
 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 

City Hall – 1st Floor Board Room, 510 N. Baker Street, Mount Dora, FL 

June 24, 2026 at 3:00 PM 

   
AGENDA  

I. Call to Order  

II. Roll Call with Determination of Quorum  

III. Approval of Minutes from May 27, 2026  

IV. Public Participation/hearing of non-agenda items  

V. Certificate of Appropriateness  

a. 410 N Tremain Steet – Detached Shed 

i Ex Parte Communication  

ii Swearing in Staff/Applicants  

iii Staff Presentation 

iv Applicant Presentation  

v Public Comment  

vi Board Discussion  

b. 822 Alexander Street – Re-Roof 

i Ex Parte Communication  

ii Swearing in Staff/Applicants  

iii Staff Presentation 

iv Applicant Presentation  

v Public Comment  

vi Board Discussion  

VI. Discussion on Historic Ordinance 

VII. Board Updates  

VIII. Announcement of next scheduled meeting date: July 29, 2026 @ 3:00 p.m. 

IX. Adjournment  

  

City of Mount Dora 

Planning and Development 

510  N. Baker St. 

Mount Dora, FL 32757 

352-735-7112 

 

Planning@mountdora.gov 

NOTICE: Please note that, for purposes of Section 286.011, Florida Statutes, two or more members of the City Council may be present at this meeting, 

and this meeting may be considered a City Council meeting.   

NOTICE: If any person decides to appeal any decisions at this meeting with respect to any matter considered, such person may need a record of these 

proceedings. For such purpose, a person 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.   

NOTICE: In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (“ADA”) and Florida Statutes, Section 286.26, persons with disabilities needing a 

reasonable accommodation to participate in a public hearing or meeting should contact the City of Mount Dora’s ADA Coordinator at least 48 hours 

prior to the proceeding. The ADA Coordinator may be contacted by phone at 352735-7126, ext. 1111, or by email at clerk@cityofmountdora.com.  

If hearing impaired, telephone the Florida Relay Service numbers (800) 955-8771 (TDD) or (800) 955- 8770 (Voice) for assistance.  
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Planning and Development 

510 N. Baker St. 
Mount Dora, FL 32757 

352-735-7112 
Fax: 352-735-7191 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING 
City Hall Conference Room, 510 N. Baker Street, Mount Dora, FL 

Wednesday, May 27, 2026 – 3:00 PM 
 

MINUTES 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER  
Having been duly noticed as required by law, the May 27, 2026, meeting of the Mount 
Dora Historic Preservation Board was called to order at 3:00 p.m. by Det Joks. Chairman. 
 

II. ROLL CALL WITH DETERMINATION OF QUORUM, SWEARING IN AND 
EX PARTE COMMUNICATION DISCLOSURE

Present: Daniel Wick, Det Joks, Joseph Newton, Jay Smith 
Absent: Robert Gordon, Suzanne Gibson, Juan Diaz 
City Staff: Adam Sumner, Deputy Planning Director; Ryan Winkler, Senior Planner; 
Theresa Willis, Administrative Coordinator; Andrew Hand, Esquire, City Attorney. 

 
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES  

On a motion by Det Joks, seconded by Jay Smith, the board voted to table the meeting minutes 
dated April 29, 2026, until the June 24th, 2026 meeting, to allow time to make corrections.  
Unanimously by a 4-0 vote 

 
IV. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION/HEARING FOR NON-AGENDA ITEMS 

None 

V. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
A. 751 E Fifth Avenue – Exterior Improvements 

i. Ex Parte Communication Disclosure 
ii. Swearing in of staff/applicants 

iii. Staff presentation 
iv. Applicant Presentation 
v. Public Comment 

vi. Board Discussion 
 

Mr. Winkler provided a brief summary of the proposed application and stated that the staff recommends 
approval of the application as presented.  
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Ms. Merry Hadden, Owner – Present 
Austin Guenther, G3 Development – Present 
 
Ms. Merry Hadden and Austin Guenther provided additional discussion on the project. 
Discussion on pergola to be free standing. 
Discussion on location of sidewalk(s). 
 
Motion by Jay Smith, seconded by Joseph Newton; the board voted to approve the application as 
presented unanimously with a 4-0 vote. 
 

B. 822 Alexander Street – Re-roof 
i. Ex Parte Communication Disclosure 

ii. Swearing in of staff/applicants 
iii. Staff presentation 
iv. Applicant Presentation 
v. Public Comment 

vi. Board Discussion 
 

Mr. Winkler provided a brief summary of the proposed application and stated that the staff recommends 
disapproving the application as presented. 
 
Randy Canzater, Superb Restoration – Present 
Craig Mello, Owner – Present 
 
Mr. Canzater provided discussion on existing roofing materials. 
Discussion on slate versus metal. 
Mr. Canzater presented samples of the slate material. 
Mr. Mellow presented photo(s) with samples of the slate roofing. 
Mr. Mellow expressed that the slate material could save him repair costs in the future versus 
using metal roofing. 
Discussion on how the slate material is superior and more energy efficient than metal roofing. 
Mr. Mellow advised that the slate has a 50-year warranty. 
Mr. Mellow stated the existing metal roof is the third "lifetime" roof he has put on due to 
tornados. 
Discussion on the difficulty of finding metal roofs.  
Discussion on Historic Regulations requires replacing “like” with “like.” 
Discussion on cost difference between tin shingles and slate. 
Discussion on slate roofs in the area.  
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Mr. Canzater advised existing roof is not a standing seam roof. 
Discussion on a standing seam roof would be a downgrade from what the property owner 
chose.  The slate is approximately 30 percent upgrade. 
Mr. Canzater confirmed the product is a synthetic "plastic."  
Discussion on synthetic products being recyclable. 
Mr. Canzater provided additional samples of metal roofing in various shapes. 
Mr. Canzater advised the insurance company requiring the roof to be replaced in order to be 
covered.  
Mr. Canzater and Mr. Marlow convened to discuss options. 
Re-convened — Mr. Marlow advised he needs more time to research metal roofing.  
Mr. Marlow requesting a continuance to the June 24, 2026, meeting.  
 
Motion by Daniel Wick, seconded by Joseph Newton; the board voted to TABLE the application until 
the June 24, 2026, meeting, unanimously with a 4-0 vote. 

 
VI. STAFF / BOARD UPDATES 

Reminder the review of the Historic Ordinances and Demolition by Neglect was tabled to the 
June 24, 2026, meeting. 
 

VII. ANNOUNCEMENT OF NEXT SCHEDULED MEETING DATE: 
June 24, 2026 @ 3:00pm 

 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT  
 

On a motion by Joseph Newton, seconded by Daniel Wick; the board voted to adjourn the 
meeting at 4:07 p.m.  
 

 

 

____________________________    ______________________________ 

Det Joks, Chairman      Theresa Willis 
Historic Preservation Board     Administrative Coordinator 
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DATE: June 24, 2026 

 

TO:  Historic Preservation Board 

 

FROM: Michele Janiszewski, AICP, Senior Planner 

 

RE: Tab 1 - Certificate of Appropriateness; 410 N Tremain Street (Location); 

Demolish Existing Shed and Construct a New Shed (Proposed Work); Sara T. 

Rhodes Life State (Owner); Robert Rhodes, Eco Construction Group, LLC 

(Applicant). 
    

Property Information: 

Address: 410 N Tremain Street Current Use: Residential 

Zoning District: R-2 Land Use: Medium Density 

 

Structure Information: 

Date of Construction: 1949 Style: Masonry Vernacular 

Siding: Stucco Stories: One 

Roof Type: Hip Chimneys: One 

Roof Material: Metal Porch: One, Open 

 

Background on Architectural Style: 

Masonry Vernacular buildings tend to be simple, largely unornamented, and constructed out of 

readily available materials. This style's guiding principle is the long tradition of simple masonry 

construction techniques used in Western architecture. Windows and doors are symmetrically 

spaced on a façade to form a regular rhythm of solids and voids called "bays." Where there is more 

than one floor, openings are aligned from floor to floor for structural purposes. Decoration is 

simple and limited usually to string courses, window and door lintels, and cornices. Vernacular 

buildings were widely constructed in Mount Dora from the l880s through the 1930s. 

This style of houses’ primary exterior material is typically concrete block, stucco, and brick. Roof 

surfaces were typically wood shingles during the 19th century; metal during the last 19th century; 

and composition and asbestos shingles beginning in the 1920s.  

Requested Action: 

The Applicant is seeking to demolish the existing 288 SF shed and construct a new 411 SF shed. 

The property record card describes the shed as a detached garage and shows that the structure was 

constructed in 1948.  
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The Applicant stated that the need for the modification is because “the old non-conforming shed 

is in disrepair and needs to be demolished. We are proposing to replace the shed within the required 

setback requirements.” 

 

Existing Site Survey 

 
 

Proposed Site Survey 
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Existing Shed 

 
 

 
The existing shed has a door and three (3) small windows on its western façade and no windows 

nor openings on the other facades. The shed features a hip roof which matches the residence.  

 

Proposed Shed 
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The shed is proposed to have stucco siding and shed roof with metal. The western façade will have 

a door and four (4) panel sliding glass door. The northern and southern facades each feature a 

window.  

 

Guidance from Land Development Code (LDC) 

LDC Section 3.4.6 (2)(b), states that it is also the intent to promote visually compatible, 

contemporary designs that are harmonious with the exterior architectural and landscape features 

of adjacent, neighboring or visually related buildings, structures, sites and streetscapes. Visual 

compatibility will be defined in terms of the following criteria: 

1. Height. The height of proposed buildings or modifications will be visually compatible in 

comparison or relation to the height of existing structures and buildings. 

2. Front facade proportion. The front facade of each building or structure will be visually 

compatible with and in direct relationship to the width of the building and to the height of 

the front elevation of other adjacent or adjoining buildings within a historic preservation 

review area. 

3. Proportion of openings (windows and doors). The openings of any building within a 

historic preservation review area will be visually compatible with the openings exemplified 

by the prevailing historic architectural styles within the historic preservation review area. 

The relationship of the width of windows and doors to the height of windows and doors 

among buildings within the historic preservation review area will be visually compatible. 
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4. Rhythm of solids to voids—Front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front 

facade of a building or structure will be visually compatible with the front facades of 

historic buildings or structures within the historic preservation review area. 

5. Rhythm of buildings on streets. The relationship of building(s) to open space between it or 

them and adjoining building(s) will be visually compatible with the relationship between 

historic sites, buildings, structures within a historic preservation review area. 

6. Rhythm of entrance and/or porch projections. The relationship of entrances and porch 

projections to the sidewalks of a building will be visually compatible with the prevalent 

architectural styles of entrances and porch projections on historic sites, buildings and 

structures within a historic preservation review area. 

7. Relationship to materials and texture. The relationship of materials and texture of the 

facade of a building will be visually compatible with the predominant materials used in the 

historic sites, buildings and structures within a historic preservation review area. 

8. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building or structure will be visually compatible with the 

roof shape(s) of a historic site, building or structure within a historic preservation review 

area. 

9. Walls of continuity. Appearances of a building or structure such as walls, wrought-iron 

fences, evergreen landscape masses, or building facades, will form cohesive walls of 

enclosure along a street to insure visual compatibility of the building to historic buildings, 

structures or sites to which it is visually related. 

10. Scale of building. The size of a building, the building mass in relation to open spaces, 

windows, door openings, balconies and porches will be visually compatible with the 

building size and building mass of historic sites, buildings and structures within a historic 

preservation review area. 

11. Directional expression of front elevation. A building will be visually compatible with the 

buildings, structures and sites in its directional character: vertical, horizontal or 

nondirectional. 

Guidance from the Historic Design Guidelines: 

Additions to existing historic buildings and new construction in the district can contribute in 

interesting and meaningful ways by adding creative visual elements that respond to and reinforce 

established patterns and context. Historic neighborhoods do not have to “be frozen in time” or 

“preserved in amber,” as many people would assume. 

Context and Compatibility  

Additions and new construction should be designed in a manner that is compatible and sympathetic 

to the character of the buildings and neighborhood, especially those that are immediately adjacent, 

ensuring that the character and integrity of surrounding historic resources are preserved. New 
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buildings should be consistent with the site layout, orientation, scale, form, materials, features, and 

details already established by the surrounding historic resources.  

Individuality Encouraged  

While a historic district conveys a certain sense of time and place associated with its history, it 

also remains dynamic, with alterations, additions, and new construction occurring over time. It is 

desirable to be able to perceive the evolution of the street and neighborhood, discerning the 

apparent age of each building by its architectural expression and method of construction. Placing 

a building’s architectural style in relative chronological order helps interpret the development of 

the neighborhood. New buildings should not seek to replicate historic buildings but can reference 

historic styles in their design. Additions and new buildings should fit in and contribute positively 

to the overall character of the neighborhood. 

Site Layout and Orientation  

a. General Layout: Retain historic property line patterns, street relationships, setbacks, 

building orientation, established circulation patterns, and landscape elements.  

b. Size Location of Additions: Additions should be located on the side or rear elevation as 

opposed to the primary facade. The size and scale of additions should be proportionate to 

the historic building and clearly subordinate to it.  

c. Setbacks: Where there are established and consistent setbacks, setbacks of new 

construction should match that of neighboring properties. New construction on corner lots 

should continue the existing setbacks along both street frontages.  

d. Spacing Between Buildings: The spaces between buildings help define the spatial 

character of the historic district. New construction should follow the existing patterns of 

building widths and spaces between buildings.  

e. Building Orientation: New construction should have a similar orientation and relationship 

to the street as existing buildings in the vicinity.  

f. Entrance Orientation: Primary entrances of new buildings should be on the primary 

façade, face the street, and be consistent with the pattern of entrances within the vicinity.  

g. Circulation Patterns: Pedestrian and vehicular circulation patterns should reflect the 

patterns along the streetscape and within the vicinity. For example, primary entrances 

generally connect directly to the street. Driveways are adjacent to buildings. Circular 

driveways are not appropriate if not an existing established neighborhood feature.  

h. Secondary Structures: Secondary structures such as garages and sheds should be located 

in a manner consistent with existing secondary structures in the district, generally to the 

rear and side of the primary building. 

 

Architectural Expression  

a. Complementary Expression: New construction should take inspiration from and be 

complementary to the existing architectural vocabulary of historic buildings within the 

vicinity.  

b. Compatible New Design: New construction and additions can utilize modern technologies 

and building systems while still respecting the character of the historic district. New 

construction should be differentiated from the old, which can be accomplished through 
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subtle changes in details, materials, proportions or presentation. A building can reflect 

current design trends but still honor historic building traditions.  

c. Architectural Detailing: New designs should incorporate architectural detailing visually 

similar to those found in the district. Architectural detailing that is more ornate or elaborate 

than that found in the district is not appropriate.  

d. Dramatic Contrast: While new buildings should clearly be distinguished from historic 

buildings, radically contrasting designs for additions or new construction are not 

appropriate. 

Materials  

a. Compatibility: Materials should be of a complementary type, size, texture, color and level 

of craftsmanship to promote continuity within the historic district.  

b. Traditional Materials: The continued use of traditional materials such as wood, stone, 

brick, or block is preferred. Materials need not be exactly the same as those of adjacent 

historic buildings but should at a minimum be visually complementary.  

c. Roof Materials: Select roof materials that are similar in type, pattern, form, texture, and 

color to those traditionally used within the district.  

d. Metal Roofs: New metal roofing is acceptable provided that the new metal roof is metal 

shingle or standing seam with concealed fastener. New standing seam roofs in earthy or 

muted colors that are compatible with roof colors found in the district are preferred over 

galvalume which is very reflective and draws the eye.  

e. Inappropriate Materials: The use of vinyl and aluminum siding, unpainted wood, 

exterior plywood systems, and glass block are incompatible with the visual character of the 

historic district.  

f. Permitted Synthetic Materials: As discussed under the topic of Synthetic Replacement 

Materials (p. 98), quality synthetic materials such as cement board that visually replicate 

the appearance of wood may be permitted in new construction. Such materials must have 

a traditional flat painted finish. The fake grain/simulated wood textures are not appropriate. 

Garages and Outbuildings  

a. Secondary Structures: New secondary structures such as detached residential units, 

garages, pool houses and other outbuildings should complement the layout, scale, form, 

and roof type of the primary building.  

b. Character: Relate new garages and outbuildings to the period of construction of the 

principal building through the use of complementary materials and simplified architectural 

details. 

 

Findings of Fact:  

LDC Section 3.6.4 (2) (a), states that the Historic Preservation Board shall utilize the most recent 

U.S. Secretary of Interior's Standards for Historic Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitation 

and the Mount Dora Historic Preservation Design Guidelines as the standards by which 

applications for certificate of appropriateness are to be evaluated. The Mount Dora Historic Design 

Guidelines are based on the U.S. Secretary of Interior's Standards for Historic Rehabilitation and 

Guidelines for Rehabilitation.  
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LDC Section 3.6.4 (2)(b), states it is also the intent to promote visually compatible, contemporary 

designs that are harmonious with the exterior architectural and landscape features of adjacent, 

neighboring or visually related buildings, structures, sites and streetscapes. 

Staff has reviewed the application for consistency with the U.S. Secretary of Interior's Standards 

for Historic Rehabilitation, Mount Dora Historic Preservation Design Guidelines, and the 

standards for visual compatibility established in LDC Section 3.6.4 (2)(b) (hereto referred to the 

‘Standards of Review’), and found: 

1. The request is consistent with the Mount Dora Historic Design Standards which state 

“Secondary structures such as garages and sheds should be located in a manner consistent 

with existing secondary structures in the district, generally to the rear and side of the 

primary building” and the proposed shed is located in the rear yard; its entrance is oriented 

in the same manner as the residence; it will not adversely impact the street relationship; 

and it is smaller than the residence so it does not adversely impact the scale; and 

2. The request is consistent with the Mount Dora Historic Design Standards which state 

“Materials should be of a complementary type, size, texture, color and level of 

craftsmanship to promote continuity within the historic district” and the proposed shed will 

be constructed of the same material as the residence; and will be a complementary size and 

level of craftmanship; and 

3. The Mount Dora Historic Design standards state “New metal roofing is acceptable 

provided that the new metal roof is metal shingle or standing seam with concealed fastener. 

New standing seam roofs in earthy or muted colors that are compatible with roof colors 

found in the district are preferred over galvalume which is very reflective and draws the 

eye; and 

4. The proposed shed will have a shed style roof which could compliment the primary 

residence which has a hip roof; and  

5. The request is promotes visual compatibility with the exterior architectural of adjacent, 

neighboring or visually related buildings, structures, sites and streetscapes as required by 

LDC Section 3.6.4 (2)(b). 

Therefore, based on these Findings of Fact, staff recommends Approval of the application, with 

the conditions that:  

1. The metal roof be in an earthy or muted color; and 

2. Grids are provided on the northern and southern windows, and incorporated into windows 

on the western façade, to compliment the grid pattern on the primary residence.  

Board Action: 

The Historic Preservation Board may: 

1. Accept Staff’s Findings of Fact and Approve the application, as presented;  
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2. Partially reject Staff’s Findings of Fact and Approve the application with conditions to 

ensure the application is consistent with the Standards of Review. Note: The motion should 

clearly state the Standards of Review the proposed conditions will address.   

3. Reject Staff’s Findings of Fact and Deny the application based on inconsistencies between 

the application and the Standards of Review. Note: The motion will need to include 

reasoning as to why the application is inconsistent with the Standards of Review.  

Attachments: 

Photos 

Application 

2008 Site Form 
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Site Photos 
 

Primary Structure 
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Birds Eye View of Subject Property 

 
 

Structure Proposed for Demolition 
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DATE: June 24, 2026 

 

TO:  Historic Preservation Board 

 

FROM: Michele Janiszewski, AICP, Senior Planner 

 

RE: Tab 2 - Certificate of Appropriateness; 822 Alexander Street (Location); 

Reroof (Proposed Work); Craig K Mello and Susan B Life Estate (Owners); 

Superb Restoration, LLC (Applicant). 
    

Property Information: 

Address: 822 Alexander Street Current Use: Residential 

Zoning District: R-3 Land Use: High Density 

 

Structure Information: 

Date of Construction: 1923 Style: Frame Vernacular 

Siding: Wood Drop Siding Stories: 1.5 

Roof Type: Gable Chimneys: One 

Roof Material: Metal Shingles Porch: Enclosed 

 

Background on Architectural Style: 

The subject residence was constructed in the Frame Vernacular style. This style of buildings were 

first constructed by lay or self-taught carpenters to provide basic shelter without attention to 

architectural style. The buildings reflect locally available building materials, the skills and regional 

background of the builder and environmental conditions. Often ornamentation was applied at a 

later date, reflecting an owner's new prosperity. Vernacular buildings were widely constructed in 

Mount Dora from the 1880s through the 1930s. 

 

This style of architecture is characterized with horizontal wood siding (less common, wood 

shingles, board and Batten); gable roof with wood shingles during 19th Century, metal during late 

19th century, and composition and asbestos shingles beginning in 1920s; and simple detailing 

including jig-sawn woodwork on porches, around eaves, corbeling on chimneys. 

Plan: regular, rectangular; ell and irregular also common. 

Foundation: Piers, wood, tabby or coquina prior to Civil War; brick, concrete block after. 

Height: one to two and one-half stories. 

Primary Exterior Material: horizontal wood siding; less common, wood shingles, board and batten. 

Roof type: gable, less common hip, pyramidal; false front on commercial buildings. 
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Requested Action: 

Remove the metal shingles and replace with Victorian Shingles. The application states that the 

reason for the modification is because the roof is damaged.  

 

Existing Metal Shingle Roof 

 

Example of Proposed, Composite Slate Shingle Tile Roof 

 
  

Guidance from Land Development Code (LDC). 

LDC Section 3.4.6 (2)(b), states that it is also the intent to promote visually compatible, 

contemporary designs that are harmonious with the exterior architectural and landscape features 

of adjacent, neighboring or visually related buildings, structures, sites and streetscapes. 

Guidance from the Historic Design Guidelines: 

The roof is one of the most critical features of any building, and its function and physical integrity 

is critical to a building’s long-term care and preservation. When roofs fail, allowing moisture and 

water to get into the walls, foundation and other building systems, deterioration of these materials 
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is greatly accelerated. Therefore, it is of primary importance that roofing systems be properly 

maintained. 

The roof’s shape, pattern of roofing materials, color, and features (dormers, chimneys, cupolas) 

are all important in defining the building’s overall character. Drainage systems, including gutters, 

scuppers, and downspouts help carry water away from the building. They serve a functional 

purpose while also being important design features. 

Roofing Replacement  

a. Historic Roofing: Whenever possible, replace historic roofing materials such as terra cotta 

tile or metal shingle, with materials that match the existing.  

b. Substitute Materials: When in-kind replacement of the historic material is not feasible, 

install substitute materials that are visually and physically compatible with the historic roof 

material. New materials should match historic materials in the size, shape, profile, and 

general appearance as much as possible.  

c. Metal Replacement: Replacement metal roofing should match the original metal roof in 

layout, configuration, appearance of the seams, profile of ridges, and trim. Galvalume 

finish (silver) can be approved for any building that originally had a metal roof.  

5-v crimp was historically used for accessory buildings, barns, and carriage houses and is 

not preferred for a primary structure. Ribbed panels are also not appropriate for a primary 

structure since they are more industrial in appearance.  

Both 5-v crimp and ribbed/PBR panels use exposed fasteners for installation, which are 

visible on the surface of the roof. Because they are exposed, they are generally not 

recommended due to their vulnerability to weathering, potential for leaks, and need for 

more frequent maintenance compared to concealed fastener systems.  

d. Metal Shingle Replacement: Original metal shingle roofs are scarce and hold significant 

value, both in terms of their material and their historical and aesthetic appeal. Their 

retention is heavily encouraged and painting them gives them a much longer lifespan (silver 

paint specifically designed for metal surfaces). New metal shingles are still available but 

can be costly. If not feasible, a standing seam galvalume roof is the preferred replacement.  

 

Findings of Fact:  

LDC Section 3.6.4 (2) (a), states that the Historic Preservation Board shall utilize the most recent 

U.S. Secretary of Interior's Standards for Historic Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitation 

and the Mount Dora Historic Preservation Design Guidelines as the standards by which 

applications for certificate of appropriateness are to be evaluated. The Mount Dora Historic Design 

Guidelines are based on the U.S. Secretary of Interior's Standards for Historic Rehabilitation and 

Guidelines for Rehabilitation.  

LDC Section 3.6.4 (2)(b), states it is also the intent to promote visually compatible, contemporary 

designs that are harmonious with the exterior architectural and landscape features of adjacent, 

neighboring or visually related buildings, structures, sites and streetscapes. 

Staff has reviewed the application for consistency with the U.S. Secretary of Interior's Standards 

for Historic Rehabilitation, Mount Dora Historic Preservation Design Guidelines, and the 
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standards for visual compatibility established in LDC Section 3.6.4 (2)(b) (hereto referred to the 

‘Standards of Review’), and found: 

1. The Mount Dora Historic Design Standards state, ‘replace historic roofing materials such 

as terra cotta tile or metal shingle, with materials that match the existing;’ and 

2. The Mount Dora Historic Design Standards state ‘When in-kind replacement of the historic 

material is not feasible, install substitute materials that are visually and physically 

compatible with the historic roof material. New materials should match historic materials 

in the size, shape, profile, and general appearance as much as possible’; and 

3. The Mount Dora Historic Design Standards state, ‘Original metal shingle roofs are scarce 

and hold significant value, both in terms of their material and their historical and aesthetic 

appeal. Their retention is heavily encouraged and painting them gives them a much longer 

lifespan (silver paint specifically designed for metal surfaces). New metal shingles are still 

available but can be costly. If not feasible, a standing seam galvalume roof is the preferred 

replacement’; and 

4. The request promotes visual compatibility with the exterior architectural of adjacent, 

neighboring or visually related buildings, structures, sites and streetscapes as required by 

LDC Section 3.6.4 (2)(b). 

Therefore, based on these Findings of Fact, staff finds the application consistent with the Standards 

for Review.  

Board Action: 

The Historic Preservation Board may: 

1. Reject Staff’s Findings of Fact and Approve the application, as presented, after determining 

that the roof cannot be repaired and the proposed slate tiles are match the historic metal 

shingles in size, shape, profile, and general appearance as much as possible;  

2. Partially reject Staff’s Findings of Fact and Approve the application with conditions to 

ensure the application is consistent with the Standards of Review. Note: The motion should 

clearly state the Standards of Review the proposed conditions will address.   

3. Accept Staff’s Findings of Fact and Deny the application based on inconsistencies between 

the application and the Standards of Review.  

Attachments: 
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Sections from the Code

 

 
 
Product Approval Method Method 1 Option D

 
Date Submitted 09/27/2023
Date Validated 10/14/2023
Date Pending FBC Approval 10/21/2023
Date Approved 12/12/2023

 
Summary of Products

FL # Model, Number or
Name

Description

11422.1 01 - "Bermuda" Panel 24 Gauge Steel Roof Panel, 11" Width, Attached to Wood Deck with Berridge
Anchor Clips

Limits of Use
 Approved for use in HVHZ: No
 Approved for use outside HVHZ: Yes
 Impact Resistant: N/A
 Design Pressure: +N/A/-52.5
 Other: Refer to Evaluation Report for
Conditions & Limitations of Use. Refer to
manufacturer's installation instructions as a
supplemental guide.

Installation Instructions
 FL11422 R8 II 01 Bermuda WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Verified By: James L. Buckner, P.E. @ CBUCK, Inc. P.E. #31242
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes
Evaluation Reports
 FL11422 R8 AE 01 Bermuda WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes

11422.2 02 - "Classic or Victorian
Shingle"

24 Gauge Steel Roof Shingle Panel, 9" x 12", Attached to Wood Deck

Limits of Use
 Approved for use in HVHZ: No
 Approved for use outside HVHZ: Yes
 Impact Resistant: N/A
 Design Pressure: +N/A/-131max
 Other: Refer to Evaluation Report for
Conditions & Limitations of Use. Refer to
manufacturer's installation instructions as a
supplemental guide.

Installation Instructions
 FL11422 R8 II 02 Classic or VictorianShingle WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Verified By: James L. Buckner, P.E. @ CBUCK, Inc. P.E. #31242
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes
Evaluation Reports
 FL11422 R8 AE 02 Classic or VictorianShingle WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes

11422.3 03 - "Double-Rib" Panel 24 Gauge Steel 5V Style Roof Panel, 24" Width, Attached to Wood Deck

Limits of Use
 Approved for use in HVHZ: No
 Approved for use outside HVHZ: Yes
 Impact Resistant: N/A
 Design Pressure: +N/A/-138.5max
 Other: Refer to Evaluation Report for
Conditions & Limitations of Use. Refer to
manufacturer's installation instructions as a
supplemental guide.

Installation Instructions
 FL11422 R8 II 03 DoubleRib WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Verified By: James L. Buckner, P.E. @ CBUCK, Inc. P.E. #31242
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes
Evaluation Reports
 FL11422 R8 AE 03 DoubleRib WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes

11422.4 06 - "Spanish Tile with
Deep-Vee"

24 Gauge Steel Roof Panel Assembly Attached to Wood Deck

Limits of Use
 Approved for use in HVHZ: No
 Approved for use outside HVHZ: Yes
 Impact Resistant: No
 Design Pressure: +N/A/-131
 Other: Refer to Evaluation Report for
Conditions & Limitations of Use. Refer to
manufacturer's installation instructions as a
supplemental guide.

Installation Instructions
 FL11422 R8 II 04 SpanishTilewithDeepVee WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Verified By: James L. Buckner, P.E. @ CBUCK, Inc. P.E. #31242
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes
Evaluation Reports
 FL11422 R8 AE 04 SpanishTilewithDeepVee WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes

11422.5 07 - "S Tile" Panel 24 Gauge Steel Roof Panel, 32" Width, Attached to Wood Deck

Limits of Use
 Approved for use in HVHZ: No
 Approved for use outside HVHZ: Yes
 Impact Resistant: No
 Design Pressure: +N/A/-206 max.
 Other: Refer to Evaluation Report for
Conditions & Limitations of Use. Refer to
manufacturer's installation instructions as a
supplemental guide.

Installation Instructions
 FL11422 R8 II 05 STile WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Verified By: James L. Buckner, P.E. @ CBUCK, Inc. P.E. #31242
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes
Evaluation Reports
 FL11422 R8 AE 05 STile WoodDeck EVALREPORT .pdf
 Created by Independent Third Party: Yes
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