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Second floor addition and lanai at pool- #710 Bakers Lane rear- Applicant: Michael Skoglund 
Architect (H10-01-97). Complete partial structure into two bedroom and two and a half bathroom unit 
with lanai at pool. 

 
 
 
 

 

 



5 b-i- Request for a second floor addition and lanai at pool- # 710 Bakers
Lane- Applicant: Michael Skoglund, Architect
(H 10-01-97)

Complete partial structure into two bedroom and one and a half
bathroom unit with lanai at pool.

The main house located on 710 Bakers Lane is listed as a contributing
resource and was built in 1901. The contributing house is a one story
frame vernacular structure. The house has been altered through time. By
observing a photograph taken circa 1965 it is evident that the front
porch has been altered as well as the east side of the house. Both the
main and south facades have veneer stone that was added at some point
in time. Existing gingerbread on the front porch is non historic.

The proposed new design includes the construction of a second floor to a
non historic, non attached building located in the back portion of the lot.
This frame structure can not be found in the 1948 or 1962 Sanborn
maps. The actual structure has stone veneer and Ti-il as exterior wall
finish and it is set back approximately thirty six feet from the main
house. The existing structure is elevated approximately 2’-6” from the
ground; a cbs deck was built and the structure was built over it. The
plans also include a new lanai that will be attached to the non historic
building. Staff was not able to find any building permit for the existing
non historic structure on the back of the lot. This structure will be use
as a unit. The existing cbs deck will remain.

The proposed new design incorporates a two story front porch and will
have a side gable roof. The building will have a rectangular footprint
measuring 38- 6’ wide by 24’-9” depth and the proposed height will be
25’- 4” plus 2’-6” from the existing cbs deck. The design incorporates the
use of two over two wood windows, wood siding and v crimp metal panels
for roofing system. The existing stone veneer on the front façade will
remain.

The plans also include a lanai structure, attached to the non historic
buiIdtng. The lanai will he rectargular in footprint and will measure 10’-
‘ 9de h 26 1) depth h 9 -h high from ground to nde Thc I)IoPOserl
frame structure will have metal v-crimp as roof system.

The Historic Archnecturai Guide-lines can he apply to review the
je ‘r Ira lts

a.nd New Construction (pages 36-38):

Additions, alterations and new construction:
• (1) A structure shall not be altered and/or expanded

in such a manner that its essential character defining
features are disguised or concealed- Staff
understands that the proposed second floor addition
to the non historic structure will not conceal any



character defining features of the existing structure.
This is a non historic structure.

(2)- Additions and alterations may be reviewed more
liberally on non-contributing buildings, which lack
architectural distinction- Although the main house is
listed as contributing the existing back structure is
not. The existing non historic building is
approximately thirty six feet setback from the main
house: however it will be higher than the historic
house.

(3) Addition design should be compatible with the
characteristics of the original structure, neighboring
buildings and streetscapes- The proposed design is
compatible in its footprint form, roof form and
materials found in the contributing house as well as
in surrounding historic buildings. Nevertheless staff
understands that the veneer stone is not historic to
the contributing house. The two story structure will
not be compatible with the height of the majority of
the surrounding houses.

(4)- Additions should be constructed with a scale,
height and mass that is appropriate to the original
building and its neighbors- The back new addition
will be higher than the main house, which is a one
story structure. The new design proposes a second
story frame structure over an existing non historic
building. All the surrounding properties are one
story high with the exception of one building on the
south west back side that is a two story and the
structure at the end of Bakers Lane which is one and
a half story high. The entrance of the Lane, facing
Frances Street, is flanked with two and a half stories
houses, By observing photographs of the existing one
story non historic structure it is clear that it already
is out of scale with structures located on the east,
west and to tie main house.

(5)- Additions should ize attached to less publidy
via ille secondary. elevatiozs of a. historic structure-
The second story and addition will be done on a i..on
historic structure that is set back from the right of
way more thai. i..ifty feet.

* (8)-New additions should be designed and constructed
to be clearly dfferentiated from the historical so that
character defining features are not changed,
obscured, damaged or destroyed- The new design



does not mimics existing architectural elements
found in the historic house.

Key West’s historic district’s tightly spaced blocks contain a wide variety
of architectural styles- which relate well to each other. The relationships
between the buildings create much of the character of the district. Their
height, detailing, mass roof forms, and landscaping all contribute to its
visual harmony. It is important that new construction harmonize with the
existing historical building stock and streetscapes.

Siting — New construction must conform to all current city
easement, setback and building requirements. No existing building
shall be relocated and no new structure shall he placed closer to the
sidewalk, street or visthle alley, than the distance of pre-existing
historic structures. Areas reservedfor parks or open space must be
retained.

According to the submitted plans the existing non historic
building is a non conforming structure. The proposed
second story addition will conform to actual maximum
height requirements for this particular historic zone district
HHDR;

Front yard- 10 ft
Street side- 5 ft
Side- 5 ft or 10% of lot width to a maximum of 15
feet, whichever is greater
Rear- 20 ft
Maximum height- 30 ft

2. Elevation of finished floor above grade - Applications for
buildings with the first finished floor above the minimum height
necessartj to comply with federal Rood regulations will not be
approved unless the applicant demonstrates that such elevanon
does not inteifere with the essentialform and integrity of properties
in the rteiqhhorhoocL in situations wherein parking is proposed
below the first finished floor. HARC shall consider how visible the
parking is from the public night*otway: whether the parking area is
enclosed or otherwise concealed by vulis loi wers, lattice.

- j’r r€s (I) ‘ d (I r 3

St 0 rn 1r ( 7 of 0 3

(U[HL rho oearest mod.

This will not be the case.

3. Height — must not exceed two and a half stories. There must be a
sympathetic relationship of height between new buildings and
existing adjacent structures of the neighborhood. New buildings
must be compatible with historic floor elevations. The height of all



new construction shall be bczsecl upon the height of existing
structures within the vicinity.

The proposed new addition will be a two story structure.
This building will be raised from the ground approximately
2-6’; it will be over an existing cbs deck. The existing
adjacent structures are one story height with the exception
of a structure located on the south west which is a two
story structure.

4. Proportion, scale and mass — massing. scale and proportion shall
be similar to that of existing historical buildings in the historical
zone. No new construction shall be enlarged so that its proportions
are out of scale with its surroundings. No new construction shall be
more than two and a hc4f stories. No structure shall outsize the
majority of structures in the streetscape or historic zone.

The scale and massing of the proposed two story building
will not be similar to the historic house and the
surrounding buildings. There is only one two story
structure located within the immediate urban context, the
rest of the surrounding houses are one story and, at the
end of the Lane, there is a one and a half story structure. It
is staff believe that the proposed height of this structure
will outsize the majority of the surrounding structures.

5. Compatibility Design must he compatible with Key West
architectural characteristics in the historical zones. All new
construction must be in lceeping with the historic character in terms
of size, scale, design. materials, color and texture.

The proposed design of the two story building is in keeping
with existing historic architecture found in Old Town, with
the exception of the veneer stone wall. The proposed two
stor front porch is a traditional element fOund in the
surrounding structures. However there is only one
structure in the immediate surroundini. context that is two
story height. This building will be approximately 27’ 1O

6 Building Detail — All new builclinfls shalt incorporate a level of
a I a (S rs n a Lv L q Lstr C

coruexNew construction shall not precisely mimic the details of
historic buildings but should hcwe features that are compatible with
the lines of historic architecture.

The new proposed two story building does not mimic
historic elements that are found in the district.



7. Relationship of materials — Materials used on new construction.
shall be of smiilar color, dimension, texture, and appearance as
historic fabrics. The predominant exteriorfinish in historic zones is
wood weatherhoard, clapboard, drop siding, or hoard and batten.
Exceptions for the use of composite materials may he permissible.
Roofing is prirnariltj sheer metal or metal shingles. New
construction shall estcthlish a relationship with existing his toric
stri ictures by utilizing similarfinishes and metals.

The proposed new construction materials for the addition
are compatible with existing materials found in the
sulTounding buildings.

For the proposed lanai staff understands that guidelines for Outbuildings
(pages 40-4 1) can be applied for its review;

(10) The design of gazebos or other open outbuildings should be
complementary in terms of scale, proportion, color, finish and
details to the primary building. Landscape features including an
arbor, trellis or pergola (at least 50% open) will he reviewed on a
case by case basis.

It is staff understanding that the proportions and scale of the
proposed lanai are not harmonious with the main house. The
footprint of the main house is almost square, 25’-4” by 25’-O”. The
proposed open lanai will have a footprint of 10’-O” wide by 26’-O”
depth. Staff understands that this complementary structure
should be reduce in footprint in order to be more in scale and
proportion with the main contributing house.

It is staffs believe that the proposed design is inconsistent with the
guidelines for new construction and outbuildings. Staff understands that
the project, as presented, will have an adverse effect on the surrounding
urban fabric, Only one building, located on the south west side of the lot
is a two story structure. The rest of the urban fabric is predominantly
one story structures. Staff recommends to the commission to deny the
pians as proposed.
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This application for Certificate of
Appropriateness must precede applications
for building permits, variances and
development review approvals. Applications
must meet or exceed the requirements
outhned by the Secretary of the Interior?s
Standards for Rehabilitation and Key W&s
Historic Architectural Guidelines.

Once completed, the application shall be
reviewed by staff for completeness and either
approved or scheduled for presentation to the
Historic Architectural Revicv Commission
at the next available meetin, The applicant
must be present at this meeting. The filing r f
this appliaton does not erzre approval as
‘ubmittei

] DATL
-

] E
I

FIIONEfl:[J

1 UNITS.

Applicant Signature

Applicancns that do no possess the required
submittals will be considered incomplete and
will not be reviewed for .pprovat

StaffApprol

Fee Due:

CITY OF KEY WEST
BUILDING DEPART4ENT

CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENESS 1
.APPLICATION#L_

OdER NAML /

OWNERS1Ds. -

fri

A1’PLlCPS
-

L - 4 r.

APPUCAN [‘S ADDRESS - .

U/S
ADDRESS OF CONS11UICTION

TI IEEE WiLL BE A FINAL INSPECTION REQUIRED UNDEE 11115 PERMIT
DETAL ED DESCRIPTION OFWORK

t(:

L11

4--f-

Chaptuc g37.06 P.S.- False OlIicial Stalaucnts-. Whoever knowingly makes a fulsc sUiIGnscntin writing with the intent to otisicad a public servant in the pcrfonnanccdials cc hcc official du:y shall be guilty ofa misdcnacranor of the second degrecpunlhaIsle as provided for ins. 775.oS2 or a. 77S.O8

4*4’ * * * * * * * * * * * 4 *4 * * 4 * * 4 * * * * 4 * 4 * * * * * * * * * 44’ * 4 * * * * * * 4 * * * * * * * * 4’ 4’ * 4
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H
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H

tTjREQUIRED SUBMITIALS
TWOSETSOFSCAIIDI .AWINcA
OP 51.00K PLAN. Slit PLAN AND

£XDSIUOR ELEVATIONS
(Sar saw arn llitoo)

TithE REMOVAL PERMIT ( i1pphcobIc)

PHOTOGRAI’I IS OF EXISUNO
IItJILDING (aepasas. arhaba or cxpas3oes)

PI1OTOORAPIIS OF AI1.ACEWI
ISLE DINGS

(flaw bwldaug* or

ILLUSTRATIONS OF MANi.LAC[UELD
t’RoDlrml flit INLI) SCSI ASSItUrrERS, 000115. RWJOWS,

PAINT COLOR CHIPS, AN)
AWNING FABRIC $MFUCi

Staft Use Oniv



HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
COMMISSION USE ONLY

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

\pproved Denied Deferred

Reason for Deferral or Denial:

HARC Comments:
flzr

Limit ot Work Approved, Conditions of Approval andlor Suggested
Changes:

Signature: —______

Historic Archiectuial
Review Comn ision



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Sanborn Maps 
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Project Photos 
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Property Appraiser
Information



Property Search -- Monroe County Property Appraiser Page 1 of 5

Ervin A. Higgs, CFA
office (305) 292-3420

Property Appraiser fax (305) 292-3501

Monroe County, Florida

Property Record View

AIterncte Key: iLr1 “89 Parcel ID: O0O11950O00000

OwnershiD fltn3

Maillng Address:
PEREZ ROSEMARY
POROX 1069
OCOEEFL34781

Frop•eity ietails
PC Code: 01 SINGLE FAMILY

Miliage Group: 10KW

Affordable Housing: No
Section-Township-

Range:
Property Location: 710 BAKERS LN KEY WEST

Legal Descnpton KI T LOT 4 5CR fl 63 221 OR)n3 j21 OR7Lo 2flC ORl24 s29 842 PROS GEt 92 29
CR-10(JMH)

httn://wwwmcvathorc/PropSearch.aspx 7/20/2010



Property Search -- Monroe County Property Appraiser Page 2 of 5

httpJ/v w mcpaflorg/PropSearchaspx 7/20/2010



Property Search -- Monroe County Property Appraiser Page 3 of 5

L d Uie Cade ronege Dep:h Land Area

...-

--i S .. -1.

u tcr fBndn a. 1

Ru 10Cr of C mmercaI Bu dmgs:
Total Livnq Area:

Year Budt.

Bulding Type 51 Condition ° Quahty Grade

Effective Age ? Penmeter 1 Depreciation % 2

Year BuCIt 9Li Special Arch Grnd Floor Area O6

FuncNonal Obs C) Economic Obs 0

Inclusions: RI k a 1 xlura Lath and 1 kitGhn

Roof Type GABLE. ClP Roof Cover METAL Foundation A/D CONC PADS

Heat I NONE Heat 2 NONE Bedrooms 1

Heat Src 1 NONE Heat Src 2 NONE

Extra Features:

2 Fix Bath 0 Vacuum 0

3 Fix Bath Garbage Disposa’ 1

4 Fix Bath Cl Compactor 0

5 Fix Bath 1 Security 1

6 Fix Bath (1 Intercom 1)

7 Fix Bath 0 Fireplaces 0
Extra Fix 0 Dmhwasher 0

p

httn I/u, w m nafi nroiPrnnSeareh asnx 7/20/2010



Property Search Monroe County Property Appraiser Page 4 of 5

( ar Basement F shed Ba’enprt
N r I e Et V a I Att cA/C

3 1 10 U

J[
1

Nbr Type # Units Length Width Year Built Roll Year Grade Life

1 POIRESPOOL 336SF 24 4 977 198 3 60

HTHOT US I UT 0 0 1977 1978 1 0, RW2ETaIN1G WALL 450 5P 0 0 977 1973 3 30

4 EFENCES 48$ SF 41 0 1967 0*8 2

5 AC2 WALE AIR POND 2 UT 0 0 1983 1984 2 20

8dij Pit3

Bldg Number Coted
4mount Description Notes

FMER3ENCREP4P3TRUCTURALSAuK A/LOP
04 00 OThUCTURE NEW FPAOIII C PER PLAN

:3
1i2,;3 ID

I

3________
00

0

bttn //AJ5A rn nati nru/PrnnSearch asox 7/20/2010



Property Search -- Monroe County Property Appraiser Page 5 of 5

2200 ,.“‘

11199 ‘‘‘ ‘‘ ‘“‘

997 ‘ 1 ‘1

‘‘4

19q5 ‘‘ I 1,
-‘

1993 ‘‘ 1 “3 ‘ ‘-, ,

3
‘ 28

1993 11*’ - H- ‘1 H3 23. ‘

1992 :-‘ 1 ‘
- 8 1 ‘H’ 1-j€, ,-‘ 331 -‘

991 0/’l I )3 I H I 0’ 04? 2 126 37

1990 500% 1 1 H o, 8 1767H’ 11 iH’

1989 1, 3 0 1 1 1 3 /2% 1 3 0

1988 4227 ‘3214 ‘960 121 121 12,121 26,0)1 16131

1987 i1,72fl )4 J0’6 1 3 9’,090 H 30

1986 ‘3 “‘ I 13. 67 9 133 39 HO 5j9 74r)

1985 3% 066 ),2H’ 412 1 H? 7057 15200 i5,72

1984 03333 , H 2’ 472 6’,)66 67965 0 67 3H’

1983 38253 324 /5 47? H 26o 67965 25000 42,165

1982 3320) 3214 170)4 o5538 “5538 23,3/) 40,638

Parc& Sa’es History
02 - ‘3 -- - ‘ ‘3 - ‘71 ‘3 ‘4 ‘ ‘0 33 , ‘ - ‘3 n -‘

-‘ -- ‘--5’ ‘0 - “ ,,) _-- -,- 3’-,’ ‘‘•‘,‘ -.
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