
determined they planned for the existing windows to coordinate with the new structure.  
Chairperson Quina advised the windows needed to be wood framed since those would 
have been the original; the applicants preferred a clad product for both.  Board Member 
Salter asked if anyone would have a problem with the two structures not matching.  On the 
new structure, the east elevation windows were a little tight to the chimney, and the grade 
needed to be at least 18”.  Chairperson Quina was concerned with all of the arched 
windows since they were not common to this district.  He also pointed out the concrete step 
which was almost the entire width of the property.  Mr. Voelkel indicated they would 
probably go to a rectangle window with a transom on the two sides, keeping the front and 
rear with arched windows. Regarding the steps, the idea was for a grand entrance to walk 
up to either house.  He also explained the parking would be on-street only and confirmed 
this would be a primary residence and not an Air BNB.  
Board Member Campbell-Hatler felt the March 2019 drawing was more appropriate with 
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the house not being as massive looking.  It was noted the Board’s concern was with the 
earlier concept of moving the smaller building to the rear.  Advisor Pristera agreed in 
showing the piers, and the gingerbread was not appropriate since the shotgun homes were 
simple. 
Board Member Campbell-Hatler made a motion to approve conceptually with no 
gingerbread on the contributing structure; okay with the recessed columns on the  
contributing structure; the windows being remade; reduce the width of the steps to 
be more in line with the district; reduce scale and massing to go toward the original 
March 2019 submittal; to have rectangle windows.  Board Member Salter amended 
the motion that the retaining wall be replaced to what was more typical to this area.  
The amendment was accepted, and the motion seconded by Board Member Salter, 
and it carried unanimously. 
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Architectural Review Board Application 
Full Board Review 

Planning Services 
222 W. Main Street * Pensacola, Florida 32502 

(850) 435‐1670
Mail to:  P.O. Box 12910 * Pensacola, Florida 32521 

Pensacola City of 

America’s First Settlement 
And Most Historic City 

Application Date: 

Project Address: 

Applicant: 

Applicant’s Address:  _________________________________________________________________ 

Email:  Phone: 

Property Owner:  _________________________________________________________________  
(If different from Applicant) 

District:  PHD  NHPD  OEHPD  PHBD  GCD 

Application is hereby made for the project as described herein: 

 Residential Homestead – $50.00 hearing fee

 Commercial/Other Residential – $250.00 hearing fee

* An application shall be scheduled to be heard once all required materials have been submitted and it is
deemed complete by the Secretary to the Board.  You will need to include eleven (11) copies of the
required information.  Please see pages 3 – 4 of this application for further instruction and information.

Project specifics/description:   

I, the undersigned applicant, understand that payment of these fees does not entitle me to approval and 
that no refund of these fees will be made.  I have reviewed the applicable zoning requirements and 
understand that I must be present on the date of the Architectural Review Board meeting. 

Applicant Signature  Date 

3/26/2020























Material Submittal: 
425 & 427 East Romana Street 

GAF: Slateline Asphalt Shingle 
English Gray  Entry Door Stain 

Columbus Brick Company: Old 
Colony Modular Brick w/ Red Mortar 

Southeastern Sash and Door:  
Gulf Armor Impact Mahogany  
Stained Door Unit 

Sandkuhl: 
Magnum Edwardian 
Clay Chimney Pot 

Page 1 of 3 



Accent Porch  
Decking & Skirting: 
Kendall Charcoal 

HC-166 

James Hardie Half Circle Siding 

James Hardie  
Soffit/Trim/Columns: 
Lancaster Whitewash 

HC-174 

Material Submittal: 
425 & 427 East Romana Street 

James Hardie 
Lap Siding/Fish Scale 

Georgian Brick 
HC-50 

Porch Ceilings: 
Tongue & Groove Cypress 

Woodland Blue 
HC-147 

James Hardie 6” Lap Siding 

Page 2 of 3 



Material Submittal: 
425 & 427 East Romana Street 

Windsor Window and Exterior Doors: 
Pinnacle Alum/Clad- Military Blue 

Bevelo Italianate  
Gas Lanterns 

Powder Coated Railings: 
Lancaster Whitewash 

HC-174 

Page 3 of 3 
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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00553 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 6 - ***REMOVED AT THE REQUEST OF THE  APPLICANT***
43 S. Palafox Place
Palafox Historic Business District / Zone C-2A
Contributing Structure

RECOMMENDATION:

David Alsop, Sam Marshall Architects, is seeking conceptual approval for the removal of exterior
walls and the creation of new open and covered spaces for local merchants and market opportunities
to enhance the streetscape and downtown experience. The conceptual project will provide spaces for
food trucks, cover for parked vehicles and the collection of clean energy with roof mounted solar
panels.

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

BACKGROUND:

Sec. 12-2-21(B) PHBD, Character of the district
Sec. 12-2-21(F)(2)(d) PHBD, Demolitions points to Sec. 12-2-10(A)(9) PHD, Demolition of
contributing structures
Sec. 12-2-21(F)(2)(b) and (c) PHD, New building guidelines
Sec. 12-2-21(F)(1) PHD, The board shall not exercise any control over land use

Page 1 of 1



City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00571 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/10/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 7
611, 621 and 631 N. Davis Highway
Old East Hill Preservation District / Zone OEHC-2
New Construction

BACKGROUND:

Nannette Chandler is seeking approval for three new accessory structures to accompany three single
-family residences approved in December 2019. At that time, the garages were listed on the site plan
as optional although their dimensions, locations, related hardscapes and concepts were discussed
and approved. However, elevations and the garage doors were not presented at that time and were
intended to come back to the Board for review. All materials, except for the garage doors, and paint
colors will match the primary structures. The proposed garage doors will be insulated overhead metal
doors with wood grain finishes.

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTIONS:

Sec.  12-2-10(C)(9) Regulations for new construction in the OEHPD
Table 12-2.10 Regulations for OEHPD

Page 1 of 1



600 BLK N. Davis Highway, Lots 1-3 

 

 

 



Architectural Review Board Application
Full Board Review 

Planning Services
222 W. Main Street * Pensacola, Florida 32502

(850) 435 1670
Mail to: P.O. Box 12910 * Pensacola, Florida 32521

Pensacola City of 

America’s First Settlement 
And Most Historic City

Application Date:

Project Address:

Applicant:

Applicant’s Address: _________________________________________________________________

Email: Phone:

Property Owner: _________________________________________________________________
(If different from Applicant)

District: PHD NHPD OEHPD PHBD GCD

Application is hereby made for the project as described herein:

Residential Homestead – $50.00 hearing fee

Commercial/Other Residential – $250.00 hearing fee

* An application shall be scheduled to be heard once all required materials have been submitted and it is
deemed complete by the Secretary to the Board. You will need to include eleven (11) copies of the
required information. Please see pages 3 – 4 of this application for further instruction and information.

Project specifics/description:

I, the undersigned applicant, understand that payment of these fees does not entitle me to approval and
that no refund of these fees will be made. I have reviewed the applicable zoning requirements and
understand that I must be present on the date of the Architectural Review Board meeting.

Applicant Signature Date

Signature on file

9/8/2020

611, 621 and 631 N. Davis Hwy

Nannette Chandler

704 W. Government Street

nchandler10@gmail.com 850-516-3863

Karl Lyon

✔

✔

New garages for 3 new single-family residences which were approved in December 2019. Site

plan and dimensions were approved at that time. However, elevations and garage doors were not

provided at that time.



Re: 611, 621, 631 N. Davis Hwy 

Chandler & Company Construction 

Nannette Chandler, Builder 

 

OEHC Review Board,  

 

These detached garages will be constructed at the above referenced addresses behind the houses which have 

been previously approved by the Board. When the new Single-Family Homes were approved, the garages were 

viewed but listed on the plans as optional. The exterior paint colors and siding, light fixtures, roofing, and side 

door on the garages will be the same as what was approved for each coordinating home. The main item for 

review is the garage door itself. The garage door will be an insulated overhead metal door with a wood grain 

finish as is part of the Clopay Coachman Collection. Here are the three doors planned for the cottages: 
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All materials, except for garage doors, have been approved by the Board in December 

2019 and will match the primary residences.  

 

Siding – 7.25” Hardie Siding will be used for the body of the house. Textured Miratec 

trim will be used on the Fascia and around the windows and doors. 5/4 width trim 

around windows and doors and window sills on the front elevation allows for a more 

historically accurate feel. 

Roofing – Shingles will be provided by Atlas and colors will match those approved for 

the primary structures. 

Lighting – Exterior lighting will consist of lighting in the soffits. 

Hardscape – All hardscape and landscape details were approved in December 2019. 

There have been no changes. 

Side entry doors – Doors will match those on the primary structures which were 

approved in December 2019 and clarified via abbreviated review in February 2020. The 

only difference will be that the garage entry doors will not have glass panels. Doors will 

be wood Therma Tru Mahogany Collection with a profile to match elevations. 

Paint – The paint for each garage will match the colors of the primary structures.  

Garage doors – This is the only item which has not been previously approved and has 

been provided in this packet. 
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GITY /STATE BUILDING CODES. 
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PROPOSED COTTAGES FOR NANNETTE CHANDLER



Proposed Cottages at 600 N. Davis Hwy 

Creamy White House, Bronze Windows, Walnut Stained Wooden Door and Accents 

Salt Marsh House, Creamy Trim, Walnut Stained Wooden Door 

Bayside Blue House, Creamy Trim, Emerald Shore Front Door 

SW7012 

CREAMY 
HGSW4033 



Exterior Features: 

Windows: Vinyl, LoE Windows with Grid pattern and color as shown in renderings for each house, see attached 

literature. 

Doors: Two Houses will have wooden doors that will be stained Walnut as shown in the renderings. The third house will 

have a painted door. The paint swatch is attached. (Emerald Shore) 

Siding: 7 .25" Hardie Siding will be used for the body of the house. Textured Miratec trim will be used on the Fascia and 

around the windows and doors. 5/4 width trim around windows and doors and window sills on the front elevation 

allows for a more historically accurate feel. 

Roofing: Shingles will be provided by Atlas: 

The White house (House 1) will have Copper Canyon Shingles 

The Salt Marsh House will have Hearthstone Grey Shingles 

The Bayside Blue House will have Weathered Wood Shingles 



City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 20-00555 Architectural Review Board 9/17/2020

TO: Architectural Review Board Members

FROM: Gregg Harding, RPA, Historic Preservation Planner

DATE: 9/9/2020

SUBJECT:

New Business - Item 8
205 E. Zaragoza Street
Pensacola Historic District / Zone HC-1
Non-Contributing Structure

BACKGROUND:

Ross Pristera, UWF Historic Trust, is requesting approval to replace the wood decking on the rear
porch of the Tivoli High House with 1-1/2” thick, rough-sawn lumber attached using period correct
nails. This same decking has been approved and used on the 1805 Lavalle House and the 1805
Julee Cottage. The proposed decking will not be painted and will gray naturally.

Please find attached all relevant documentation for your review.

RECOMMENDED CODE SECTIONS:

Sec. 12-2-10(A)(7) Pensacola Historic District, Renovation, alterations and additions to
noncontributing and modern infill structures within the Historic District

Page 1 of 1



205 E. Zaragoza Street 

 

 





South Façade 

First-Floor porch 



Current Porch Decking 



Photographs of the porch on the Lavalle House. 
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	Project Address: 434 E Intendencia St., Pensacola, FL 32502
	Applicant Name: Meraki Installers, LLC
	Applicants Address: 21 N New Warrington Rd., Pensacola, FL 32506
	Applicants Phone Number: 850-220-6533
	Property Owner Name: Ann Carver
	Commercial / Other Residential: Off
	Date Signed:             8/21/2020
	Historic District: Pensacola Historic District
	Project Specifications and Scope of Work:  
	Application Date: 8/21/2020
	Project Address 1: 425 & 427 E. Romana Street, Pensacola, FL 32502
	Applicant: Irby & Voelkel Engineering
	Applicants Address 1: 312 N. New Warrington Rd. Unit 1A, Pensacola FL 32506
	Applicants Email: permitting@merakisolutions.com
	Phone: 850-439-0877
	Property Owner: SHAMS KIUMARS E TRUSTEE FOR NICOLES TRUST DATED 9-24-13
	District: Pensacola Historic District
	Residential Homestead: Yes
	Commercial/Other: Off
	Project Specifics: Construct new residence at 425 and 427 E. Romana Street. New residence to be brick facade andcomply with regulations for district. Plan to update exterior of contributing structure located onproperty front to match new residence with brick base and minor wood details on porch. Site will be updated with stair and ramp access to both residences via walkways andlandscape features. 


