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AGENDA
CITY OF LAKE WORTH BEACH
HISTORIC RESOURCES PRESERVATION BOARD REGULAR MEETING
CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 2022 -- 6:00 PM

ROLL CALL and RECORDING OF ABSENCES
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ADDITIONS / DELETIONS / REORDERING AND APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
A. January 12, 2022

March 9, 2022
CASES
SWEARING IN OF STAFF AND APPLICANTS
PROOF OF PUBLICATION

1) 428 North J Street

1017 South Palmway

WITHDRAWLS / POSTPONEMENTS
CONSENT
PUBLIC HEARINGS:
BOARD DISCLOSURE
UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:

A. HRPB Project Number 21-00100315: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for garage and French door replacements for a building located at 531 North
Lakeside Drive; PCN# 38-43-44-21-15-164-0090. The subject property is a contributing
resource within the Old Lucerne Historic District and is located in the Single Family
Residential (SFR) zoning district. The future land use designation is Single Family
Residential (SFR).

. HRPB Project Number 22-00100147: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for the construction of a +3,660 square foot single-family structure on Lot 1, Block 40
at1017 South Palmway; PCN #38-43-44-27-01-040-0130. The subject property is located
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in the Single Family Residential (SFR) zoning district and the South Palm Park Local Historic
District.

HRPB Project Number 22-00100146: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for the demolition of an existing structure and the construction of a #1309 square
foot single-family structure on Lot 14, Block 114 at428 North J Street; PCN #38-43-44-21-
15-114-0140. The subject property is located in the Single-Family/Two-Family Residential
(SE-TF-14) zoning district and the Northeast Lucerne Local Historic District.

D. PZHP 22-03100001 (Ordinance 2022-06): Consideration of an ordinance amending
Chapter 23 “Land Development Regulations,” Article 2 “Administration,” Division 2
“Procedures,” adding a new Section 23.3-20 “Applicant’s Public Neighborhood Meeting and
Outreach,” providing for an applicant held public neighborhood meeting and virtual
outreach.

E. HRPB Project Number 22-00100021: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for window replacement in a building located at 403 4th Avenue South; PCN# 38-43-
44-21-15-159-0070. The subject property is a hon-contributing resource within the
Southeast Lucerne Historic District and is located in the Mixed-Use Federal Hwy (MU-FH)
zoning district. The future land use designation is Mixed-Use East (MU-E).

PLANNING ISSUES:

PUBLIC COMMENTS: (3 minute limit)
DEPARTMENT REPORTS:

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS:
ADJOURNMENT
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If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the board, agency or commission with respect to any matter
considered at such meeting or hearing, he or she will need a record of the proceedings, and that, for such
purpose, he or she 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. (F.S. 286.0105)

NOTE: ALL CITY BOARDS ARE AUTHORIZED TO CONVERT ANY PUBLICLY NOTICED MEETING INTO A
WORKSHOP SESSION WHEN A QUORUM IS NOT REACHED. THE DECISION TO CONVERT THE
MEETING INTO A WORKSHOP SESSION SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE CHAIR OR THE CHAIR'S
DESIGNEE, WHO IS PRESENT AT THE MEETING. NO OFFICIAL ACTION SHALL BE TAKEN AT THE
WORKSHOP SESSION, AND THE MEMBERS PRESENT SHOULD LIMIT THEIR DISCUSSION TO THE
ITEMS ON THE AGENDA FOR THE PUBLICLY NOTICED MEETING. (Sec. 2-12 Lake Worth Code of
Ordinances)

Note: One or more members of any Board, Authority or Commission may attend and speak at any meeting of
another City Board, Authority or Commission.
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MINUTES
CITY OF LAKE WORTH BEACH
HISTORIC RESOURCES PRESERVATION BOARD REGULAR MEETING
CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 12, 2022 -- 6:00 PM

ROLL CALL and RECORDING OF ABSENCES Present were: William Feldkamp, Chairman;
Bernard Guthrie, Vice-Chair; R.D’Arinzo; Stephen Pickett; Judi Fox; Ricardo Martin. Also
present were: Erin Sita, Assistant Director for Community Sustainability; William Waters,
Director for Community Sustainability; Elizabeth Lenihan, Board Attorney; Sherie Coale, Board
Secretary.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ADDITIONS / DELETIONS / REORDERING AND APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Additional Conceptual Review-329 North L Street will be Item B under New Business

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
A. November 17, 2021 Regular Meeting Minutes

Motion: S. Pickett moves to approve the November 17, 2021 minutes as presented; R.
D’Arinzo 2.

Vote: Ayes all, unanimous.
B. December 15, 2021 Regular Meeting Minutes

Motion: S. Pickett moves to approve the December 15, 2021 minutes as presented; R.
D’Arinzo 2",

Vote: Ayes all, unanimous.
CASES

SWEARING IN OF STAFF AND APPLICANTS Board Secretary administered oath to those
wishing to give testimony.

PROOF OF PUBLICATION None
WITHDRAWLS / POSTPONEMENTS None
CONSENT None

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

BOARD DISCLOSURE None
UNFINISHED BUSINESS:




A. HRPB Project Number 21-01400023: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) for the construction of (1) new * 4,125 square foot multi-family structure with four
(4) units on Lots 12 and 13 of Block 48 at 226 North K Street. The subject property is
located in the Medium-Density Multi-Family Residential (MF-30) zoning district and the
Northeast Lucerne Local Historic District.

Staff: A continuance from the previous Board meeting. The window size has been increased.
The owner has a preference for Option B while Option C is the least favored. Option B would
require a Condition of Approval that the “wall” would require meeting the setback. The applicant
would be willing to sacrifice approximately two (2) feet on the interior space should the Board
choose Option B.

Board: W. Feldkamp prefers Option A or C and would like to have the window sill depth at 3-4
inches to provide the most shadow. Architect: Would be amenable to changing Condition #3.
R. D’Arinzo believes all options are unique and good, prefers Option B or C but would like to
leave it to the owner/applicant. S. Pickett prefers A or C and dislikes B; J. Fox has no preference
with Option C being the most unadorned.

Public Comment: Kevin Fernandez — 202 Ocean Breeze- in support of as it is beneficial for
the surrounding area by providing residents with a green buffer in the front allowing pedestrians
to walk without watching for cars backing into the street. Blends well with respect to scale,
proportions and overall aesthetic of the neighborhood. Angelo Romano owner of Paradiso 625
Lucerne Avenue- the facades are dynamic with a mid-century feel and shines as a project
compared to the surrounding buildings. Parking, gardens and landscaping all add to the great
design. Thomas Scheer 2502 N Dixie Hwy vouches for the professionalism and thoughtfulness
of the developer. Provides an affordable end product the City and neighbors can be proud of
with no shortcuts. Joseph LalLLave Owner of Cana Bar & Grill 604 Lake Avenue expresses
support for the developer. Wes Blackman-CWB Associates-has an appreciation for the larger
windows on the western facade, interior staircases utilizing natural light and garden/patio areas
for enjoyment of the SoFlo environment. No variances are required and this is the type of infill
that is needed in downtown.

Motion: R. D’ Arinzo moves to approve HRPB 21-01400023 with staff recommended Conditions
of Approval and the amendment to Condition #3 that the minimum recession on the window sills
be four (4) inches based upon the competent substantial evidence in the staff report and
pursuant to the City of Lake Worth Beach Land Development Regulations and Historic
Preservation requirements. The Board agrees on either Option A or C allowing the applicant to
decide.

NEW BUSINESS:

A. Conceptual Review 1017 S Palmway - New single-family home construction in the
South Palm Park Historic District.

Applicant: Denise Cravy- Characterizes the conceptual as a ranch-style. Open to suggestions
for better adaptation to the Historic district.

Board: S. Pickett — too large for the cottage homes surrounding the lot. W. Feldkamp believes
it would be a better fit in a western community. It's ponderous, with nine (9) foot ceilings.
Would like a more horizontal structure, an eave line at the first-floor level, a single-story porch
in front; there are a number of large different windows that could be simplified. B. Guthrie asks
about the first-floor height, due to FEMA guidelines, mentions the relationship to the
surrounding properties will be dramatic, queries the roofing material and if a streetscape has



been created. Response: Client wanting tile, the streetscape is the next step. Question of a
variance arises. Applicant: Advice for achieving a modern contemporary style.

Board: Flat roof, deco streamline modern Staff: A flat roof would help with the streetscape.
Depending upon the base flood elevation, possibly nine feet, the City may require a one 1-foot
freeboard. Staff: New Construction will not allow the application of a variance.

B. Conceptual Review 329 North L Street- Justin Pace

Staff: A portion of the existing garage structure is built/overhanging alley, this non-conformity
may not be increased/expanded. The addition needs to better distinguish itself from the
original structure. The applicant is proposing to retain the clamshell shutters and brick detail on
the sill. The intent is to return for the Historic Ad Valorem Tax Exemption pre-approval. The
work can be approved administratively, but the applicant is wanting more advice regarding the
differentiation between existing and addition.

William Waters: The garage could have a Flemish Rake Beam Gable end. The same
configuration on the addition end, along with lowering the addition 6 inches to one foot with 2
steps down as the building is built up off the grade quite a bit.

Applicant: Justin Pace originally thought to match or blend the addition to the existing but now
understands there needs to be some differentiation.

Board: The windows on the east and west elevation are a bit small.

Staff: Board will want to give advice consistent with the Design Guidelines as they will be
applying for the Tax Exemption. Could there be a different stucco texture, color variation or
set-back, in addition to the roofline suggestions? A sill element on the addition mimicking
those on the original structure would be appropriate.

Applicant: Expresses appreciation for the Ad Valorem program in that it allows homes, that
people may not normally look at to own or as an investment, to be improved/salvaged or
rehabilitated. For properties. Keep the eastern part of the house as is, modify the garage roof,
keep sills and clamshells and change the stucco on the addition.

Staff: Only the approved value of the improvement, in this case the addition, is held in
abeyance. When it comes back on the tax roll, it is revaluated as of that date rather than the
date the exemption began.

PLANNING ISSUES: Workshop with Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council on February
16, 2022. The Gulfstream Hotel submittal is imminent.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: (3 minute limit) None
DEPARTMENT REPORTS: None

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS: W. Feldkamp wishes to discuss conditions of the properties
in the L&M street properties. The CRA is the owner. In walking through the neighborhood,
insect infestation is evident as well as deterioration by neglect. Suggests sending notification
regarding the deterioration through neglect per the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Board Attorney: Suggests documentation could be brought forward at a future meeting. The
City is re-evaluating the status of the property.

Staff-William Waters: It is a complicated acquisition transaction. The issue will come up in the
near future. Staff is being asked what it would take to have the structures habitable again until
such time as there is a plan for the locations. Relocation is still an option, some interest has



been expressed but staff could not support the proposals as the structures would be rendered
non-contributing after the move.

Board: Requests notification of any City meetings being held to discuss the subject properties.
B. Guthrie asks about the demolition.

Staff -William Waters: Per the Ordinance a Site Plan must be presented concurrent with the
demolitions request. Interest was only shown in 3 buildings.

ADJOURNMENT 7:30 PM
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AGENDA
CITY OF LAKE WORTH BEACH
HISTORIC RESOURCES PRESERVATION BOARD REGULAR MEETING

CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBER
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 09, 2022 -- 6:02 PM

ROLL CALL and RECORDING OF ABSENCES; Present were: Bernard Guthrie, Vice-
Chairman; Judy Fox; Robert D,Arinzo; Ricardo Martin. Absent: William Feldkamp, Chairman;
Steve Pickett. Also present were: Erin Sita, Assistant Director for Community Sustainability;
Elizabeth Lenihan, Board Attorney; Sherie Coale, Board Secretary.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ADDITIONS / DELETIONS / REORDERING AND APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

A. January 12, 2022 Regular Meeting Minutes — scheduled for April meeting.
CASES

SWEARING IN OF STAFF AND APPLICANTS: Not a quasi-judicial meeting.
PROOF OF PUBLICATION: Conceptual review only, no publication required.
WITHDRAWLS / POSTPONEMENTS None

CONSENT None

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

BOARD DISCLOSURE: If Mr. Blackman is customer, client, official or employee of Mr.
Ricardo Martin’s company, there could be a conflict and the disclosure form shall be filed. Mr.
Martin states Mr. Blackman works as a Contractor for the company.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS: None
NEW BUSINESS:

A. Conceptual Review of proposed exterior improvements of a contributing structure
located at 602 North K Street. The property is a contributing resource in the North East
Lucerne Historic District and is located in the Single-Family and Two-Family Residential
(SF-TF-14) Zoning District.

Wes Blackman, ACIP, CWB presents proposed changes to the structure and concerns related
to the approval matrix. Questions if leeway can be given to staff regarding processes in order
to make the structure sound. He is encouraging the owner to apply for the tax abatement.
Asbestos siding will be removed revealing the lap siding. Windows will be changed to 4 over 1
and shingled roof replaced. There will be some extension to the structure without the footprint




changing and the demolition to the shed in the rear of the lot. The door on the inset will remain,
the shed roof over the existing entrance door is proposed to be removed. Discussion of the
extension of the existing gable roof over the extension.

B. Conceptual Review of a proposed new single-family residence located at 428 North J
Street. The property is located in the North East Lucerne Historic District and in the
Single-Family and Two Family Residential (SF-TF-14) Zoning District.

Kevin Fernandez, Contin Studios, explains the non-contributing structure situated to the rear of
the lot, which will be demolished. The large mango tree is proposed to be relocated and
incorporated into the new courtyard area toward the front of the lot. A portion of the new
structure would resemble a semi-enclosed garden area, pergola type structure constructed of
aluminum. Behind that the new primary structure, a patio area and accessory structure would
be found with parking parallel to the alley. The demolition and new construction would come
before the Board. The privacy afforded to the lot with the garden structure is noted by the
Board as a nice addition. Question of where the trash will be placed? Response:In the front,
landscaped within a fenced area. The parking requirement, is met with the one off-street
parking space. As there was no previous off-street parking, this is an improvement. Additional
windows could be added for symmetry on the blank portion of the 2-story primary structure
facing the street.

C. Conceptual review of exterior renovations to the non-contributing property located at 331
South Lakeside Drive. These renovations include the addition of a screened porch and
a metal roof. The property is located in the South Palm Park Historic District and the MF-
20—Multi-family Residential Zoning District.

Wes Blackman, AICP, CWB- Requesting a screened porch, metal roof, new door and horizontal
roller window replacements. The owner has been encouraged to maintain the concrete tile roof.
Also proposed is a full-width east facing screened porch with knee wall. Lot coverage may
become an issue. Owner also requesting a porch on the south elevation. Windows-Horizontal
rollers on ranch style homes cannot be administratively approved. Is there a muntin or mullion
configuration? The original configuration may have been jalousie windows. The owner has
deposited funds for the north and west facades for the horizontal rollers and is seeking an
indication that the Board may approve the window type. The Board is in general agreement with
a porch in the front with depth dependent upon code restrictions, flat roof, wider columns. The
west and north facades are not reviewed, due to not being visible from the street (on this non-
contributing property). Board is generally in agreement with horizontal rollers and sliders.

D. Conceptual review of a proposed new single-family residence located at 1017 S
Palmway. The subject property is located in the South Palm Park Historic District and in
the Single-Family Residential (SFR) Zoning District.

Denise Cravy-Proposing a new style to the district, a Prairie Style new construction. Elevations
are now shown with the base flood elevation increase. Other Prairie style characteristics are
evident in the horizontal lines, low pitched hip roof, multipaned bands of windows, geometric
details in the railing and heavy portico.

Board preferences- change the railings, and the effect on the neighbor with the increased
height. Perhaps mitigate in some manner by moving the house back and tiering the increased
height.



PLANNING ISSUES: Notification is given for two (2) condemnation orders by the Building
Official.

e 106 North Ocean Breeze
e 324 North K Street

PUBLIC COMMENTS: (3 minute limit) None
DEPARTMENT REPORTS: None

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS: None
ADJOURNMENT: 8:12 PM




Legal Notice No. 40133 i

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the City of Lake Worth Beach's Histaric Resources
Presarvation Board (HRPB) will conduct a meeting at 7 North Dixie Highway, Lake
Worth Beachon April 13,2022 at 6:00 pmor 2oon thareafter toconsider the following:

HRPB Project #22:00100146: Considerntion of a Certificate of Appropristeness
(COA) for the construction of one (1) new = 1,304 square foot single-family structure
and-onc (1) new = 842 squiirs foot ascessory structureon Lot 14 of Block 114 at428
North J Street, The subject property is located in (he Single-Family B
and Two-Family Residential (SF-TF-14) zoning district-and the Northeast Lucerne
Local Histaric District. PON#88-48-44-21-15-114-0140. .
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Legal Notice No. 40134

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the City of Luke Warth Beach's Historic Resources
Preservation Board (HRPB) will conduct a meetingal 7 North Dixie Highway, Lake
Worth Beachon April 13,2022 at 6:00 pmor soon thereafter toconsider the following:

HRP: sot #22-00100147: Consideration of a Certilicate of Appropriteness
(COA} for the construction ofone (1) new = 3,660 square foot single-family structure
on Lot 18 of Block 40 4t 1017 South Palmway. Tha subject property is located in the
Single-Family Residential (SFR) zoning district and the South Palm

Park Local Historie District. FON#38-43-4-27-01:040-0150.

The public can view the mesting via YouTube, hitps:wwwyoutube.com/¢/Cifyo-
]Lghav_-’mhaggh The agenda and back-up materinls are available: hitpa:/lake-

gend (=TI

or virtually  Pablic ¢ will be accommodated in persan at the meeting, or virtually
through the web portal: . iViY -meatings/. If you'are
ra unabiet theweb portal, emuil @ Jgovfor acomment

1o be read into the record by & staff member. Written Zesponses or comments can

bosent to the Department for Community Sustainability PZHE Division, 1900 2nd
‘Avenue North, Lake Worth Beach, FL 83461 and mugt-arrive before the hearing
date to be included in the formal record.
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the process will be considered a waiver of the right to participate s affected party in
the hearing, but does not preciude the party from making public comment, Affected
parties shall submit the evidence they wish the Historle Resources Preservation
Board to consider s minimum of one (1) full business day priar o the date of the
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provided that therequest is to: address neighborhood cancerns or new evidence, hire
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cord of the proceedings, and that, for such purpose, he or she 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 (FS 286.0105). In
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DEPARTMENT FOR COMMUNITY SUSTAIN_

Planning Zoning Historic Preservation Division

Cff 1900 2NP Avenue North
Lake Worth Beach, FL 33461
Iéaelé%hworth 561-586-1687

MEMORANDUM DATE: April 4, 2022

AGENDA DATE: April 13, 2022

TO: Chair and Members of the Historic Resources Preservation Board
RE: 531 North Lakeside Drive

FROM: Department for Community Sustainability

TITLE: HRPB Project Number 21-00100315: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for
garage and French door replacements for a building located at 531 North Lakeside Drive; PCN# 38-43-44-
21-15-164-0090. The subject property is a contributing resource within the Old Lucerne Historic District
and is located in the Single Family Residential (SFR) zoning district. The future land use designation is
Single Family Residential (SFR).

OWNER(S): John Kovalsky
531 North Lakeside Drive
Lake Worth Beach, FL 33460

CONTRACTOR: At Your Service Garage Doors, LLC

PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT HISTORY:

According to the property appraiser’s files, the two-story structure was constructed in 1924. The property
is listed on the Florida Master Site File (FMSF) as PB07499. It is significant for its association with the
growth and development of the city during the Florida Land Boom of the 1920s.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The property owner, John Kovalsky, is requesting a COA for garage and French door replacements for the
building located at 531 North Lakeside Drive. The subject property is located on the corner of North
Lakeside Drive and 6™ Avenue North. The proposal is for one (1) garage door and two (2) French door
replacements. The contractor, At Your Service Garage Doors, LLC, is request a replacement roll-up garage
door in an imitation dark wood grain finish with magnetic hinges and handles to replicate the look of a
carriage style garage door. The applicant has stated that they have been unable to source a more
affordable replacement for the existing carriage style garage door as the cost of building materials has
increased.




403 4" Avenue South
COA Application — Window Replacement
Page |2

Exhibit A: Existing Garage Doo

LL\ILL_ S

Existing carriage style garage door.

Exhibit B: Proposed Replacement Garage Door

Proposed doovr to have black hi
door style. Proposed door color to be brown woodgrain to match the fence door.




403 4th Avenue South

COA Application — Window Replacement
Page |3

Exhibit C: Proposed Replacement Hardware

Decorative Hardware

STANDARD
! ‘ Spade Lift
Spade Step Plate Handles
OPTIONAL
Spade Strap Hinge* II
(Complements Spade Lift Ring Door Decorative Handles
Handles and Spade Step Plate) Knocker with Keyholes
Operable
L-Keylocks
Spear Lift Handles Colonial Lift Handles
L H
Spear Colonial Escutcheon
Step Plate Step Plate Plates
Spear Strap Hinge® Colonial Strap Hinge*

*Door may not open properiy if installed near the top depending on opening
dimensions and lift type. See your Clopay Dealer for more details.

A selection of available hardware.



403 4th Avenue South

COA Application — Window Replacement

Page |4

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Board discuss the proposed garage door and

hardware presented by the applicant to determine if the proposed applied magnetic hinges and handles
depicted in Exhibit C adequately replicate the look of carriage door hardware and appearance. Further,
staff recommends that the HRPB discuss if the staff recommendation that the proposed door should be
modified with applied matching trim in wood grain or white to more accurately replicate the most
appropriate replacement door type is appropriate. Staff is recommending approval of the two (2) French

doors.

Owner

John Kovalsky

General Location

The corner of North Lakeside Drive and 6™ Avenue North

PCN

38-43-44-21-15-164-0090

Zoning

Old Lucerne Historic District

Existing Land Use

Single Family Residential (SFR)

Future Land Use
Designation

Single Family Residential (SFR)

LOCATION MAP:




403 4t Avenue South
COA Application — Window Replacement
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Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

Staff is recommending that HRPB discuss the proposed garage door and hardware to determine both its
appropriateness and consistency with Goal 1.4 of the Compressive Plan, which encourages preservation
and rehabilitation of historic resources. Policy 3.4.2.1 insists that properties of special value for historic,
architectural, cultural, or aesthetic reasons be restored and preserved through the enforcement of the
City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance to the extent feasible. Per the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance
(LDR Sec. 23.5-4), the Lake Worth Beach Historic Preservation Design Guidelines, and the Secretary of
Interior Standards for Rehabilitation, the replacement of missing features should be substantiated by
documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. The current proposal seeks to replicate the appearance of
the original carriage door style with applied magnetic hardware. Staff is recommending that HRPB discuss
and make a finding that proposed replacements are consistent with the architectural style of the property
and would have no adverse effect on the property’s appearance if appropriate. The French doors are
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan as Mediterranean Revival architecture often featured doors with
multiple fixed glass panes.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ANALYSIS:
Historic Preservation Design Guidelines

The City’s Historic Preservation Design Guidelines provide a guide for compatible doors for historic
structures within the historic districts. Doors are amongst the most important character-defining
architectural features, but they are also one of the most commonly replaced or added features of a
building. The addition, replacement or modification of doors should match the original features in design,
color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. The Mediterranean Revival
architectural style often featured doors with multiple fixed glass panes as described in the Mediterranean
Revival section of the City’s Historic Preservation Design Guidelines.

Staff Analysis: The doors in question are depicted in the applicant’s drawings in Exhibit C on page 3 of
the staff report. Based on the existing French doors and the City’s Historic Preservation Design Guidelines,
staff contends that the replacement French doors are appropriate. The garage door does not fully
replicate the original carriage style garage as wood grain panels are flat without applied trim or detailing.
Staff is recommending that at a minimum that the door be modified with applied matching trim in wood
grain or white to more accurately replicate the most appropriate replacement door type of a carriage
style garage door. Alternatively, a different style of garage door could be selected with more detailed
trim as depicted on page 5 of the applicant’s justification statement.

Section 23.5-4(k)(3)(A) — Review/Decision

Certificate of Appropriateness

All exterior alterations to structures within a designated historic district are subject to visual compatibility
criteria. Staff has reviewed the documentation and materials provided in this application and outlined
the applicable guidelines and standards found in the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance, detailed in
the section below. The Mediterranean Revival architectural style section of the City’s Historic
Preservation Design Guidelines available on the webpage: https://lakeworthbeachfl.gov/community-
sustainability/historic-preservation/



https://lakeworthbeachfl.gov/community-sustainability/historic-preservation/
https://lakeworthbeachfl.gov/community-sustainability/historic-preservation/

403 4t Avenue South
COA Application — Window Replacement
Page |6

Section 23.5-4(K)(1) General guidelines for granting certificates of appropriateness

1. Ingeneral. In approving or denying applications for certificates of appropriateness, the city shall,
at a minimum, consider the following general guidelines:

A.

What is the effect of the proposed work on the landmark or the property upon which such
work is to be done?

Staff Analysis: Based on the existing doors and the City’s Historic Preservation Design
Guidelines, staff contends that the proposal may be successful in replicating the original
door design if additional applied trim is added to more accurately replicate a carriage door
style. The applicant has provided a justification statement included as an attachment.

What is the relationship between such work and other structures on the landmark site or
other property in the historic district?

Staff Analysis: The proposed door replacement will have no direct physical effect on any
surrounding properties within the Old Lucerne Local Historic District.

To what extent will the historic, architectural, or archaeological significance, architectural
style, design, arrangement, texture, materials and color of the landmark or the property be
affected?

Staff Analysis: Per the regulations set forth in the City’s Historic Preservation Design
Guidelines, replacement doors shall replicate their appearance. New doors are being
proposed that replicate the divide light pattern of the original French doors. A new garage
door is being proposed to replicate the design of the original carriage style garage door to
the extent possible with available materials.

Would denial of a certificate of appropriateness deprive the property owner of reasonable
beneficial use of his property?

Staff Analysis: No, denial of the COA would not deprive the applicant of reasonable use of
the property.

Are the applicant's plans technically feasible and capable of being carried out within a
reasonable time?

Staff Analysis: Yes, the applicant’s plans can be completed in a reasonable timeframe.

Are the plans (i) consistent with the city's design guidelines, once adopted, or (ii) in the
event the design guidelines are not adopted or do not address the relevant issue, consistent
as reasonably possible with the applicable portions of the United States Secretary of the
Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation then in effect?

Staff Analysis: The proposed French doors are in compliance with the City’s Historic
Preservation Design Guidelines Design Guidelines, Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation, and the City’s Land Development Regulations, Historic Preservation
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Ordinance (LDR Sec. 23.5-4). Staff is recommending that the Board discuss the proposed
garage door and hardware and determine its consistency with these requirements.

What are the effects of the requested change on those elements or features of the
structure which served as the basis for its designation and will the requested changes cause
the least possible adverse effect on those elements or features?

Staff Analysis: The structure is designated as a contributing resource within a local historic
district. The resource is a Mediterranean Revival building, which has a distinct set of
architectural characteristics.

Section 23.5-4(K)(2) Additional guidelines for alterations and additions.

2. In approving or denying applications for certificates of appropriateness for alterations and
additions, the city shall also consider the following additional guidelines: Landmark and
contributing structures:

A.

Is every reasonable effort being made to provide a compatible use for a property that
requires minimal alteration of the building, structure or site and its environment, or to use
the property for its originally intended purpose?

Staff Analysis: Not applicable; no change to the use of the property is proposed.

Are the distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure or site and its
environment being destroyed? The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features shall be avoided whenever possible.

Staff Analysis: The original doors will be removed to accommodate new products.

Is the change visually compatible with the neighboring properties as viewed from a primary
or secondary public street?

Staff Analysis: Yes, the proposed French doors comply with the City’s Historic Preservation
Design Guidelines by successfully replicating the structure’s original features. The new
garage door replicates the design of the original carriage style garage door to the extent
possible with available materials. Therefore, the project is visually compatible with
neighboring properties.

When a certificate of appropriateness is requested to replace windows or doors the HRPB or
development review officer, as appropriate, may permit the property owner's original design
when the city's alternative design would result in an increase in cost of twenty-five (25)
percent above the owner's original cost. The owner shall be required to demonstrate to the
city that:

(1) The work to be performed will conform to the original door and window openings
of the structure; and

Staff Analysis: Yes, no door opening sizes will be altered.
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(2) Thatthe replacement windows or doors with less expensive materials will achieve
a savings in excess of twenty-five (25) percent over historically compatible
materials otherwise required by these LDRs. This factor may be demonstrated by
submission of a written cost estimate by the proposed provider of materials
which must be verified by city staff; and

Staff Analysis: The applicant has not requested replacement with windows and
doors that are less expensive than what is being proposed.

(3) That the replacement windows and doors match the old in design, color, texture
and, where possible, materials where the property is significant for its
architectural design or construction.

Staff Analysis: The proposed doors seek to match the old design in a manner that
is compatible with the Mediterranean Revival architectural style of the building.

(4) If the applicant avails himself of this paragraph the materials used must appear
to be as historically accurate as possible and in keeping with the architectural
style of the structure.

Staff Analysis: Not applicable, the applicant has not requested to be availed of
this paragraph.

PUBLIC COMMENT:
At the time of publication of the agenda, staff has not received written public comment.

CONCLUSION:

The proposed application is consistent with the Mediterranean Revival architectural style and the Historic
Preservation Design Guidelines requirements. If the Board determines that the replacement doors comply
with the City’s Historic Preservation requirements, staff has provided conditions below:

Conditions of Approval
1) The existing trim shall remain. If any element is too deteriorated for continued use, it shall be replaced
in-kind, subject to staff review at permitting.

2) The proposed garage door shall be inset in and installed at the same depth of the existing garage
doors. The garage door shall not be installed flush with the exterior wall.

3) Hardware and applied trim shall be installed in a manner to replicate the historic carriage garage doors
as approved by staff at building permit. The applicant shall provide a drawing at permit of the exact
configuration of the trim, door color/grain, hardware and the dimensions and depth of all trim at
building permit.

4) The doors shall be recessed within the wall, and shall not be installed flush with the exterior wall.

5) All divided-light patterns shall be created utilizing exterior raised applied muntins. Exterior flat
muntins or “grills between the glass” shall not be permitted.
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6) All glazing shall be clear, non-reflective and without tint. Low-E (low emissivity) is allowed but the
glass shall have a minimum 60% visible light transmittance (VLT) measured from the center of glazing.
Glass tints or any other glass treatments shall not be combined with the Low-E coating to further
diminish the VLT of the glass.

POTENTIAL MOTION:

| MOVE TO APPROVE HRPB Project Number 21-00100315 with staff recommended conditions for a
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for door replacement for the property located at 531 North Lakeside
Drive, based upon the competent substantial evidence in the staff report and pursuant to the City of Lake
Worth Beach Land Development Regulations and Historic Preservation requirements.

| MOVE TO DENY HRPB Project Number 21-00100315 for a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for door
replacement for the property located at 531 North Lakeside Drive, because the applicant has not
established by competent substantial evidence that the application complies with the City of Lake Worth
Beach Land Development Regulation and Historic Preservation requirements.

ATTACHMENTS:

e Applicant’s Supporting Documentation
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MEMORANDUM DATE: April 4, 202

AGENDA DATE: April 13, 2022

TO: Chair and Members of the Historic Resources Preservation Board
RE: 1017 South Palmway

FROM: Department forCommunity Sustainability

TITLE: HRPB Project Number 22-00100147: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness (ClOR)
the constructiorof a 13,660square footsinglefamily structure on Lot, BlockdOat 1017 South Palmway;
PCN 88-43-44-27-01-040-0130 The subject property is located in ti&ngle Family Residenti¢8iR)
zoning district and th&outh Palm Parkocal Historic District.

OWNER: Jens Property 1017 South Palmway, LLC
Nestor Rivera
1106 North G Street, Suite B
Lake Worth, FL 3386

ARCHITECT:  Justin Contin, Contin Architecture & Design

PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT HISTORY:
The previous structure was condemned and approved for demolition in April df 202

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The property ownerJens Property 1017 South Palmyai.Cis requesting a COA foonstruction of a
new singlefamily residence The subject property is located on theest side ofSouth Palmwaypelow
10" AvenueSouth The proposedwo-story singlefamily residences designedo reflectthe Prairie Style

of Architecture. The Prairie Styhdll be a new introduction to the architectural styles in the South Palm
Park Historic Districtreaturesof this style includehorizontals design elements, bands of nipléine
windows, low pitchedoofs,and masonry porcposts.
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Exhibit A: Proposed New Construction t Street View
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Exhibit B: Proposed New Construction t Plan View
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Board discuss whether the proposed building

design is consistent with the previous direction by tHHRPB including compatibility with height and

massing. &HuESZ U §Z ,ZW ]e o0} § ¢l Jv SZ ]8C[s >V A 0}%u vs Z P}
if the new singlefamily structure is consistent with the Historic Preservation Design Guidelines criteria for

new construction. The proposed singémily ste plan is generally consistent with the LDRs and will be

reviewed for final approval at building permit for each lot.
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PROPERTY DESCRIPTION:

Owner Jens Property

General Location West side of South Palmway below"Avenue South
PCN 38-43-44-27-01-040-0130,

Zoning Single Family Residential (SFR)

Existing Land Use | Single Family Resident(@FR)

Future Land Use
Designation

Single Family Residential (SFR)

LOCATION MAP:

Owners

JENS PROPERTY 1017 SOUTH PALMWAY
LLC

Property Detail
Location 1017 S PALMWAY
Municipality LAKE WORTH BEACH
Parcel No. 38434427010400130

LAKE WORTH TOWN OF
ADD 1

Book 32273 Page 490
Sale Date MAR-2021

Subdivision

1106 N C ST STEB
Mailing
Address LAKE WORTH FL 33460
2100

Use Type 0100 - SINGLE FAMILY

Total
Square Feet

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

The subject site is located in thgingleFamily Residential(SFR)designation.The future land use
designation isalso Singld-amily Residential (SFRs the proposed structure is a sindénmily, it is
consistent with the intent of th&ingleFamily Radential (SFRjesignation. The proposed singtmily
structureisalso consistent with Goal 3.1, which seekatbieve a supply of housing that offers a variety
of residential unit types and prices for current and anticipated homeowners and rentelihmugehold
income levels by the creation and/or preservation of a full Range of quality housing units.

ZONING ANALYSIS: The subject application was reviewed for general consistency with the requirements

of LDR Section 238- SFRv Singlefamily residential The proposed project appears to be generally
consistent with the requirements of the zoning distriébrmal and complete review for compliance with

§Z ]18C[e > v A 0}%u v3 Z Ppo 3]}v-andlfencipg/ivaiBwil be emdaciedPat

building permit reviewHowever, it should be noted that theallsffencing depicted in the rendering is

v}8 }ve]ed v8 A]3Z §Z ]8C[e > v A 0}%u v§ Z P paredppsurdd frmv v Ao
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the grade of the adjacent propertyThrerefore, staff has drafted a condition of approval clarifying that
review and approval of fencing material shall occur at building perfiie applicant is also proposing to
utilize the provision in Section 23.8 8} Jv E ¢ 3Z % E&}% GG EAR)LYPOE whiEh isZ §
permitted for singlefamily homes that are certified Florida Green Buildings.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ANALYSIS

All new construction within a designated historic district shall be visually compatible. New buildings
should take their design cues from the surrounding existing structures, using traditional or contemporary
design standards and elements that relate tdséirg structures that surround them and within the
historic district as a whole. Building design styles, whether contemporary or traditional, should be visually
compatible with the existing structures in the district.

Section 23.5-4(k)(3) t Review/Decision

A. In approving or denying applications for certificates of appropriateness for new construction and
additions (as applicable), the city shall also, at a minimum, consider the following additional
guidelines which help to define visual compatibility tie applicable property's historic district:

(1) The height of proposed buildings shall be visually compatible and in harmony with the height of
existing buildings located within the historic distric

Staff Analysis: New construction in a FEMA flood zonerégjuired to meet minimum base flood
elevation requirements. For a twstory home, he height of the proposed buildings is visually
compatible and in harmony with the heights of surrounding buildiaggshe low hip roof design
minimizes the potential impzt of the difference in height attributed to FEMA requirements.

(2) The relationship of the width of the building to the height of the front elevation shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the width and height of the front elevation of existinigibgis
located within the district.

Staff Analysis: The width and height of the front elevation of the proposed building are in scale with
the surrounding properties on similar parcels.

(3) The openings of any building within a historic district should lseally compatible and in
harmony with the openings in buildings of a similar architectural style located within the historic
district. The relationship of the width of the windows and doors to the height of the windows
and doors in a building shall be wédly compatible with buildings within the district.

Staff Analysis: The proposedwo-story singlefamily residencés designedo reflectthe Prairie Style
of Architecture. The Prairie Stylall be a new introduction to the architectural styles in tBeuth
Palm Park Historic District.
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(4) The relationship of solids to voids in the front facade of a building or structure shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the front facades of historic buildings or structures located
within the historic distiét. A long, unbroken facade in a setting of existing narrow structures can
be divided into smaller bays which will complement the visual setting and the streetscape.

Staff Analysis: The elevatios generally avoid long expanses of blank facade.

(5) The relatonship of a building to open space between it and adjoining buildings shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the relationship between buildings elsewhere within the district.

Staff Analysis: The proposed siting of the building is generally appropriate and visually compatible
with the spatial relationships found between neighboring and similar buildings throughout the
district.

(6) The relationship of entrance and porch projections to sidewafka building shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the prevalent architectural styles of entrances and porch
projections on buildings and structures within the district.

Staff Analysis: The proposed design utilizes front porches and recessé&g\eays that are visible
from South Palmway. The entryways are connected to the public sidewalk via a concrete paver
walkway.

(7) The relationship of the materials, texture and color of the fagade of a building shall be visually
compatible and in harmony witthe predominant materials used in the buildings and structures
of a similar style located within the historic district.

Staff Analysis: The building will be constructed of concrete block and finisiwétd smooth stucco,
sidingand alow hip roof. These materials are generally appropriate and found throughout the
historic districts.

(8) The roof shape of a building or structure shall be visually compatible and in harmony with the
roof shape of buildings or structures of a similar architectstgle located within the Northeast
Lucerne Local Historic District.

Staff Analysis: The proposed roof shape is compatible with the architectural design of the building.

(9) Appurtenances of a building, such as walls, wrought iron, fences, evergreern;dpadsasses
and building facades, shall, if necessary, form cohesive walls of enclosures along a street to insure
visual compatibility of the building to the buildings and places to which it is visually related.

Staff Analysis: The site plan includea stucco and rail enclosure with horizontal rail gates for
detailing The design is generally compatible and complimentary to the surrounding environment.
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(10) The size and mass of a building in relation to open spaces, the windows, door openings, porches
and balconies shall be visually compatible and in harmony with the buildings and places to which
it is visually related.

Staff Analysis: The size and masd the buildings are generally appropriate for the surrounding
neighborhood.

(11) A building shall be visually compatible and in harmony with the buildings and places to which it
is visually related in its directional character: vertical, horizontal ordicgctional.

Staff Analysis: Theproposed building is visually compatible and in harmony with the buildings and
places to which it is visually related in its directional character.

(12) The architectural style of a building shall be visually compatible atfitar buildings to which it
is related in the historic district, but does not necessarily have to be in the same style of buildings
in the district. New construction or additions to a building are encouraged to be appropriate to
the style of the period imvhich it is created and not attempt to create a false sense of history.

Staff Analysis: Although thePrairie ArchitecturaBtyleis a new introduction to the South Palm
Park Historic distridt iscompatible withand compliments the adjacent homes within the
district.

(13)n considering applications for certificates of appropriateness to install mechanical systems which
affect the exterior of a building or structure visible from a public Hghivay, the following
criteria shall be considered:

(@) Retain and repair, where possible, historic mechanical systems in their original location,
where possible.

Staff Analysis: This requirement is not applicable to the new construction project on a vacant
property.

(b)  New mechanicatystems shall be placed on secondary facades only and shall not be
placed on, nor be visible from, primary facades.

Staff Analysis: Staff will condition the project so that all mechanical equipment be located
within the back yard and outside of reqed setbacks.

(c) New mechanical systems shall not damage, destroy or compromise the physical integrity
of the structure and shall be installed so as to cause the least damage, invasion or visual
obstruction to the structure's building materials, or to itgyrsficant historic, cultural or
architectural features.
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Staff Analysis: This requirement is not applicable to the new construction project on a vacant
property.

(14) The site should take into accoutlite compatibility of landscaping, parking facilities, utility and
service areas, walkways and appurtenances. These should be designated with the overall
environment in mind and should be in keeping visually with related buildings and structures.

Staff Analysis: The proposed new construction project is generally consistent with all site data

E <U]E u vS8e Jv §Z ]SCJ[e c}lv]vP } X dZ %o E}%ireet parkihg, andPvU ]Jv o
walkways are generally compatible with the surrounding neighborhdbdpproved by the Board,

staff has included a condition that final site plan review and approval will occur at building permit for
eachlot. ,}JA A EU 3Z % E}%}e (v JVPIA oo %] 3 Jv 8Z % %0] V3|
be modified at buildingpermit for compliance with the LDRs.

B. In considering certificates of appropriateness for rmldings or structures, which will have more
than one primary facade, such as those on corner lots facing more than one street, the HRPB shall apply
the visualcompatibility standards to each primary facade.

Staff Analysis: The visual compatibility standards have only been applied to portions that will be visible
from South Palmway

New Construction:

Per the LWBHPDG pg. 2Y6E A }ve3Ep $]}v v utilizing fiewarchitectural language of one

of the 10 defined primary styles, or an alternative yet compatible style. It is very important that new
construction not hybridize the styles, borrowing pieces from one and another. This approach creates
confusion and dilutes the intrinsic value of the historic structures and styles. The best approach is to
choose one style of architecture, and to design a structure that utilizes the common characteristics,
%o E} %} ES]}veU v u S E] o }( SZ 8§ «SCo X_

Per the LWBHP %, P X Waéeah Building a new structure within a historic district, the owner should
consider the variety of historic styles in Lake Worth beach, choose one, and design a structure consistent
Alsz 8z § ]Joe % E}A] Jv $Z]« Pu] X_

Staff Analysis: Although thedesign of the structure isew to the South Palm Park Historic Distritis
compatible with other buildings in the historical district.

PUBLIC COMMENT:
At the time of publication of the agenda, staff has received not received written prdatienent.

CONCLUSION:

The proposed application is consistent with requirements for new construction in historic districts. If the

Board determines thathe *SE N SPE Ju%o] » AJSZ 8Z ]3C[e ,]*3}E] WE « EA 3]
provided conditions for the new construction below:
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Conditions of Approval
1) The doors may utilize clear glass, frosted, obscure glass, or glass withHEadoating (60% mimium
VLT). Tinted, highly reflective, grey, colored, etched, or leaded glass shall not be used.
2) dZ A]v }A. «Z o0 E oo ul]vlupu }( A} Jv Z ¢« ~1_+ ]Jv 8Z A ooU
flush with the exterior wall
3) The windows shall utilizglazing that is clear, nereflective, and without tint. LovE (low emissivity)
is allowed but the glass shall have a minimum 60% visible light transmittance (VLT) measured from
the center of glazing. Glass tints or any other glass treatments shall rezirblined with the Lowe
coating to further diminish the VLT of the glass.
4) 00 Ju%E}A <pE( =+ +Z 00 o 81 (EUIVHIGE) %( ESC o]v » 8} o00}A (}
water runoff within the property boundary.
5) All mechanical equipment shall be léed behind the front fagade of the structure and outside of
required setbacks.
6) ul]vjupu }( i «Z SE +Z oo E «<p]JE& Jv SZ (E}vS C E }( Z TA[
E AlA (JE }u%o]lv A]3Z 8Z 185C[c 0V e % @E <p]J]E u vie 3§ % E
7) Zoning compliance for the proposed sindbmily shall be determined at building permit review.
8) A permit for new construction shall be submitted concurrently with the demolition permit.
9) All fencing and gate locations, heights, and materials shall be regiewstaff at permitting. Staff
recommends horizontal fencing as opposed to the vertical slat aluminum fer@nge andvall
heightare required to be measured from the grade of the adjacent property.
10) A minimum of 1 shade tree shall be required inthgdrs ¢ E }( Z TA] 0}§X > v e %]VP
E Al A (JE }lu%o] v Al3Z 3Z ]8C[* 0V e % E <u]JE u v3e 3§ % E
11) Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, documentation that the new-fngjlg home
has a Florid Green Building certification is required. Prior to the issuance of building permit,
documentation related to the application for this certification shall be required.

POTENTIAL MOTION:

| MOVE TQAPPROVE HRPB Project Numbé2-0010014 with staff recomm&ded conditions for a
Certificate of Appropriateness (COfoy new constructionfor the property locatedat 1017 South
Palmway, based upon the competent substantial evidence in the staff report and pursuant tGitjief
Lake Worth Beach Land Developm&sgulations and Historiaéservation requirements.

| MOVE TOENY HRPB Project Numb&2-0010014 for a Certificate of Appropriateness (COé&) new
constructionfor the property located al017 South Palmway, because thepplicant has not established
by competent substantial evidence that the applicatioomplieswith the City of Lake Worth Beach Land
Development Regulation and Historic Preservation requirements.

ATTACHMENTS:

%0 %0 0] VS[e %0 Ve V epu% % }ES]VP } pu vSse
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Lake Worth Beach, FL 33461

[ - Iéael;%hworth 561-586-1687

MEMORANDUM DATE: April 4, 202

AGENDA DATE: April 13, 2022

TO: Chair and Members of the Historic Resources Preservation Board
RE: 428 North J Street

FROM: Department forCommunity Sustainability

TITLE:HRPB Project Number2200100L46: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness (CIOA)
the demolition of an existing structure atide construction ofr 1309 square fodinglefamily structure
with a+342 sf accessory structuon Lot14, Blockl14at 428 North JStreet PCN 88-43-44-21-15-114
0140 The subject property is located in ti&ingleFamily/Two-Fanily Residential(SFTF14) zoning
district and the Northeast Lucerne Local Historic District.

OWNER 428 North J Street . LC
Andrew Avitan
6586 Hypoluxo Rd. #106
Lake Worth, FL 33467

ARCHITECT Justin Contin, Contin Architecture & Design

PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT HISTORY:

}E JvP 8} §Z % E}% ES Q@ sifglestdey Wodt [ Frajevestacular sucture was
constructed in 198. A second story addition was permitted and completed in 1941. \&iujhg,
windows and storm panels were added in 2002 theadopted historical resources survey, this structure
was listed as noncontributing. In the Lake Worth Historical Resources Survey Update, Phase 1 (FMSF
Associated Manuscript #2438t was conducted in 201 The structure wasdentifiedas contributing.

The property is listed on the Florida Master Site File as G4®L6lowever, this survey was not formally
adopted and the structure is considered rooantributing in the district.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The property owner428 North J Street, LLiS requesting a COA fdemolition ofthe existingtwo-story
structure at the rear of the property and construction of/al,309 sfnew singlefamily residence The
subject property is located on theast side of North J Street below Rvenue. The proposed new
construction includea patio with spa, accessorirgcture (+/-342 sf) and parking spot. They also propose
construction of an aluminum slat facade at the front setback to create a-sroldsed front entry garden

E}luv v A]*S]vP u SPE u VvP} SE ~+0i[ S 00X dZ igpedEfdhgmn % E}(]O
keeping with the historic Lake Worth Cottage aesthetic.




—

428 North J Street
COA Application +Demolition and New Construction
Page |2

Exhibit A:Proposed New Construction Street View
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STAFF RECOMMENDATIOtdff recommends that the Board disctise demolition of the existingon-
contributingstructure andwhether the proposed building design is consistent with the previous direction

C 832 ,ZW X &UESZ EU §Z ,ZW e o<} & I Jv 8Z ]18C[* > v Ao
determine if the new singkamily structure is consistent with the HistoRceservation Design Guidelines
criteria for new construction. The proposed sinfdenily site plan is generally consistent with the LDRs
and will be reviewed for final approval at building pern8taff is recommending approval of the proposed
applicaton.
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PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

Owner 428 North J Street, LLC

General Location East side of North J Street beloW Ave

PCN 38-43-44-21-15114-0140

Zoning SingleFanmily/Two-Fanily Residentia(SFTF14)

Existing Land Use | Single Family Resident(@FR)

Future Land Use
Designation

Medium-DensityResidentia(MDR)

LOCATION MAP:

-
Owners .l
428 N J STREET LLC

Property Detail
Location 428 N J ST
Municipality LAKE WORTH BEACH
Parcel No. 38434421151140140
Subdivision LAKE WORTH TOWN OF
Book 33301 Page 299
Sale Date FEB-2022

6586 HYPOLUXO RD #
Mailing 106

Address | AKE WORTH FL 33467
7678

Use Type 0100 - SINCLE FAMILY

Total

Square Feet it

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

The subject site is located in thgingleFamily Residential(SFR)esignation.The future land use
designation is MultDwelling Unit (MDU)As the proposed structure is a singénmily, it is consistent
with the intent of the Multi-Dwelling Unitdesignation.

The proposed singitamily structureis also consistent with Goal 3.1, wh seeks t@chieve a supply of
housing that offers a variety of residential unit types and prices for current and anticipated homeowners
and renters in all household income levels by the creation and/or preservation of a full Range of quality
housing urts.

ZONING NALYSISThe subject application was reviewed for general consistency with the requirements
of LDR Section 238 - SFTF 14v Singlefamily and twoefamily residential. The proposed project appears
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to be generally consistent with theequirements of the zoning district. However, formal and complete

E Al A (JE }Ju%o] v Al]8Z 8Z ]3C[e > v A 0}%u vS Z Ppo §]}veU ]
conducted at building permit review. Further, the replacement structure would reduceiraxisbn

conformities in setback of the existing property.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ANALYSIS

Proposed demolitions and new construction are required to be reviewed for consistency with the historic
preservation review criteria (Section 234%. Further, B new construction within a designated historic

district shall be visually compatible. New buildings should take their design cues from the surrounding
existing structures, using traditional or contemporary design standards and elements that relate to
existirg structures that surround them and within the historic district as a whole. Building design styles,
whether contemporary or traditional, should be visually compatible with the existing structures in the
district. The following sections of this reposihalyze SZ %o (E } %o } * %0 %0 0] S]}v[e }u%o0] Vv
decisioncriteriafor both the demolition and new construction.

Section 23.54(k)(3) t Review/Decision Demolition

A. All requests for demolition shall require a certificate of appropriateness. céltificate of
appropriateness for demolition of a landmark or contributing property shall be issued by the HRPB unless
the applicant has demonstrated that no other feasible alternative to demolition can be found. In making
its decision to issue or denycartificate of appropriateness to demolish, in whole or in part, a landmark
building or structure, the HRPB shall, at a minimum, consider the following additional deviskimg

criteria and guidelines:

(1) Is the structure of such interest or qualibat it would reasonably fulfill criteria for designation
as a landmark on the National Register of Historic Places?

Staff Analysis:No, the structure is not of such an interest or quality to qualify for landmark
designation.

(2) Is the structure of suctiesign, texture, craftsmanship, size, scale, detail, unique location or
material that it could be reproduced only with great difficulty or economically unreasonable
expense?

Staff Analysis:No, the structure is not of such design, texture, craftsmanséige, scale, detail,
unique location or material that it could be reproduced only with great difficulty or economically
unreasonable expense.

(3) Is the structure one of the few remaining examples of its kind in the city?

Staff AnalysisNo, the structue is not the only one of its or one of the few remaining examples.

(4) Would retaining the structure promote the general welfare of the city by providing an opportunity
to study local history, architecture and design or by developing an understandthg whportance
and value of a particular culture or heritage?

Staff AnalysisNo, the structure is not significant to the promotion of the general welfare of the city.
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(5) Does the permit application propose simultaneous demolition and new constructfon@w
construction is proposed, will it be compatible with its surroundings (as defined above) and, if so,
what effect will those plans have on the character of the surrounding sites or district?

Staff Analysis:The new structure is compatible with isurroundings, is of more substantial
architectural interest, and would reduce naonformities with the zoning code with regards to
setbacks.

(6) Would granting the certificate of appropriateness for demolition result in an irreparable loss to
the city ofa significant historic resource?

Staff AnalysisNo, demolition of the structure and the replacement with the proposed structure does
not represent an irreparable loss to the city of a significant historic resource.

(7) Are there definite plans for themmediate reuse of the property if the proposed demoalition is
carried out, and what effect will those plans have on the architectural, historic, archeological or
environmental character of the surrounding area or district?

Staff Analysis: There are plangor immediate reuse of the property. Staff has recommended a
condition of approval requiring the concurrent application of the demolition permit with the building
permit for new construction.

(8) Is the building or structure capable of earning reasoaaaonomic return on its value?

Staff AnalysisThe proposed building and the new development are consistent thighcriterion

9)Would denial of demolition result in an unreasonable economic hardship for the property owner?

Staff AnalysisNo, denialof the demolition would not result in an unreasonable economic hardship
for the property owner.

(10) Does the building or structure contribute significantly to the historic character of a designated
historic district and to the overall ensemble of builgéwithin the designated historic district?

Staff AnalysisNo, the structure does not contribute significantly to the historic character of the
designated district or to the overall ensemble of buildings. The structure has been modified overtime
and doesnot meet current code requirements. Further, the rear addition does not have glazing
typical of the architectural style on the second floor and the condition of the historic siding is
unknown under the vinyl siding.

(11) Has demolition of the designatdaliilding or structure been ordered by an appropriate public
agency because of unsafe conditions?

Staff AnalysisNo, it has not.

(12)Have reasonable measures been taken to save the building from further deterioration, collapse,
arson, vandalism or negit?
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Staff AnalysisThis criterionis not applicable to the subject application.

Section 23.%4(k)(3) t Review/Decision

A.

In approving or denying applications for certificates of appropriateness for new construction and
additions (as applicable), the city shall also, at a minimum, consider the following additional
guidelines which help to define visual compatibility in th@lagable property's historic district:

(1) The height of proposed buildings shall be visually compatible and in harmony with the height of
existing buildings located within the historic district.

Staff Analysis The height of the proposed buildings is visually compatible and in harmony with
the heights of surrounding buildings.

(2) The relationship of the width of the building to the height of the front elevation shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with ¢hwidth and height of the front elevation of existing buildings
located within the district.

Staff AnalysisThe width and height of the front elevation of the proposed building are in scale
with the surrounding properties on similar parcels.

(3) The opening of any building within a historic district should be visually compatible and in
harmony with the openings in buildings of a similar architectural style located within the historic
district. The relationship of the width of the windows and doors to thigghtof the windows and
doors in a building shall be visually compatible with buildings within the district.

Staff Analysis:The proposed window openings on the front facades are typical for the shape of
§Z ulo JvPX dZz ] P v [ *flat réBf G4, andvindbwsmost closely resemble the
massing of a internationalbuilding, whichutilize a simplistic structure with a noted lack of
ornamentation.

(4) The relationship of solids to voids in the front facade of a building or structure shakumlyi
compatible and in harmony with the front facades of historic buildings or structures located
within the historic district. A long, unbroken facade in a setting of existing narrow structures can
be divided into smaller bays which will complement thigual setting and the streetscape.

Staff AnalysisThe elevatios generally avoid long expanses of blank fagade.

(5) The relationship of a building to open space between it and adjoining buildings shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the relatiship between buildings elsewhere within the district.

Staff Analysis:The proposed siting of the building is generally appropriate and visually
compatible with the spatial relationships found between neighboring and similar buildings
throughout the distret.
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(6) The relationship of entrance and porch projections to sidewalks of a building shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the prevalent architectural styles of entrances and porch
projections on buildings and structures within the district.

Staff AnalysisThe proposed design utilizasunique aluminum slat facade to enclose the front
garden. This facade merges the traditional design elements of the neighborhood with the more
modern international design of the new constructidrhe entrywaysre connected to the public
sidewalk via a paver walkway.

(7) The relationship of the materials, texture and color of the fagade of a building shall be visually
compatible and in harmony with the predominant materials used in the buildings and structures
of asimilar style located within the historic district.

Staff Analysis:The building will be constructed of concrete block and finistdith smooth
stucco,sidingand aflat roof. These materials are generally appropriate and found throughout
the historic districts.

(8) The roof shape of a building or structure shall be visually compatible and in harmony with the
roof shape of buildings or structures of a similar architectatgle located within the Northeast
Lucerne Local Historic District.

Staff Analysis:The proposed roof shape is compatible with the architectural design of the
building.

(9) Appurtenances of a building, such as walls, wrought iron, fences, evergreen,dpadsasses
and building facades, shall, if necessary, form cohesive walls of enclosures along a street to insure
visual compatibility of the building to the buildings and places to which it is visually related.

Staff AnalysisThe site plan includes unique aluminum slat facade to enclose the front garden
The design is generally compatible and complimentary to the surrounding environment.

(10) The size and mass of a building in relation to open spaces, the windows, door openings, porches
and balconies shibe visually compatible and in harmony with the buildings and places to which
it is visually related.

Staff Analysis:The size and mass of the buildings are generally appropriate for the surrounding
neighborhood.

(11) A building shall be visually compdétand in harmony with the buildings and places to which it
is visually related in its directional character: vertical, horizontal ordioectional.

Staff AnalysisTheproposed building is visually compatible and in harmony with the buildings
and placedo which it is visually related in its directional character.

(12) The architectural style of a building shall be visually compatible with other buildings to which it
is related in the historic district, but does not necessarily have to be in the sameftbdédings
in the district. New construction or additions to a building are encouraged to be appropriate to
the style of the period in which it is created and not attempt to create a false sense of history.
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Staff AnalysisAlthough thedesign of the sucture is modern in nature, its @mpatible with
other buildingsn the historical district.

(13)n considering applications for certificates of appropriateness to install mechanical systems which
affect the exterior of a building or structure visible freempublic rightof-way, the following
criteria shall be considered:

(@) Retain and repair, where possible, historic mechanical systems in their original location,
where possible.

Staff AnalysisThis requirement is not applicable to the new construction profat a
vacant

property.

(b) New mechanical systems shall be placed on secondary facades only and shall not be
placed on, nor be visible from, primary facades.

Staff AnalysisStaff will condition the project so that all mechanical equipment be located
within the back yard and outside of required setbacks.

(c) New mechanical systems shall not damage, destroy or compromise the physical integrity
of the structure and shall be installed so as to cause the least damage, invasion or visual
obstruction to the structve's building materials, or to its significant historic, cultural or
architectural features.

Staff AnalysisThis requirement is not applicable to the new construction project on a vacant
property.

(14) The site shouldtonsiderthe compatibility of landscaping, parking facilities, utility and service
areas, walkways and appurtenances. These should be designated with the overall environment
in mind and should be in keeping visually with related buildings and structures.

Staff Andysis: The proposed new construction project is generally consistent with all site data

E <Pu]E u vSe Jv §Z ]SC[e *}v]vP } X dZ %o E}%tjeet parkirg, <]PvU ]
fencing, gates, and walkways are generally compatible with the surrognatighborhood. If

approved by the Board, staff has included a condition that final site plan review and approval will

occur at building permit.

B. In considering certificates of appropriateness for new buildings or structures, which will have more
than one primary facade, such as those on corner lots facing more than one street, the HRPB shall apply
the visual compatibility standards to each primary facade.

Staff AnalysisThe visual compatibility standards have only been applied to portions thatewlidible
from NorthJStreet.
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New Construction:

Per the LWBHPDG pg. 2Y6E A }ve3Epu 3]}v v «]Pv  uglo]i]vP 8Z & Z]§ 3uf
of the 10 defined primary styles, or an alternative yet compatible style. It is very importametat

construction not hybridize the styles, borrowing pieces from one and another. This approach creates
confusion and dilutes the intrinsic value of the historic structures and styles. The best approach is to
choose one style of architecture, and to deségstructure that utilizes the common characteristics,

%o E}%}ES]}VveU v u 8 E] o }( SZ 8§ «SCo X_

W E §Z >t ,W ' %/ReX [uildlivig & new structure within a historic district, the owner should
consider the variety of historic styles in Lake Wortiche choose one, and design a structure consistent
Alsz &z § ]Joe % E}A] ]v §Z]« Pu]l X_

Staff Analysis:Although thedesign of the structure is modern in nature, it is compatible with other
buildings in the historical district.

PUBLIC COMMENT:
At the time of publication of the agenda, staff has received not received written public comment.

CONCLUSION:

The proposed application is consistent with requirements for new construction in historic districts. If the
Board determines that the demolition of the £]*S]vP *SEN SpE Ju%o] » AlS8Z 32
Preservation requirements, staff has provided conditions for the new construction below:

Conditions of Approval
1) The doors may utilize clear glass, frosted, obscure glass, or glass withEadoating (60% minimum
VLT). Tinted, highly reflective, grey, colored, etched, or leaded glass shall not be used.
2) dz A]v }Ae «Z 0o E .- ulvlupu }hedwa)l, ind Zhall Adt be jnstalled
flush with the exterior wall.
3) The windows shall utilizglazing that is clear, nereflective, and without tint. LovE (low emissivity)
is allowed but the glasshall have a minimum 60% visible light transmittance (¥i&gsured from
the center of glazing. Glass tints or any other glass treatments shall not be combined with tiie Low
coating to further diminish the VLT of the glass.
4) 00 Ju%kE}A cpE( =« *Z 00 e 5 I(EUIvIuGEY % ( ESCradequatd} oo} A (}
water runoff within the property boundary.
5) All mechanical equipment shall be locateehind the front facade of the structur@nd outside of
required setbacks.
6) ul]vjupu }( i «Z SE +<Z oo E «<p]J]E& v $Z (d&chpidg GhdlEbe} ( Z i
E Al A (JE }u%o] v A]3Z 8Z ]85C[* 0V e % E <u]JE u vie 3§ % E
7) Zoning compliance for the proposed singgenily shall be determined at building permit review.
8) A permit for new construction shall be submitted concurrently wite dtemolition permit.

POTENTIAL MOTION:

| MOVE TAAPPROVHRPB Project Numbé2-00100146with staff recommended conditions for a
Certificate of Appropriateness (CO8) the demolition of an existing structure arde construction of a
+ 1309 squardoot singlefamily structureand accessory structurfer the property locatecht 428 North
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J Street based upon the competent substantial evidence in the staff report and pursuant t€itgeof
Lake Worth Beach Land Development Regulations and HistegerRation requirements.

| MOVE T@ENYHRPB Project Numb@2-00100146for a Certificate of Appropriateness (COa) the
demolition of an existing structure arttle construction of a 309 square foot singteamily structure
and accessory structur®r the property located a#28 North J Stregtbecause theapplicant has not
established by competent substantial evidence that the applicatmmplieswith the City of Lake Worth
Beach Land Development Regulation and Historic Preservation requirements.

ATTACHMENTS:
%0 %0 0] VS pnd%upparting materials



£

DATE: March 3Q 202
TO: Members of the Planning & Zoniagd Historic Resources Preservation Baard
FROM: William Waters, Director Community Sustainability

MEETING:  April 6& April 13 202

SUBJECT: PZHP 283100001 (Ordinance 20226). Consideration of an ordinancamending Chapter 23
N>y A 0}% Rrgo §]}veU_ ES] o 1 A u]v]eSE 3]}vU_ JA]*]}Vv
new Section 2331 » % %00] vS[e Wupu o] E ]JPZ }E&®Z}} D S]vP v Kus
applicant held public neighborhood meeting and virtual outreach

PROPOSALBACKGROUN ANALYSILS
The subject u v u v8§ 8§} §Z ]SC[* > Vv A 0} %{UDR}aZdrRfied bia3éd en City Commission
direction tostaff toprepareanamendment to the LDRs fwovide bothformality and consistency to neighborhood
outreachby applicants/developers with a proposed development applicatiBpecifically, applicantdévelopers
will be required tohold a public neighborhood meeting and provide virtual outreach to ensure City residents anc
business owners have knowledgd the proposed applicationand opportunity to comment on proposed
A 0}%u vE % E]}E 3§} §Z 18 C [ of thege applichtions. Tae aggndmentwould add a new

 §]}v 8§} 8Z ]1SC [+ > said ptiblic npEHboFhood meeting and virtual outreaétr all Planned
Developments, Developments of Significant Impact, and Lake Worth Beach Community Redevelopment Age
~N Z o 2%}Vve}E Vv A JveSEQW 3]}V % E}i Se o}vP 3Z ]3C[e u i}E 5Z}C

]SC[e "pesS ]v ImcenliveuRrogram, Transfer Development Rights Program and/or Economic Investmen
Incentives.

The proposed amendmentgould add anew sctionto the LDRn Chapter 23 ofthe ]SC[* } }( K& ]Jv v
X Article 2 Section 23.20- %0 % 0] Vv §[NeMhhonpod Meeting and Virtual Outreach

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning and Zoning Board and Historic Resources Preservatioeddoartendthat
the City Commuon adoptPZHP 223100001 (Ordinance 20Z15).

POTENTIAMOTION:

I move toRECOMMEND/NOT RECOMMERDIHE CITTOMMISSIONO ADOPThe proposed LDR text
amendments included iRZHP 293100001 (Ordinance 20Z35).

Attachments
A. Draft Ordinanc&022-06



DEPARTMENT FOR COMMUNITY SUSTAINABILITY
Planning Zoning Historic Preservation Division

1900 2NP Avenue North

Lake Worth Beach, FL 33461

561-586-1687

MEMORANDUM DATE: April 4, 2022

AGENDA DATE: April 13, 2022

TO: Chair and Members of the Historic Resources Preservation Board
RE: 403 4" Ave South

FROM: Department forCommunity Sustainability

TITLE:HRPB Project Number220010®21: Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for
window replacementin a buildinglocated at403 4" Avenue Soth; PCN#88-43-44-21-15-159-0070. The
subject propertyis a non-contributing resource within theSoutheast Lucernélistoric Distrit and is
located in theMixed-Use Federal HWMU-FH zonirg district Thefuture land use designatiois Mixed-

Use EasfMU-E).

OWNE Michael and Lisa Lockwood
9858 Clint Moore RoatiC111
Boca Raton, FL 388

CONTRACTOKIine Construction Group

PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT HISTORY:

JE JVP 8} 8Z % E}% ESC %stargstructuFewag fonstiicted in 89\ The property
is listed on the Florida Master Site HFMSF) aBBD822. Its National Register eligibility has not been
evaluated by the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHP/).previous COA was issued in 2014, COA
#14-00100009, for a roof replacement.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The property ownerMichaelLockwood is requesting a COA faindow replacementdor the building
located at403 4" Avenue Southalong with approval to use gray glass in lieu of clear glaZimgsubject
property is locatecbn the corner ¢ 4" Avenue Soutland South Fedeal Highway The proposal is for
replacement of 25vindows. Of these, 8 are locatedalong the front and sidef the building andequire
historic review and approval.

The contractor, Kline Construction Group, was not familiar with working imigteric district and has
already purchased all 25 windows with gray gla$eCOA application proposed to replace testing
awning windows with horizontal rollergplicating a four horizontal light window pattern with exteriorly
applied, raised muniis.
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ExhibitA: Window locations

Yellow indicates windows requiring Historic review and approval.

An example of windows visible fronf' Avenue South and North Federal Highway
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Aerial view fromad™ Avenue South

STAFF RECOMMENDATISHffis recommending denial of the proposed gray glass windows based on
previous direction by the HRPB and tieguirements in theHistoric Preservation Design Guidelin€ke
proposedwindow locations are depictedh Exhibit Aon pages 2 & 3. The applicant is requesting the
following window specificationmcluding:

X The use of horizontal rollers and applied muntins to replicate the look of horizontal divided lights.
X The use of gray glassliau of clear ghzing.

Owner Michael and Lisa Lockwood

General Location The corner of % Avenue South and North Federal Highway
PCN 38-43-44-21-15-159-0070

Zoning Southeast Lucerne Historic District

Existing Land Use | Mixed-Use Federal HWMU-FH)
Future Land Use
Designation

Mixed-UseEast(MU-E)
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LOCATION MAP:

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan
The proposed project is consistent with Goal 1.4 of the Compressive Plan, which encourages preservation
and rehabilitation of historic resources. Policy 3.4.2.1 insists that properties of special value for historic,
architectural, cultural, or aesthetic asons be restored and preserved through the enforcement of the
]3C[* ,]°3}E] WE « EA 3]}JVKE Jvv 8§} 38Z AESv3( *]o X W €& 5§Z
(LDR Sec. 234, the Lake Worth Beach Historic Preservation Design GuidelingsharSecretary of
Interior Standards for Rehabilitation, the replacement of missing features should be substantiated by
documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. The current proposal seeks to replicate the appearance of
the original windows with exterally applied, raised muntins.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ANALYSIS

Historic Preservation Design Guidelines

dZ ]18C[e ,]*3}E] WE « EA 3]}v  +]Pv '"u] o]v * % @& }&dr histoFiq ] (&
structures within the historic districtdVindows are amongst the most important charaetifining
architectural features, but they are also one of the most commaeaplaced or added featuresf a
building. The addition replacementor modificationof windowsshould match the original featurda

design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, matdiebasonryVernacular
architectural stylefeatured rectilinear groups of fixedane windows as describeith the Masonry
Vernaculare S]}v }( §Z ]38 CHresepvatip@]esign Guidelines.

Staff AnalysisThe windowreplacements E %] 8 ]V 8Z %o %o 0(see atfachr@Ent&)] v P «

e }v §Z /AE]-8]vP }YE]P]v o Alv }Ae v &Z ]8C[e ,]*8}1E] WE . EA

contends thatthe replacement windows arappropriateprovided the proposed windows successfully
replicate windows appropriate for the architectural styl&he use of gray glass has gpicallybeen
approved
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Section 23.%4(k)(3)(A) t Review/Decision

Certificate of Appopriateness

All exterior alterations to structures within a designated historic district are subject to visual compatibility

criteria. Staff has reviewed the documentation and materials provided in this application and outlined

the applicable guidelines\a +3 v & « (}uv Jv 8Z  ]8C[e ,]*3}E] WE » EA 3]}v K
the section belowThe Masonrys Ev po E & Z]S SHUE o0 *SCo + S]}v }( SZ 18C]J-
Design Guidelines is includedasattachment

Section 23.51(K)(1)General guidelines for granting certificates of appropriateness

1. Ingeneralln approving or denying applications for certificates of appropriateness, the city shall,
at a minimum, consider the following general guidelines:

A. What is the effect othe proposed work on the landmark or the property upon which such
work is to be done?

Staff Analysis: + }v 3Z /AE]*3]vP }E]P]v o Alv }Ae v §Z ]3C[- ,]°*
Design Guidelines, staff contends that gw@posal issuccessfuh replicating the original

window design. However, the proposed windows utilize gray glass, which has not been
considered an appropriate replacement for clear glazifidie applicant has provided a
justification statement includeds an attachment

B. What is the relationship between such work and other structures on the landmark site or
other property in the historic district?

Staff AnalysisThe proposed window replacement will have no direct physical effect on any
surrounding properties within th&outheast Lucerne Local Historic District.

C. To what extent will the historic, architectural, or archaeological significance, architectural
style, design, arrangement, texture, materials and color of the landmark or the property be
affected?

Staff Analysis W E §Z & Ppo S]}ve « 8§ (}E&SZ Jv §Z 18C[e ,]*S}&E]
Guidelines, replacement windows shall replicate their appearance. New windows are being
proposed that replicate theivide light pattern of the original awning windows.

D. Would denal of a certificate of appropriateness deprive the property owner of reasonable
beneficial use of his property?

Staff AnalysisNo, denial of the COA would not deprive the applicant of reasonable use of
the property.

E. Are the applicant's plans techually feasible and capable of being carried out within a
reasonable time?

Staff Analysis:iz «U §Z %0 % 0] VS[* %0 ve Vv }Ju%o0 § Jv & -<}v
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F. Are the plans Jiconsistent with the city's design guidelines, once adopted, or (ii) in the
event the design guidelines are not adopted or do not address the relevant issue, consistent
as reasonably possible with the applicable portions of the United States Secrethey of
Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation then in effect?

Staff AnalysissdZ % E}%}e oU ] Jv }u%o] v A]8Z §Z ]3C[e ,]*38}CE
'u] olJv e e¢]Pv 'u] o]JveU ”r & S E&C }( 85Z /vS E]}E[s "S Vv &
§Z ]3énd-Development Regulations, Historic Preservation Ordinance (LDR Sec. 23.5

4). However, staff has concemdth gray glass being utilized instead of clear glazing

G. What are the effects of the requested change on those elements or features of the
structure which served as the basis for its designation and will the requested changes cause
the least possible adverse effect on those elements or features?

Staff AnalysisiThe structure is designated ashan-contributing resource within a local
historic district. The resource isMasonryVernacular building, which has a distinct set of
architectural characteristicAs a norcontributing structure there is less of an effect on
the structure and its designatio

Section 23.84(K)(2) Additional guidelines for alterations and additiondn approving or denying
applications for certificates of appropriateness for alterations and additions, the city shall also consider
the following additional guidelines:

Noncatributing structures: For noncontributing structures in historic districts, alterations and
additions that are determined to not be visible from a public street shall not require further
administrative review; alterations and additions that are visiblenfra public street shall be
reviewed only for their compliance with the LDRs and whether the addition or alteration's height,
mass and orientation to a public street are compatible with neighboring buildings in the district, and
whether major changes to thbuilding include design and materials compatible with the district as
a whole and maintain an overall integrity of architectural style for the building. Therefore, the
following questions should be considered

A.ls this a change to the primary fagade?

B. Is the change visually compatible and in harmony with its neighboring properties as viewed from
a public street?

Staff AnalysisThe proposedyray glasss not visually compatible with the neighborhood character
of the district and does not comply withe design guidelines.

PUBLIC COMMENT
At the time of publication of the agendstaff hasnot receivedwritten public comment.

CONCLUSION

The proposed application isot consistent with the Masonry Vernacular architectural style and the

Historic Preservation Design Guidelines requirements. If the Board determines that the replacement

Alv }Ae }Ju%oC Al3Z §Z ]5C[e ,]*3}E] WE +» EA §]}v E <uU]E u v3eU 3
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Conditions of Approval
1) The existing window trim, sills, anduflions shall remain. If any of these elements are too
deteriorated for continued use, they shall be replacediimd, subject to staff review at permitting.

2) The windows shall be recessed within the wall, and shall not be installed flush with the ewialtior

3) All dividedlight patterns shall be created utilizing exterior raised applied muntins. Exterior flat
Upvs]ve }E ~"PEJoos 3SA v 8Z Po e+ +Z 00 V}§ % Eul]s3s X

POTENTIAL MOTION:

| MOVE TAPPROVHERPB Project Numbe2-D010®21 with staff re@emmended conditions for a
Certificate of Appropriateness (CC8) windowreplacemensfor the property locatedat 403 4" Avenue
South based upon the competent substantial evidence in the staff report and pursuant Githef Lake
Worth Beach LanBevelopment Regulations and Historie$ervation requirements.

| MOVETO DENYHRPB Project Numb&2-0010022 for a Certificate of Appropriateness (CO)
window replacemens for the property located a#t03 4" Avenue Southbecause theapplicant hasnot
established by competent substantial evidence that the applicatmmplieswith the City of Lake Worth
Beach Land Development Regulation and Historic Preservation requirements.

ATTACHMENTS:

X %o % 0] vpdreingdésumentation
x Photos of windows



