ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD AGENDA
May 2, 2012 — 3:00 P.M.
Pre-Council Chambers, Mobile Government Plaza, 20&overnment Street

A. CALL TO ORDER

1. Roll Call
2. Approval of Minutes
3. Approval of Mid Month COAs Granted by Staff

B. MID MONTH APPROVALS

1. Applicant:  Robert Spotswood
a. Property Address: 102 Espejo Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/11/12
c. Project: Repair porch decking, railings, and weork to match the existing in
profile, dimension, and material. Touch up the ppar the existing color scheme.
2. Applicant:  Sara McCoy
a. Property Address: 1401 Dauphin Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/12/12
c. Project: Paint the house per the submitted calbeme. The stucco fill within the
half timbered gables will be Benjamin Moore’s Ar@tVhite. The half timbering will be
Devoe’s Tumbleweed Trail. The windows will be Bamjn Moore’s Rustic Taupe. The
window sills will be Devoe’s Tumbleweed Trail. Tfrent door will be Devoe’s Ivory Sand.
3. Applicant:  Renee Richard
a. Property Address: 18 South Monterey Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/13/12
c. Project: Install a home generator approximaték/53 behind house. The
generator will not be visible from the public view.
4. Applicant:  TLC Contractors
a. Property Address: 358 Tuttle Avenue
b. Date of Approval:  4/16/12
c. Project: Reroof the house to match the existing.
5. Applicant:  Zach Depolo
a. Property Address: 560 Dauphin Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/17/12
C. Project: Extend an existing eight foot wew fence to square off the lot line of
this inner lot property. Repair and install tentfeiepaving located off the rear elevation.
6. Applicant:  Holmes and Holmes Architects
a. Property Address: 257 North Conception Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/17/12
c. Project: Repair and replace deteriorated whenndrete necessary to match the
existing in profile, dimension, and material. Towghthe color scheme per the existing.
7. Applicant: Linda Clements
a. Property Address: 161 South Jefferson Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/18/12
C. Project: Repair aadlace deteriorated woodwork, decking, and sidingatch
the exiting in profile, dimension, and material pa& window components to match the
existing. Repaint per the existing color scheme.
8. Applicant:  John Parker with Bay Landscaping
a. Property Address: 1550 Eslava Street



b. Date of Approval:  4/18/12
c. Project: Repair concrete paving in theedand sidewalk to match the existing in
material and composition.
9. Applicant: John Van Hook
a. Property Address: 1509 Monroe Street
b. Date of Approval:  4/23/12
c. Project: Construct a privacy fence along the pagterty line. The fence will
step up in height from 3’ to 6’ as it transitioms$a the back lot.
10. Applicant:  Joseph Jones
a. Property Address: 206 Tuttle Avenue
b. Date of Approval:  4/23/12
C. Project: Pave driveway between stripsottf@rm to existing footprint.
11. Applicant:  Larry Harris
a. Property Address: 108 Hannon Avenue
b. Date of Approval:  4/18/12
c. Project: Replace front and rear doors to mat¢h wbod, patch roof leaks.
Replace sewer line.

C. APPLICATIONS

1. 2012-28-CA: 1104 Palmetto Street
a. Applicant: Jeff Garret and Thor Cumbie
b. Project: Construct an Addition — Construct a near gorch on the
location of an existing porch and deck.
2. 2012-29-CA: 1050 Palmetto Street
a. Applicant: Jonathan Boyer with Weather Guard fog&dHughes
b. Project: Roofing - Install metal roofing ptthe main house and an ancillary
structure.
3. 2012-30-CA: 255 Church Street
a. Applicant: Orin Robinson with Victor Signs for ti@uality Inn
b. Project: Signage — Remove and install signage.
4. 2012-31-CA: 1551 Old Shell Road (Catherine Stregroperty subdivided from)
a. Applicant: Dawn Crow with Brown Chambless Architeédr Dr. Philip Buttera
b. Project: Signage and Landscaping — Install sigr@agelandscaping.
5. 2012-32-CA: 61 South Conception Street
a. Applicant: Beverly Terry with Clark, Geer, LathamAssociates for Celia Wallace
b. Project: Redevelopment - Construct a parking latiastall landscaping.
6. 2012-33-CA: 109 Bradford Avenue
a. Applicant: Murray Thames with Thames Contractoc, fior L’Arche
b. Project: Replace Windows — Remove unauthorizedconforming windows and
install new replacement windows.

D. OTHER BUSINESS

1. Window Replacements.
2. Discussion.



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
STAFF REPORT

2012-28-CA: 1104 Palmetto Street
Applicant: Jeff Garrett and Thor Cumbie
Received: 4/18/12

Meeting: 5/2/12
INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION
Historic District: Oakleigh Garden
Classification: Contributing
Zoning: R-1
Project: Construct an Addition — Construct a near gorch on the location of an existing

porch and deck.

BUILDING HISTORY

The exact date of this house is unknown. This ptg@ad the two adjacent properties to the west
(numbers 1106 and 1108 Palmetto Street) occupsetirgportion of the Old Edwards Place. Featuring a
sizable house facing Church Street, the EdwardseRiatended the whole depth of the block. The
property was subdivided in the early™Dentury. The current dwelling is not recorded s tot until
1927. Based on the proportions and constructidrgstbeen suggested that the house was constructed
prior to 1927 and was moved to this lot from anptheation. The house features both Queen Anne and
Arts & Crafts detailing.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Section 9 of the Preservation Ordinance statesBthad shall not approve any application
proposing a Material Change in Appearance unldssdis the change...will not materially impair the
architectural or historic value of the buildingethbuildings on adjacent sites or in the immediatity,
or the general visual character of the district...”

STAFF REPORT
A. This property last appeared before the ArchitedtReview Board on April 2, 1990. At that time,

the Board approved the painting of the residenbés application calls for the removal of the
existing rear porch & deck and the constructioa akew rear porch.

B. The Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s HistoDistricts and the Secretary of the
Interior’'s Standards state, in pertinent part:
1. “The porch is an important regional charactirigt Mobile architecture. Historic
porches should be maintained and repaired to tafiea period.”
2. “The form and shape of the porch and its roofusth maintain their historic appearance.
Materials should blend with the style of the builgll’
3. “New additions, exterior alterations, or relatexv construction shall not destroy historic

materials that characterize the property. The wevk shall be differentiated from the
old and shall be compatible with the massing, sizale, and architectural features to
protect the historic integrity of the property d@tsdenvironment.”



4. “New additions and adjacent or related new e¢antibn shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essefdiah and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.”

C. Scope of Work:
Remove the rear porch and deck.
Construct a new rear porch.
a. The 16’ deep porch will extend the length of tharrelevation.
b. The three by two bay porch will rest atop brickridation piers matching those
supporting the main house. Said piers will be maind match the existing.
c. Framed, suspended, and recessed lattice screeiiiilg wstalled between the piers.
Said wooden screening will be painted to matchethisting.
d. The porch’s wooden skirt board will align with thlért surrounding the body of the main
house.
e. The porch will feature wooden decking.
With regard to the three bay North (Rear) Elevatfonr square section wooden porch
posts featuring rectilinear bases and capitalsdeitharcate the porch bays.

g. Tripartite vertical divisions will be created withihe outer North Elevation’s outer bays
by way of wooden framing securing the porch scregr horizontal division will be
provided by the top rail of an open balustrade.

h. The two bay East and West (Side) Elevations watdee subsidiary divisions matching
those employed on the North Elevation.

i. A screened double door will be located within thartN Elevation’s central bay.

] The taller outer bays will feature a two part efdatire.

k. The porch will feature a three part roof structure.

I.  The North Elevation’s central bay will be surmowhby a shed roof. The gables of the
flanking outer bays will feature vertical boardisgimatching that employed on the rear
elevation’s existing central gable.

m. The roofing shingles will match those employed loa hody of the house.

n. The woodwork and decking will be painted to matoh éxisting color scheme.

STAFF CLARIFICATIONS

N =

.

1. What type decking will be employed?
STAFF ANALYSIS

This application involves the construction of a mear porch. The construction of the proposed rear
addition would entail the demolition of the exigfirear porch and a later deck. The existing reesipis
original to the house, but it is of little architel significance.

The Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s Histobstricts state that porches are defining regional
characteristic of Mobile architecture and that teeguld be maintained and repaired to reflect their
period. (See B (1) of the Staff Report.) The Guited address front porches and significant reashysa.
Architecturally insignificant, small scale porcHi® the existing have regularly been approved for
demolition. Location and proposed new construciimntaken into account.

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for HistRehabilitation state that additions to historic
buildings should be differentiated from yet combplatiwith existing fabric with regard to massingals¢
and architectural features. (See B (3) of the Rafiort.)



Located off the rear elevation of this inner lotike, the proposed porch would be minimally visfixden
the public view. The foundation treatment, gableirig, color scheme, and roof sheathing would match
that of the main house; thereby providing continbigtween the old and the new. The proposed porch’s
north facing gabled ends would provide a senseffgrdntiation from the east-west facing gable that
surmounts the body of the house. These smallehpgables appear to successfully negotiate the rear
elevations central gable.

STAFF REQUESTS/CLARIFCATIONS

1. Staff requests further clarification regarding thkationship between the proposed porch’s roof
structure and the rear elevation’s prominent gabtadher.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Based on B (1-4), Staff does not believe this @afilbn will impair the architectural or the histi
character of the building or the district. Pendilegails and/or clarification regarding the relasiip
between the addition’s proposed gabled end pagiléord the Rear Elevation’s existing windowed roof
gable, Staff recommends approval of this applicatio



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
STAFF REPORT

2012-29-CA: 1050 Palmetto Street
Applicant: Edgar Hughes
Received: 4/16/12

Meeting: 5/2/12
INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION
Historic District: Oakleigh Garden
Classification: Contributing
Zoning: R-1
Project: Roofing - Install a metal roof atop theimaouse and an ancillary building.

BUILDING HISTORY

This center hall house features a full-length ggléend recessed side wing. The 1884 corner lotldwel
was the first residence constructed on this blbockated caddy-corner to Washington Square, the
Italianate styled dwelling adopts a traditional f3Tiast plan.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Section 9 of the Preservation Ordinance statesBthaad shall not approve any application
proposing a Material Change in Appearance unldssdis the change...will not materially impair the
architectural or historic value of the buildingethbuildings on adjacent sites or in the immediatity,
or the general visual character of the district...”

STAFF REPORT

A. This property last appeared before the ArchitedtReview Board on October 16, 1990. At that
time, the Board approved the construction of a $tavy garage. This application calls for
installation of metal roofing on the house andgheage.

B. The Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s HistoDistricts state, in pertinent part:

1. “A roof is one of the most dominant featuresdfuilding. Original or historic roof
forms, as well as the original pitch of the roobgll be maintained. Materials should be
appropriate to the form and pitch and color.”

C. Scope of Work:
1. Install a metal roofing system (per submitted pland materials).
a. The rib panel style will be Galvalume (a silverralaum color).
b. The roofing system will feature accompanying flaghi
c. Any rotten roof decking will be replaced when arlgene necessary.

STAFF ANALYSIS

This application involves the installation of a alebof. Metal roofing is among the approved rogfin
materials listed in the Desigh Review GuidelinesMimbile’s Historic Districts. Individual applicaths
are reviewed on a case by case basis.



Metal roofing is a traditional roofing material kobile. As the 19-century progressed, metal roofs were
employed more frequently. Both frame & brick anglidential & commercial buildings featured metal
roofs. Standing seam panels and individual shingl® the most common metal roofing types. 5-V
crimp metal roofing was another alternative.

The Design Review Guidelines state that roofingemals should be appropriate to the form, pitcld an
color of the roof(s). (See B (1) of the Staff Repor

This house does not feature a complicated rootttre. Neither dormers, turrets, nor multiple petijeg
bays need to be addressed. A hipped roof side andgear service wing extend from the hipped roof
body of the center hall house.

The roof pitches are not pronounced.

The proposed roof is aluminum in color. This sidekcolor is the traditional color of metal roofing.

In reviewing previous applications the Board hizswulsed the number and spacing of ridges. Standing
Seam and 5-V crimp have been approved on accouhedéwer number and lower height of dividing
seams. The proposed roofing features more prondusnue closely placed ridges.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Based on previous Board rulings, Staff believegtioposed roofing will impair the architectural ehe

historical character of the building and the dd$trStaff recommends that the applicants consitleere
Mini-Batten or a 5V-Crimp metal roofing. (See pa@es of the submitted materials.)



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
STAFF REPORT

2012-30-CA: 255 Church Street
Applicant: Orin Robinson with Victor Signs for the Quality Inn
Received: 4/16/12

Meeting: 5/2/12
INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION
Historic District: Church Street East
Classification: Non-Contributing
Zoning: B-4
Project: Signage — Remove and install signage.

BUILDING HISTORY
This late 1960s motel complex occupies an enttseldock.
STANDARD OF REVIEW

Section 9 of the Preservation Ordinance statesBthaad shall not approve any application
proposing a Material Change in Appearance unldgsdié the change...will not materially impair the
architectural or historic value of the buildingethuildings on adjacent sites or in the immediatanity,
or the general visual character of the district...”

STAFF REPORT

A. This property last appeared before the ArchitedtReview Board on February 17, 2010. At that
time the Board approved the replacement of two mmaamnt signs and one wall sign. This
application calls for the replacement of the praslg approved signage.

B. The Sign Design Guidelines for Mobile’s Histobstricts and Government Street state, in
pertinent part:

1. “Signs shall not be mounted or erected so tleyal obscure the architectural features or
openings of a building.

2. “No sign or portion of a sign shall above thenice line at the top of the building face.”

3. “The overall design of all signage including theunting framework shall relate to the
design of the principal building on the propertyilBings with a recognizable style such
as Greek Revival, Italianate, Victorian, Queen Arveo-classic, Craftsman, et. Al.,
should sue signage of the same design. This cdomethrough the use of similar
decorative features such as columns or brackets.”

3. “For buildings without a recognizable style, gign shall adopt the decorative features of
the building, utilizing the same materials and c®lb

4, “The size of the sign shall be in proportiorttte building and neighboring structures and
signs.”

5. “The total maximum allowable signage area fosigins is one and one half square feet

per linear foot of the principal building, not teceed 64 square feet. A multi-tenant
building is also limited to a maximum of 64 squéget.”

6. “The total allowable square footage for the Big@rea of a monument sign is (50) fifty
square feet.”



7. “The structural materials of the sign should mdtahhistoric materials of the building.
Wood, metal, stucco, stone or brick, is allowethstc, vinyl or similar materials are
prohibited. Neon, resin to give the appearanceanfd, and fabric may be used as
appropriate.”

8. “Internally lit signs are prohibited.”

9. “Lighted signs shall use focused, low intensityiitlination. Such lighting shall not shine
into or create glare at pedestrian or vehiculdfi¢tanor shall it shine into adjacent areas.
Light fixtures mounted on the ground shall be seeeeby landscaping.”

C. Scope of Work:
1. Remove the South Elevation’s wall sign.
2. Install new wall sign.
a. The two part sign will be comprised of a portiors@nage bearing the name the
franchise and a second portion of signage featuhiadogo of the franchise.
b. The logo will measure 1’ 8” in height and 2’ 1"width.
c. The two courses of lettering will 2’ 1” in height & 7/16” in width and -
respectively.
3. Remove the monument sign located at the northeasercof the property (southwest
intersection of South Joachim and Church Streets.
4. Install a new monument sign.
a. The sign will rest atop an existing brick base.
a. The sign will measure 5’ 3" in height and 4’ 9"width.
b. The single-faced sign will be made of metal.
5. Remove the monument sign located at the northveesec of the property (southeast
intersection of South Jackson and Church Streets).
6. Install a new monument sign.
a. The sign will measure 5’ 3” in height and 4’ 9"wndth.
b. The double-faced sign will be made of metal.

STAFF ANALYSIS

This application involves the installation of sigeaA new franchise has acquired the property and
proposes the replacement of existing signage wgthage advertising the new chain. When reviewing
signage applications, the size, location, materi@fsting, and design of the proposed signagaksrt
into account.

The Sign Design Guidelines for Mobile’s Historicsiicts and Government Street allow up to sixtyrfou
square feet of signage for a given property. Sigreageeding the sixty-four square foot allotment
requires a variance. (See B (5) of the Staff R¢@dris property has a variance allowing up to 168.5
square feet of signage. The total square footagieegbroposed signage does not exceed the amount
allowed by the variance. Additionally, the sizetloé signage is proportionally appropriate to thiding,
property, and immediate context. (See B (4) ofStadf Report.)

In accord with the Sign Design Guidelines, the pegul signage neither obscures the building’s
architectural features nor extends beyond the cefinie. (See B (1-2) of the Staff Report.)

Metal is an approved signage material (See B (Aetaff Report.)



The proposed monument signs will rely upon groawetll spotlights. The wall sign will employ reverse
channel LED illumination. Both lighting options digted as appropriate for use in Mobile’s Historic
Districts. (See B (8-9) of the Staff Report.)

The sign designs are appropriate for use in thterdgsdistricts.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Based on B (1-7), Staff does not believe this apilbn will impair the architectural or the histai
character of the historic district. Staff recomm&ag@proval of this application.

10



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
STAFF REPORT

2012-31-CA: 1551 Old Shell Road (Catherine Streetption thereof)

Applicant: Dawn Crow with Brown Chambless Architects
Received: 4/16/12
Meeting: 5/2/12

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION

Historic District: Old Dauphin Way

Classification: Non-Contributing

Zoning: B-1

Project: Signage and Landscaping — Install sigragelandscaping.

BUILDING HISTORY

This proposal involves a vacant lot that was wuetiently part of non-contributing site whose nomthe
portion still features a non-contributing commelrsiaucture.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Section 9 of the Preservation Ordinance statesBtiaad shall not approve any application
proposing a Material Change in Appearance unldssdis the change...will not materially impair the
architectural or historic value of the buildingethuildings on adjacent sites or in the immediatanity,
or the general visual character of the district...”

STAFF REPORT
A. This property last appeared before the ArchitedtReview Board on February 1, 2012. At that
time the Board approved the construction a new caddiffice building on the currently vacant

lot. The applicant’s representatives return toBbard with an application calling for installation

of sighage and landscaping.

B. The Sign Design Guidelines for Mobile’s HistoBistricts and Government Street and the Design

Review Guidelines for Mobile’s Historic Districtase, in pertinent part:

1. “Signs shall not be mounted or erected so tleyal obscure the architectural features or
openings of a building.

2. “No sign or portion of a sign shall above thenaee line at the top of the building face.”

3. “The overall design of all signage including theunting framework shall relate to the
design of the principal building on the propertyilBings with a recognizable style such
as Greek Revival, Italianate, Victorian, Queen Arvieo-classic, Craftsman, et. Al.,
should sue signage of the same design. This cdomethrough the use of similar
decorative features such as columns or brackets.”

3. “For buildings without a recognizable style, 8ign shall adopt the decorative features of
the building, utilizing the same materials and calb

4, “The size of the sign shall be in proportiorttte building and neighboring structures and
signs.”

5. “The total maximum allowable signage area fosigins is one and one half square feet

per linear foot of the principal building, not teceed 64 square feet. A multi-tenant
building is also limited to a maximum of 64 squwet.”
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6. “The total allowable square footage for dmgplay area of a monument sign is (50) fifty
square feet.”

7. “The structural materials of the sign should mdtahhistoric materials of the building.
Wood, metal, stucco, stone or brick, is allowethstrc, vinyl or similar materials are
prohibited. Neon, resin to give the appearanceanfd, and fabric may be used as
appropriate.”

“Internally lit signs are prohibited.”

“Lighted signs shall use focused, low intensityntlination. Such lighting shall not shine

into or create glare at pedestrian or vehiculdfi¢tanor shall it shine into adjacent areas.

Light fixtures mounted on the ground shall be sgegkeby landscaping.”

10. “Landscaping can often assist in creating an appatgsetting.”

11. “The appearance of parking areas should be minahtzeugh good site planning and
design.”

© x

C. Scope of Work (per submitted site plan):
1. Install signage.
a. The monument sign will be located off Catherinee8tyjust off the sidewalk and roughly
in plane with the South Elevation.
b. The sign structure will measure approximately 4h@ight and 8’ in length (steps in for
the base is wider than the sign face).
A stepped and ramped brick base will support the face.
The double-face sign field will measure 7’ in width
The stuccoed field will feature aluminum letterimgmbering, and a logo.
A capstone will surmount the sign.
Ground level lighting nestled in landscaping wiliminate the sign. Said lighting will
not produce glare that would affect vehicular ailgsdrian traffic.
2. Install landscaping.

a. The approved site plan has been altered to accoatmadditional parking. Parking has
been extended the length of the Southern lot limelandscaping reduced to the side of
the building.

b. See the landscape plan for existing trees thateikkither retained or removed.

c. Sod will be planted within the 10’ wide perimeterffer as well as fronting the building
and within the landscape island fronting the padehere.

d. Trees, shrubbery, and groundcover plantings angoser. See Landscape Detail Sheet
for proposed installations and locations. Plantiwdkssurround the site.

e. Tree plantings will include Live Oaks, Willow Oal3rake EIms, and Crepe Myrtles.
Shrubbery will include Clevera, Shi Shi Camellidg]lie Stevens, Miscanthus, Japanese
Yews, Knockout Roses, Dwarf Hawthornes, and Sametbs.

g. Ground cover plantings will include Agapanthusestt&fly Irises, Varigated Liriope,

Big Blue Liriope, and seasonal plantings.
3. Three backflow preventers will be located off thiding’s North Elevation.

@~"pao

.

STAFF ANALYSIS
This application involves the installation of sigeaand landscaping.

When reviewing signage applications, the size,tlonamaterials, lighting, and design of the pragubs
signage is taken into account.
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The Sign Design Guidelines for Mobile’s Historicsiicts and Government Street allow up to sixtyrfou
square feet of signage for a given property. Sigreageeding the sixty-four square foot allotment
requires a variance. (See B (5) of the Staff R¢@dreé proposed signage does not exceed 64 squre fe
Monument signs are restricted to a maximum of Gegfeet. (See B (6) of the Staff Report.) The
proposed sign measures over 50 square feet inl3ieesize of the signage is proportional to the
approved building, the larger property, and immedéontext. (See B (4) of the Staff Report.)

In accord with the Sign Design Guidelines, the psgul signage obscures neither the building’s
architectural features nor extends beyond the cefinie. (See B (1-2) of the Staff Report.)

Metal is an approved signage material.
The proposed monument sign will rely upon grounglspotlights.
The sign designs are appropriate for use in thterdgsdistricts.

Additionally, the sign has been placed to engadk thee passerby and the building as was suggested a
the February 1, 2012 meeting.

The Design Review Guidelines for Mobile's Histobistricts state that landscaping can often assist i
creating an appropriate setting and that the appearof parking areas should be minimized through
good site planning and design. (See B (10-11) eStaff Report.)

The areas allotted for side and rear parking draegs been altered. While alterations have been foade
improved and increased vehicular use, both thegsénd the proposed landscaping mitigate the imgfact
the changes. Plantings would surround the perinadtidre newly created lot and front the approved
building. These upper, intermediate, and groundllplantings anchor the building within its setting
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval in part and denial it. par

Based on B (6), Staff believes the monument sidghimpair the architectural and historical integraf

the historic district. Staff would recommend apgioef the monument sign if its total square footages

reduced to amount not exceeding 50 square feet.

Based on B (1-5, 7-11), Staff does not believeabpislication will impair the architectural or the
historical character of the building or the didtritaff recommends approval of this application.
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
STAFF REPORT

2012-32-CA: 61 South Conception Street

Applicant: Beverly Terry with Clark, Geer, Latham & Associates for Mrs. Celia Wallace
Received: 4/16/12
Meeting: 5/2/12

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION

Historic District: Church Street East

Classification: Non-Contributing

Zoning: B-4

Project: Redevelopment - Construct a parking lotiastall landscaping.

BUILDING HISTORY

The OIld YMCA formerly occupied this site. The 18@7lding designed by Watkins and Johnson was
demolished in 2003.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Section 9 of the Preservation Ordinance statesBthad shall not approve any application
proposing a Material Change in Appearance unldssdis the change...will not materially impair the
architectural or historic value of the buildingethbuildings on adjacent sites or in the immediatity,
or the general visual character of the district...”

STAFF REPORT

A. According to Staff Files, this property has neappeared before the Architectural Review Board.
B. The Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s HistoDistricts and the Sign Design Guidelines for

Mobile’s Historic Districts and Government Stregdts, in pertinent part:

1. “Modern paving materials are acceptable in tls®hc districts. However, it is important
that the design, location and materials be comieatih the historic districts.”

2. “Landscaping can often assist in creating am@pfate setting. Asphalt is inappropriate
for walkways. Gravel and shell are preferred paviraierials, however a variance from
the Board of Zoning Adjustment is required for coemamal applications.”

3. “The appearance of parking areas should be rdearthrough good site planning and
design. New materials such as grasspave or gedesgrhich provide a solid parking
surface while still allowing grass to grow givirgetappearance of the continuance of a
front lawn, may be a feasible alternative.”

4, “Parking areas should be screened from viewhbyuse of low masonry walls, wood or
iron fences or landscaping.”
5. Directional signs “require a Certificate of Appriateness but do not count toward the

size requirements...”

C. Scope of Work:
1. Construct a parking lot.
a. The asphalt parking lot will be L-shaped in plan.
b. There will be twenty-nine regular parking spaced @vo handicap parking spaces.

14



c. Two curbcuts will access the parking from Concepfidreet.
d. Install two directional signs.
2. Install landscaping and other improvements.

a. A U-shaped landscaped area will be located atdb#hern lot line along Government
Street. Six Elm trees will be planted in this lacaised buffer. Three Elms will be located
in the southeast corner and three EIms in the s@sghcorner. A 4’ wide concrete
walkway will be centered within the landscape acrea

a. A landscape strip will extend along South Concepftreet (western lot line) between the
two curbcuts. The landscape strip will extend ihi® lot at eastern and western sections to
bracket parking spaces. Single will be plantedhapilanted in these advanced ends.

b. A rectangular landscape station will be locatetheanorthwest corner of the lot. Three
EIm trees will be planted in this landscape station

c. Alandscape strip will extend from the northwestnes planting station and along the
northern lot line. Four Crape Myrtles will be loedtalong the northern lot line.

d. The landscape strip extending along the northerinie will wrap around a portion of the
eastern lot line.

STAFF ANALYSIS

This application involves the redevelopment of eavd lot. A parking lot is proposed for the sitbeT
Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s Historic Dists state that appearance of parking areas sheuld
minimized by way of good site planning and deslgmdscaping can assist in providing an appropriate
setting. (See B (2-3) of the Staff Report.)

The proposed parking lot would occupy the majaoityhe L-shaped lot. Landscaping, in the form of
overstory and understory plantings, would be pldaleng southern (Government Street), western
(Conception Street), and northern (inner lot) siofethe lot. Staff recommends the use of ground
plantings as a means of further obscuring the pgrkit and softening its impact on the surroundings

In addition to landscaping, the Design Review Glinds require that the lot be obscured by low walls
fencing. (See B (4) of the Staff Report.) Staffaenends the use of four foot iron fence to enctbse

lot. Instead of a single point of ingress and egrdee plan calls for separate drives for inconangd
outgoing traffic; thereby avoiding a large, distuptcurbcut. The two drives are located along the
western side of the lot, off of Conception Str&aff recommends that the applicant place a padestr
entrance and walk between the two drives and tigathiree parking spaces located between said drives
be converted to landscaping.

Two directional signs are proposed. Directionahame is not counted toward a property’s total signa
allotment. (See B (5) of the Staff Report.) Theadiional signs are small in size and low in height.

CLARIFICATIONS

1. What are the inner and out widths of the proposedauts?
2. Will street lamps be located in the Conception &tright of way be relocated?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Based B (2 & 4), Staff believes that this applicatas proposed impairs the architectural and hestior
integrity of the surrounding historic district. Riémg the clarifications listed above, the employtraa
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pedestrian entrance and walk, the conversion ektparking spaces into landscaping, and the iastail
of ground level plantings, Staff would recommengrapal.
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
STAFF REPORT

2012-33-CA: 109 Bradford Avenue

Applicant: Murray Thames with Murray Thames Contrac tor for L’Arche
Received: 4/9/12
Meeting: 5/2/12

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION

Historic District: Old Dauphin Way

Classification: Contributing

Zoning: R-1

Project: Replace Windows — Remove unauthorized¢omiorming windows and install

new replacement windows.
BUILDING HISTORY

This two-story, four unit apartment house is onseaferal of similar design found across the Old
Dauphin Way Historic District. Masonry in constnect and four rooms in depth, the symmetrical
building features a facade fronted by tiered poschecessed by French doors. The building is a
representative of a significant number of smallesaaulti-family houses that were constructed asitbe
Southeast and Northeast during the earl{@éntury.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Section 9 of the Preservation Ordinance statesBthaad shall not approve any application
proposing a Material Change in Appearance unldgsdi$ the change...will not materially impair the
architectural or historic value of the buildingetbuildings on adjacent sites or in the immediatity,
or the general visual character of the district...”

STAFF REPORT
A. This property last appeared before the ArchitedtReview Board on September 3, 2011. At that
time, the Board approved the construction of neav pprches and the installation of replacement
windows. The approved replacement windows were ialum clad casements with light
configurations that matched the originals. Theinegwindows were removed in October of

2008 without the issuance of a Certificate of Agpiateness or a Building Permit. The new

owner applicants propose the alternative replacemigrows. The proposed windows would

feature the same light pattern as the originalswaould more substantially framed and double

paned than those approved on August 3, 2011.

B. The Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s HistaDistricts state, in pertinent part:

1. “The type, size and dividing lights of windowsdatheir location and configuration
(rhythm) on a building help establish the histat@racter of a building. Original
windows should be retained as well as window sashdglazing.”

2. “Where windows cannot be repaired, new windowstrbbe compatible to the existing.
The size and placement of new windows for additenms alterations should be
compatible with general character of the building.”
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C. Scope of Work (per submitted drawings):
1. Remove unauthorized, non-conforming windows viniidows.
2. Install new replacement windows.
a. The double-paned units will be aluminum clad instamction.
b. The windows will be situated within wooden casiagsl filler strips (if needed).

STAFF ANALYSIS

This application involves the replacement of noriconing windows. The Design Review Guidelines for
Mobile’s Historic Districts state that original vdow openings should be retained as well as original
window sashes and glazing. (See B (1) of the Raffort.)

This building originally featured metal casemenndows. The windows were removed without the
issuance of Certificate of Appropriateness or thking of a building permit. On November 11, 20@&
Board ruled that the unauthorized vinyl replacenvintdiows should be removed and that the metal
casement windows be installed. The property sulsgtyuchanged hands. In a compromise, the Board
approved modified replacement windows on Augu&03,1. The approved vinyl clad wooden windows
were designed to replicate the light configuratiéhe original metal casement windows. While the
proposed windows feature the same design as tippseveed replacement windows, they differ in terms
of their construction and installation. The windawysfor review are double-paned in construction and
would be more substantially framed in their instiadin.

With regard to double-paned construction, the Ainde do not disallow their use. The Board has
approved only one case of insulated windows irstohit building. On May 4, 2011, the Board approved
the replacement of deteriorated single-paned wisdoaated within the sanctuary of the Old Dauphin
Way Methodist Church, 1507 Dauphin Street. Thateygd came about at the second of two protracted
meetings during which the pros and cons of windeplacements were discussed. In two instances the
Board has approved the replacement of single pairatbws with double paned windows. On November
5, 2008, the Board approved the installation ofideywaned windows at 1601 Dauphin Street and on
March 3, 2004 windows double paned windows wereamgal for installation at 1217 Government
Street.

As per casings and framing, the Design Review Guieg state that the size and placement of windows
should be compatible with the general charactéh@building. (See B (2) of the Staff Report.) The
proposed windows would be secured within their eeipe bays by way of more substantial frames and
additional fillers. On March 4, 2009, the Board agyed the doors and windows installed at 22 South
Conception Street. This application reappearedrbéfe Board as result of a 311 call. The windosvs a
installed were more substantially framed than thgirtals. The Board approved the windows as instiall
on account of the imprecise nature of the origiflvalvings.

Summary: The original windows were removed with8RB approval or a building permit.
The Board denied the new windows that were installe
The property changed hands.
The Board approved vinyl windows that matched thgirmals in all but material.
Owners now seek to install windows that are toolksfoathe opening.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Based on B (1-2), and previous Board rulings & fSRfcommendations, Staff believes this application
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impairs the architectural and the historical chimaof the building and the district. Staff does no
recommend approval of this application.

19



