April 4, 2023
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 5:30 PM
Regular Meeting Agenda 6738 Dixon Street

Milton, FL 32570

1. Call Meeting to Order
2. Review and Approval of Agenda
3. Approval of Minutes

Item # 2023-1383
Approval of Minutes from March 16, meeting

4. Citizens to Appear Before the Board
5. New Business

Item # 2023-1413
Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness for 5115 Pike St.

Item # 2023-1414
Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness for 6825 Oak St.

6. Old Business

ltem # 2023-1415
Meeting Date Discussion

ltem # 2023-1416
Design Phase of Hwy 90/Caroline St. Update

Item # 2023-1417
Berryhill School Historic Marker Discussion

Item # 2023-1418
Historical Marker Program

Item # 2023-1419
Local Historic Resource/District Discussion

Item # 2023-1420
Fisher Hamilton Bldg./Courthouse Discussion

7. Planning Department Update
8. Adjournment

Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special accommodations to participate in this meeting is asked to advise the
City at least 48 hours before the meeting by contacting City Hall, 6738 Dixon Street, Milton, or by calling 983-5410.

“If any 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.” FS 286.0105
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Agenda Item # 2023-1383
Approval of Minutes from March 16, meeting

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS
1. March 16, 2023 HPB Minutes
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD March 16, 2023
The Historic Preservation Board met on Thursday, March 16, 2023, at
5:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers at City Hall.

MEMBERS PRESENT: John Ellis
Cassandra Sharp
Carol Johnstone
Theresa Messick
Tom Powers

Tim Milstead, Planning Director
Jacob Hullett, Current Planner

OTHERS PRESENT: Councilwoman Roxanne Meiss, Councilwoman Marilynn
Farrow, David Farrow, Christie Culpepper, Sherry
Chapman, Matthew Dollhausen, Ken Garner, David Farrow,
Mitchell Reed, Jackie Fields, and Mayor Heather Lindsay

The meeting was called to order at 5:32 p.m. Tom Powers introduced himself and was
welcomed by the board. Cassandra Sharp made a motion to approve the agenda as
amended, seconded by Carol Johnstone; approved unanimously. Cassandra Sharp
made a motion to approve the January 12, and February 9, 2023, minutes; approved
unanimously.

NEW BUSINESS:

Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness for 6825 Oak Street — Jacob
Hullett presented the board what is being proposed. The applicant proposes to
renovate a historic residence by altering the windows, which will modify the exterior of
the building. John Ellis made a motion to table the Consideration of Certificate of
Appropriateness for 6825 Oak Street, seconded by Carol Johnstone; approved
unanimously.

Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness for 6849 Oak Street — Jacob
Hullett presented the board with what is being proposed. Matthew Dollhausen, Priest
of St. Mary’s Episcopal Church, introduced himself and represented the Certificate of
Appropriateness to replace a 3 ft. rotten wooden fence with a 3 ft. rod iron fence.
Cassandra Sharp made a motion to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness for
6849 Oak Street, seconded by Theresa Messick; approved unanimously.

Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness for 5110 Pike Street — Tom
Powers presented the board what is being proposed. Cassandra Sharp made a motion
to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness for 5110 Pike Street, seconded by Carol
Johnstone; approved 4-0. Tom Powers abstained from voting.
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Historic Excellence Sign - Tim Milstead explained that the sign has been located at
5226 Elmira Street for a 2-month period and wanted to bring this back to the board to
nominate a new location for this sign. The board discussed some new locations for the
sign to be placed for recognition of historic preservation. The board decided to
recognize a commercial and a residential property for a 2-month period. Cassandra
Sharp made a motion to nominate 6812 Oak Street and The Train Depot, seconded by
Theresa Messick; approved unanimously. The board discussed the Looking Good
Award.

Residential Facade Improvement Program Discussion — Tim Milstead updated the
board on the Residential Facade Improvement Program.

OLD BUSINESS:

Meeting Date Discussion — The board discussed some meeting dates the 15t Tuesday,
2rd Thursday, or possibly the 4t Thursday starting in May. The board will table this
discussion until the next meeting, which will be Tuesday, April 4, 2023, at 5:30 p.m.

Design Phase of Hwy 90/Caroline St. Update — Tim Milstead informed the board on
Saturday, April 15, 2023, 8:00-11:00 a.m. there will be an outreach meeting for the
Community Redevelopment Agency, Milton Planning Board, Community Improvement
Board, and the Historic Preservation Board to discuss important talking points for the
design phase of Highway 90. The public will be allowed to attend and view the events
that will be taking place, but the city will be holding a separate public outreach
meeting that will follow at a later date. The board discussed some key aspects of the
design phase of Hwy 90 and decided to continue this discussion at the next meeting.

Fisher Hamilton Bldg. Marker/Courthouse Discussion — Cassandra Sharp provided
information to the board on the Courthouse Plan and to discuss the preservation of
the Fisher Hamilton Bldg. and the Courthouse. Tim Milstead explained both buildings
are owned by Santa Rosa County and conversation between the City and the County is
continuing, and any future decisions will be made by the County. Mr. Milstead
explained that Santa Rosa County filled out a demolition permit for the modules that
are behind the Courthouse. There was discussion on possible renovations of the
Courthouse. Randy Jorgenson, City Manager, explained that Santa Rosa County’s
focus was building a new courthouse, but now is the removal of the modules located
at the courthouse, and explained the Courthouse discussion and service at Oak Street
is ongoing. Sherry Chapman, Milton, explained that the Courthouse will be put up for
sale and the Fisher Hamilton Building will not be sold. Tim Milstead informed the
board that the Fisher Hamilton Building Marker will be returned to the Santa Rosa
Historical Society if Santa Rosa County doesn’t want to accept this marker.
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Berryhill School Historical Marker Discussion - Tim Milstead had no updates on
the future development of this property and provided a handout of the history of this
building. The board is going to think about verbiage for a historical marker and bring
this back.

Historical Marker Program - Tim Milstead provided a sample of a historical maker,
and the board discussed some language and designs and decided to continue this
discussion at the next meeting.

Local Historic Resource/District Discussion - Tim Milstead explained this is an
ongoing discussion and nothing has changed since the last meeting. The board had
some opinions about the language, concerns about what constitutes a district, and
ability to opt in or out of the district. The board discussed that this is an equal
opportunity for designation. Mr. Milstead asked the board to review sections 11.5 and
11.4 for incentives for potential language changes that might help put additional
emphasis on these incentives. Christie Culpepper, Milton, wanted to know how many
people want to designate their home and indicated she is against this. David Farrow,
Milton, wanted to have a copy of this information and was informed that this
information is provided on the city website. The board members decided to continue
review of this section and table this.

Planning Department Update:

Tim Milstead indicated that staff has no updates. Mayor Heather Lindsay wanted the
board to know that Mr. McGuire sent his regrets that he is not going to be in
attendance because he is being given an award at his church, and that he is
concerned with the new meeting dates.

There was no further business to discuss, and the meeting was adjourned at 8:12 PM.
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Agenda Item # 2023-1413
Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness
for 5115 Pike St.

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS
1. COA for 5115 Pike St
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City ogyllton
Application to: Historic Preservation Board
[] Downtown Advisory Board

T P . ~
Name of Applicant: !e»{;f,‘“ A \df/m \’\‘(/5’\\! Phone#(@(fm%f)‘sﬂ 5
Address of Property: 51\ 9 oy e 4\} N Maréel# Lot \_\ Rl fK ‘ﬂif

Type of Structure [ Commercial D Resndentlal Square Footage of Structure
If a business, what is the nature: [0 NewBusiness [] Existing Business
If existing business, how long has it been in operation? ____Years, Number of Employees
Contractor _. Phone# City License #

U New Construction 0 Repairs/Alterations U Demolition

O Garage/Parking Area a/F énce ‘ O Landscaping

[ Roof ™ Other (specify) P\eaﬁﬁ See M()(

What type of exterior renovations are proposed? ﬁ’zk\./t(\[/\ O\\ OY\d ch/\’. ()‘F D\{WW H

What type of proposed material to be used? RQO\\A\O\Y‘ oY TN \}EV\\,{\ A A/‘é&\ Vi
NnlC FH et Tl
Exterior Color Scheme U New Used Materials

If a business, is adequate off-street parking available? [ Yes[J No [J Public Parking

O Private Parking
Are you willing to make other improvements the board (s) may feel necessary in order to comply with
the City of Milton’s Land Development Regulations? [] Yes[] No Explain

o) N (Y REIETNEE

Slgnalure of Applzcbmf ' L) Date

Note: After approval, any modifications to development activity will require a separate approval.

00 HPB 0 Approved [ Denied
Signature of Approval Date

[] DRAB [] Approved [] Denied

Signature of Approval Date

C:\My Files\HPB.DRAB, frm \REVISED APRIL 2001

Page 7 of 33



T oam &é\\(ﬁfﬁ‘ﬁ\tﬂ {;\ﬁajf) o Nav i ance S She
Cap )gﬁom% preser Vot hon Racrd Aok
0 o ey 13,202, In direct consv Jexhion
Wik e fencing candracter | o wenden
WQ/V\OG ‘&\QV\L’) \V/\f, \pa(/(c ‘Gf %f f\’vyév’\\"/j
|5 W’x@\\/ p&‘ﬁcﬂ\/(lfw X Lleharvy P
JMQ ~OFwce O*F \-S’()\\ﬁ/ \fv@\\)\/ \&(UV(SQ%V)‘@
peseny ol Hhe Sybskontia( a |
evpenive ApKep Had Wil e Cquirf
v S fu A, The, cowvacter eshmaks
a Sb N2 meimum \\“‘é"'\w, Tor &
wwoadon fince where o oy Jink Y
AAN o aveen \/WWH e\ berdl in
Wl Wi She cmreny \andScape aed
lasy 85-29 years . T au Juecfore
Kﬂvﬁﬁkﬂhﬁ p )@Se RN € CanSiofesm Hon
£ Hhe Treadertals ovpproved 7 e
back. \OWWA«,J \@mavxﬁ )“570 e [wede
chain hﬂK @Tm\/ Qv Qicb\c’m \/i"V\v} J

' A (A K \]VV Page 8 of 33



T 'MAS E. NICHOLS, P.L.S.
~ Pregident

Consulting » Land Planning

: < ] Land Surveyl Civil Engiluceri
Sumyor- l‘:nglnctn.. - (850) 994-4 82 " nrveying * v gl g
& Land Flanaers ] FAX 994 4882 ______ ~ Wetland Surveylng « Environmcntal Pcmmu:
j' me DATE ' 6/2/04 _TYPE SURV’EY. Land Boundary &__Improvements o SURVEYNO
;-'-'NGTE MET BE S UBIECT —TO Sheet 1 of 2
BUILDING SETRACK REQUIRE- .

MENTS AS ESTABILISHED :

BY TTHE oANTA ROSACOUNTT ;

LAND UEVELOPVMENT CODE. NOTETTHE SURVEY SHOWN
WAS BASED ON EXISTING
FIELDZ MONUMENTF TION.

-{__. ‘4

\ A LOTZ
TN B\,}{_RNS. Q= NA—-‘I—"E! OR"E F ‘lOO QO'P+F2 I
o % Nenene 3

OFESET CORNER . @i
DUE TO 0 ONCRETE

| %
i Al E ;/;/,\ 5@@ \!
5 e - g B e
4 M i i
lé MU ) 6.2\%@
: {ou
. ; i .
071" =4 Yo w1 2L 55 p,Ke I
- | £ 3%
/ H - @ T i Rt e ———— LIy
L e ] 944750 4TW 10004 O e & =
3 3 100.00" (P} 3 v 0
g o : i
N ,
Bl
U
8%
o : §§ L swir RiW
s PROFESS&ONHLLP:ND SURVESOR S CORNER

RIW. ...RIGHT OF W‘ﬂ‘*r’

NOIE: | THIS PLAT IS THE EXCLUSIVE PROPERTY OF BENCHMARK SURVEYING AND ENGINEERING, INC. TIIS
SURVEY IS INTENDED 70 BE USED ONLY FOR THE ORIGINAL PROJECT TT WAS ORDERED FOR. NO |
REPRODUCI‘I(NS, IN WHOLE OR IN PART, MAY BE HADE WITHOU’I‘ TE EQ’RESSED WRI‘ITEN PERMISE SION.

-'ADMINISTRATION FLOOD
__, AND I'T/IS MY OPINION
"‘ts ef TE}O Vear ané L

1 1. Notille scarch ol' Public Records have been performed by this firm Lo debcrmme Sl
] il any dofocts and/or Rmbiguitics or easements cxisls. : -.-
Meam;e;nenu made Lo U.S. Standards.

SJRVEYG{'S CEZTIFICA'III

1 4, 'Ihe-aemzraayﬁf measumments performed meets suburban SR
: Ilnd atandards, '

T hereby cortify that the survey shawn herem is true

| s axﬂcor:cecttothe best of my ksmledgeandbelieﬁ
6 ‘The dimensiom of tha bmldmgu shown hercon do not e é&vé'ovcfh’apg::
| or the footings thercof. N, i v T
scALe: 1=30" FIBLD WORK; .. TEN/RCY /RR . Thomas E. Nichols, P.L.S.  FL#4657
{ mpy 4137401 DRAWNBY: JDH/VID .. . qune 4, 2004
3/60 -0UNG as SHOWN  Hemon Liooe S o po e %‘iiglﬁfm Srn
’P.AGE:___, e ENCROACHMEWE’S IHEKEUNTIONAD, PUMOSES ONLY A1 l\x'n VALID. o

Page 9 of 33




Agenda Item # 2023-1414
Consideration of Certificate of Appropriateness

for 6825 Oak St.

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS
1. COA for 6825 Oak Street
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Application to: &éstoric Preservation Board
] Downtown Advisory Board

Name of Applicant: WW ¥ A“@[\ " Phone# 300 24 ‘510
Address of Property:%% W . Parcel#

Type of Structure D/Commercial D/Residential Square Footage of Structure @Qﬂﬁ’

If a business, what is the nature: Qmuﬁ"‘(/ C/ New Business [] Existing Business

If existing business, how long has it been in operation? Years, Number of Employees ______

Contractor ee("P Phone# City License #
U New Construction ' w\‘Repairs/Alterations 0 Demolition
u Garage/Parking Area U Fence d Landscaping
[} Painting O Sign 0 Roof

O Other (specify) -

b
What type of exterior renovations are proposed? Windods

What type of proposed material to be used? i dlﬁl&\’q C@*‘M gl‘,N\(LV\-’hfb)

Exterior Color Scheme a New U Used Materials

If a business, is adequate off-street parking available? O vesO No O Public Parking
O Private Parking

Are you willing to make other improvements the board (s) may feel necessary in order to comply with
the City of Milton’s Land Development Regulations? [J Yes( No  Explain

M/ " &/(0 (;o%

Signature of Applicant Date

Note: After approval, any modifications to development activity will require a separate approval,

[l HPB O Approved U Denied

Signature of Approval Date
[0 DRAB [ Approved [J Denied

Signature of Approval Date
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Agenda Item # 2023-1415
Meeting Date Discussion

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY

April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS

None
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Agenda Item # 2023-1416

Design Phase of Hwy 90/Caroline St. Update

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS

1. ConsorConcept
2. Hanson FTP
3. fdot-completestreets-brochure
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WHAT IS THE ROLE OF LOCAL PARTNERS?

A network of Complete Streets cannot be built entirely within
the state roadway system and solely within FDOT’s right of
way. Transportation system and development pattern (such as
land use, development density and intensity, building design,
and site layout) are inextricably linked, and both have an effect
on travel choices and mobility. A robust, connected roadway
network provides options for the movement of people and
goods and is the foundation for safe and comfortable travel for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.

CONTEXT-SENSITIVE SYSTEM
OF COMPLETE STREETS

Local governments and metropolitan planning organizations
(MPOs) areresponsible forland use and transportation planning
to create supportive infrastructure and development patterns
that match community goals and visions. Comprehensive
plans, subarea plans, and land development regulations are
some of the documents that will be reviewed to determine
future visions and other land use-related items in evaluating
context classification.

FDOT will apply criteria and standards based on the context
classification. There is no separate FDOT funding category
or FDOT funding source specifically for Complete Streets.
Projects that require modifications to comply with criteria
associated with the context classification will be funded through
the funding programs currently available to Federal, State, ‘
and local roadways, as appropriate. The existing MPO funding

process will remain the same. If local governments or other
partners would like to include features that go beyond what is
required by FDOT design criteria, such as decorative lighting
or landscaping, patterned pavements, or street furniture and
wayfinding, local communities must coordinate with FDOT to
align local resources and projects with the FDOT project.

= /\ A\
Bicycle Network

Sidewalk Exclusive Bicycle Facility

Shared Lanes

[ ] 4

E m Shared Use Path/Tralil
e Transit Corridor

a - Regional Freight Route

FDOT)

Fms

STREETS

——

WHEN WILL COMPLETE STREETS
BE IMPLEMENTED?

The determination of a roadway’s context classifi cation is required in
order to utilize the criteria in the FDOT Design Manual (FDM.) The
context-based criteria in the FDM will be required on projects that
have not begun design by January 1, 2018, and may be applied tg
active design projects at the discretion of the district. For
PD&E projects, implementation of context classification
and the FDM is required for projects that have the
Public Hearing scheduled in April 2018 or later.
The 2017 Plans Preparation Manual (PPM) will
apply through the completion of the PD&E studies for
projects that have the Public Hearing scheduled prior to
April 2018. Criteria contained in the FDM may also be
applied earlier at the discretion of the district.

WHERE CAN | FIND
MORE RESOURCES?

DeWayne Carver, AICP

State Complete Streets Program Manager
(850) 414 4322
dewayne.carver@dot.state.fl .us

Revised 3/29/2018

FLORIDA’S

Putting the
right street in
the right place.

WHAT IS FDOT'S APPROACH
TO COMPLETE STREETS?

In September 2014, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) adopted the

Statewide Complete Streets Policy (Topic No. 000-625-017-a). Complete Streets serve the
transportation needs of transportation system users of all ages and abilities, including pedestrians,
bicyclists, transit riders motorists, and freight handlers. A transportation system based on
Complete Streets principles can help to promote safety, quality of life, and economic development.

Safety: Safety for all users is
FDOT'’s top priority. Roadways

with context-appropriate speeds
can result in reduced fatalities and
serious injuries. The Complete
Streets approach considers the
mobility, convenience, accessibility,
and safety of all road users, and
places an emphasis on the most
vulnerable users of a given roadway.

Quality of Life: A Complete
Streets approach helps to align A Complete Streets approach
transportation decisions with land connects communities and supports
use, resulting in quality places where  Florida’s existing economic centers,
transportation investments supporta  employment centers, and visitor
community’s quality of life. destinations by striving to provide
the highest level of multimodal
infrastructure in these core areas.

Economic Development:

Implementing Complete Streets is an FDOT department-wide priority. The Complete Streets approach builds on
flexibility and innovation in roadway planning and design to put the right street in the right place.

WHAT IS FDOT CONTEXT CLASSIFICATION?

Complete Streets are context sensitive, and the approach
provides transportation system design that considers local land
development patterns. Roadways will be planned and designed
to support the safety, comfort, and mobility of all users based
on the unique context of each roadway. The FDOT context
classification system broadly identifies the various built
environments existing in Florida. The context classification of
a roadway will inform FDOT’s planning, Project Development @)
and Environment (PD&E), design, construction, and
maintenance approaches to ensure that state roadways are
supportive of safe and comfortable travel for their anticipated (3) Secondary Measures, which look at existing and allowed
users. ldentifying the context classification is a preliminary step development intensity

in planning and design, as different context classifications will

have different design criteria.

The Context Classification document presents and explains
the Context Classification Matrix, which outlines the measures
used to determine context classification. These include:

() Distinguishing Characteristics, which give a broad
description of the land use types and street patterns found
within each context classification

Primary Measures, which measure the roadway
connectivity and building use and form

Page 23 of 33



FDOT CONTEXT CLASSIFICATIONS

Ci1-Natural C2-Rural C2T-Rural Town C3R-Suburban C3C-Suburban C4-Urban General C5-Urban Center C6-Urban Core

Lands preserved in a natural Sparsely settled lands; may Small concentrations of Residential Commercial Mix of uses set within small blocks Mix of uses set within Areas with the highest densities
or wilderness condition, include agricultural land, developed areas immediately Mostly residential uses Mostly non-residential uses with with a well-connected roadway small blocks with a and building heights, and within
including lands unsuitable grassland, woodland, and surrounded by rural and within large blocks and a large building footprints and large network. May extend long well-connected roadway FDOT classified Large Urbanized
for settlement due to natural wetlands. natural areas; includes many disconnected or sparse parking lots within large blocks distances. The roadway network network. Typically Areas (population >1,000,000).
conditions. historic towns. roadway network. and a disconnected or sparse usually connects to residential concentrated around a few Many are regional centers and
roadway network. neighborhoods immediately along blocks and identified as destinations. Buildings have
the corridor or behind the uses part of a civic or economic mixed uses, are built up to the
fronting the roadway. center of a community, roadway, and are within a well-
town, or city. connected roadway network.

WHAT IS THE FDOT PROCESS FOR IMPLEMENTING
CONTEXT CLASSIFICATION AND TRANSPORTATION CHARACTERISTICS CONTEXT CLASSIFICATION?

Complete Streets are not a specific type of project, but rather are an approach to ensuring that projects are based on their contexts. This
means that a Complete Streets approach will be implemented consistently for all non-limited access projects — from capital projects
qualifying for Efficient Transportation Decision Making process (ETDM) screening to Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation

Roadway Users (RRR), traffic operations, and safety projects.

FDOT will develop a database of context classification for all state roadways. Initially, districts will evaluate and map context

Regional and Local classification as projects occur, while working to complete a statewide database of context classification. The context

Travel Demand

classification evaluations completed for the statewide database will utilize available data and information on existing built
conditions. As FDOT projects are conducted, these initial evaluations will be updated or confirmed based on current data, as
well as future conditions.

Challenges and
Opportunities of Each
Roadway User

Transportation Characteristics

The context classification of a roadway, together with its transportation characteristics, will provide information about who the users are along the
roadway, the regional and local travel demand of the roadway, and the challenges and opportunities of each roadway user.




Agenda ltem # 2023-1417
Berryhill School Historic Marker Discussion

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY

April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS

None
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Agenda Item # 2023-1418
Historical Marker Program

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY

April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS

None
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Agenda Item # 2023-1419
Local Historic Resource/District Discussion

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS

1. Local Historic Resource-District Discussion
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11.5 HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE PROTECTION — (Conceptual only. Below
language needs Legal Review and is under review by the Historic Preservation

Board)

A. Intent. Itis the intent of this section to provide for the protection of historical archaeologically significant
local resources within the city's jurisdiction, independent of the Milton Historic District._Itis hereby declared

that the protection, enhancement and preservation of properties, structures, artifacts, documents
memorabilia, and other physical assets of historical, archaeological, architectural, and/or cultural significance
are in the interest of the public health, safety and general welfare of the residents of and visitors to the city.

Therefore, this division is intended to:

(1) Effect and accomplish the protection, enhancement, and preservation and study of archaeological sites,

roperties, structures, improvements, landscape features, artifacts, and other physical assets located within
the city which represent distinctive elements of the town's prehistoric, historic, architectural, and/or social
character;

2) Safeguard the city's history, heritage, and unique attributes:

(3) Foster civic pride and respect for the accomplishments of the past: and

(4) Protect and enhance the city's attraction of visitors and support and stimulate the economy from
increased tourism.

B. _ Local Historic resource designation procedures.

(8] _Purpose and intent. This section provides mechanisms to promote historic preservation in the city by
the designation of local historic sites and districts, and by the regulation of construction and demolition
at local historic sites and within local historic districts independent from the Milton Historic District.

(b) Criteria.
(1) To qualify as a designated local historic site or historic district, properties, individual properties,

structures, sites and buildings, or groups of properties, structures, sites and buildings, the proposed site

or district shall meet one or more of the following criteria:

a. Is associated in a significant way with the life or activities of a major person important in
Milton, Santa Rosa County, Florida or national history;

b. Is associated with an historic event with significant effect upon the city, county, state or

nation;

¢. Is associated in a significant way with a major historic event whether cultural, economic,
military or political;

d. Exemplifies the historic, political, cultural or economic trends of the community history;

e. Is associated in a significant way with a past or continuing institution which has contributed to
the life of the city;

f. Portrays the environment in an era of history characterized by one or more distinctive

architectural styles;

g._Embodies those distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style, period or method of
construction;

h. Is an historic or outstanding work of a prominent architect, designer, landscape architect, or
builder; or
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i. Contains elements of design, detail, material, or craftmanship of outstanding quality or which
represents, in its time, a significant innovation or adaptation to the Northwest Florida
environment.

(2) A building, structure, site, or district will be deemed to have historic significance if, in addition to, or in

the place of previously mentioned criteria, the building, structure, site, or district meets
the historic development standards as defined by and listed in the regulations of and criteria for the

National Register of Historic Places.

(3) Properties not generally considered eligible for designation include cemeteries, birthplaces or graves
of historic figures, properties owned by religious institutions or used for religious purposes, structures
that have been moved from their original locations, buildings or sites primarily commemorative in nature,
reconstructed historic buildings, and properties that have achieved significance less than 50 years prior to

the date the property is proposed for designation. However, such properties will qualify if they are
integral parts of districts that do meet the previously described criteria or if they fall within one or more

of the following categories:

a—Aretizh ivi i Chitectural or artistic distinction

of historic importance.
b. A building or structure removed from its location but which is primarily significant for

architectural value, or is the surviving structure most importantly associated with
an historic event or person.

¢. A birthplace or grave of an historic figure of outstanding importance if there is no other
appropriate site or building directly associated with his productive life.

d. A cemetery which derives its primary significance from graves of persons of transcendent
importance, from age, distinctive design features, or from association with historic events.

e. A property primarily commemorative in nature if design, age, tradition or symbolic value have

invested it with its own historic significance.
f_Abuilding, structure, site or district achieving significance less than 50 years from the date it is

proposed for designation if it is of exceptional historic importance.

lication for historic site or historic district designation.

(1) Apoplications for historic or archaeologfcal site or district status for privately-owned property may be

initiated by only the property owner of a site. An incorporated homeowners, condominium or community

status for public property may be initiated by the applicable property owner only.

(2) By resolution of the town council, a fee shall be established and may be amended to cover the city's
actual costs of reviewing and processing applications for historic designation. In addition, an application may
require that funds be deposited in an escrow account to cover fees for consultants which may be hired by
the department when needed to evaluate the eligibility of a property.

(3) Upon receipt of an apolication, the department shall conduct a preliminary evaluation of the application
to determine whether or not the department has sufficient information to process the apolication and shall
send a copy of the application by certified mail to the property owners of record. The department shall make
the determination that an application is sufficient within 15 days working days of receipt of an application. If
the application is not sufficient to process, the department shall specify what additional information is
necessary.

(4) When an application is sufficient, the department shall prepare a designation report for consideration by
the Historic Preservation Board which shall contain the following information:
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a. Proposed legal boundaries of the local historic resource, archaeological site, or historic district:
b._An analysis of the historic or archaeological significance of the nominated property;
¢. For those public buildings which have public access, an analysis of interiors with features of exceptional

architectural, aesthetic, artistic or historic significance;

d. Any proposed specific land development regulations;

&. Any conditions beyond the standards contained in the Unified Development Code or conditions based
on the development standards for historic districts and sites of section 27-2439.

D. Public hearings required for local historic site or district designation.

(1) After the department prepares the designation report, the board shall conduct a public hearing to

evaluate and receive comments regarding the application. For each proposed designation of an individual

site or district, and except as otherwise provided herein, the board is encouraged to obtain the approval of

the owners of properties proposed for designation, by providing information on the benefits of designation.

The owners of properties within a proposed local historic district shall be given an opportunity at the public

hearing to object to the proposed designation.

{2) The department shall, by certified mail at least 15 calendar days prior to the public hearing, mail a copy
of the designation report and a notice of public hearing to the property owners of record as determined by

the most current Santa Rosa County property tax rolls then available. Refusal to accept this notice of public
hearing shall not invalidate the hearing. Notice shall also be provided by publishing a copy thereof on on the

Santa Rosa County website or in a newspaper of general circulation within the city at least ten calendar days
prior to the date of the hearing. All interested parties shall be given an opoortunity to be heard at the public
hearing.

a) In addition, all property owners of record, as determined by the most current Santa Rosa Count
property tax rolls, whose property is nominated as a site or within a proposed district shall be sent
courtesy notice of the public hearing. However, failure to receive such courtesy notice shall not invalidate
the hearing.

3) Upon the mailing of the designation report to the property owners, the city shall cease issuing permits
for any new construction, alteration, relocation or demolition of the property which is the subject of a
proposed designation. No permits shall be issued by the city until after the city council approves or denies
the nomination for historic site or district status, or the application is withdrawn by the person or entity who
has initiated the application.

(4) After the close of the public hearing, but no later than 45 calendar days following the close of the public

hearing, the Historic Preservation Board shall vote at a public hearing and make its recommendation to the
city council on the designation.

(5) The city council shall thereafter hold a public hearing following the same notice requirements set forth in
subsection (d)(2) of this section.

(6) If the board recommends designation of a district, a vote of the property owners shall be taken prior to
the public hearing before the city council. The city shall send by certified mail to each record owner a ballot,
notification of the date the ballot is due back, and a self-addressed, stamped envelope. Each parcel as
identified within the proposed district shall have one vote. The owners of record of each parcel shall have
the right to affirmatively remove their parcel from the proposed district by voting in opposition to the
creation of the district. The marked ballots shall be returned to the town clerk within 30 calendar days from
the date of mailing of the ballots.

Created: 2021-19-13 14:48:20 (&sT]
(Supp. No. 14)

Page 216 of 359

Page 30 of 33



(3a) The board shall modify the proposed district to include only those parcels as identified whose owners
of record have submitted a vote affirming their desire for their parcel to be designated as part of the
proposed district.

(b) After modifying the proposed district boundaries based upon the votes of the parcel owners, the
board may proceed to a public hearing to determine whether to approve the proposed district.

(7) At its public hearing, the city council shall consider the application, all relevant support materials, the
designation report, the recommendations of the Historic Preservation Board and the criteria for designation,
and may, at the conclusion of the hearing, adopt a resolution approving, approving with conditions, or
denying the historic site or district designation. For property not owned by a governmental entity, a
supermajority vote of the city council is required for designation. For single-family homes, the approval of

the property owner is required for designation.

(8) Amendment or rescission. The city may amend or rescind any designation provided it complies with the
same notice and public hearing requirements and other procedures used in approving the original

designation.

E8. Requirement for construction activity. In the event that a proposed development plan has been identified
by the Planning and Development Department to be in the vicinity of an archaeologically significant site, the
department shall require the owner to alert construction personnel in regards to this information. If at any
time, a potentially significant archaeological site or artifact is uncovered during the development process,
the owner shall notify the city. The city shall contact and consult with the University of West Florida, Office of
Cultural and Archaeological Research and/or other appropriate state officials to determine the significance of
the resource and identify the need for mitigation measures.

11.6 TREE PROTECTION

A.  Heritage tree preservation.

(1)  Heritage trees shall be preserved within the city unless removal is mitigated as set forth below. All land
uses shall comply with the requirements of this section. Heritage trees, determined to be dead and/or

diseased to a point beyond recovery or to present a danger to persons or property by a certified
arborist or Florida licensed landscape architect shall be exempted from the following requirements, in
accordance with F.S. § 163.045.

a.  Protective measures during construction activity shall be afforded to heritage trees consistent
with the requirements contained in subsection 11.6(B)(8).

b.  Any application to remove a heritage tree shall specify the location and size of such tree and
detail the reasons necessitating its removal. Such applications shall be reviewed and acted upon
by the Planning and Development Department.

B.  Protected Trees.
(1) Intent. Itis the intent of this section to:
a.  Provide for the preservation of protected trees;

b.  Help preserve the environment's ecological balance;
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Agenda Item # 2023-1420
Fisher Hamilton Bldg./Courthouse Discussion

MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
April 4, 2023

BACKGROUND

SUMMARY

RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS

1. Fisher Hamilton Plaque
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