CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
Tuesday, August 12, 2014
City Hall

Conference Room
126 W. Main St.

5:30 P.M.

1. Call to Order

2. Approve Minutes of July 2014 Regular Meeting

APPLICATIONS

3. Application #14-53 by Rick Hartmann on behalf of Zion Lutheran Church to
remove three non-functioning chimneys at 415 W. Austin

4. Application #14-54 by David and Gwen Fullbrook at 312 E. Travis to move
12’ x 20’ cabin to rear of structure and connect to existing deck

5. Application #14-55 by Angela Moga at 313 W. Austin to install a two car,
20’ x 21’ carport

6. Application #14-58 by H & H Vinyl Fencing on behalf of Melvin and DelLana Littleton
to replace approximately 215 linear foot of wood privacy fence with simulated stone
vinyl fencing at 202 S. Bowie

7. Application #14-63 by Laughlin Homes & Restoration on behalf of Dr. John &
Suzanne Shore at 522 W. Austin to construct a 5,655 square foot addition to existing
structure

DISCUSSIONS

8. Old Methodist Episcopal Church — 600 E. Main Street

9. 107 N. Orange — removal of architectural detail

SIGN OFF APPLICATIONS

10.
11,
12.
13.
14.
15.
16:
17.

#14-56 — Install fence on east side and rear — 209 E. Creek (Defazio)
#14-57 — Replace entry steps, add ramps and paint exterior — 108 N. Edison (Stotz)

Pp1- 2

Pp3-8

Pp9-17

Pp 18 - 23

Pp 24 - 31

Pp 32 - 41

#14-59 — Convert existing carport to porch & add covered walkway — 1004 N. Llano (Padgett)
#14-60 — Add folding glass panels to interior face of courtyard arbor — 305 W. Main (Klenzing)

#14-61 — Replace fence — 508 W. San Antonio (Shelton)

#14-62 — Add fence in front of building & reinstall door — 203 E. San Antonio (August E’s)

#14-64 — Replace roof and add gable dormer on front — 110 S. Acorn (Gentry
#14-65 — Replace sash windows with transom windows — 103 E. Creek (Floyd)

ADJOURN



STATE OF TEXAS HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE July 15, 2014
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG 5:30 PM

On this 15™ day of July, 2014 the Historic Review Board convened in regular session at the regular
meeting place thereof, with the following members present to constitute a quorum:

SHARON JOSEPH
STAN KLEIN
KAREN OESTREICH
CHARLES SCHMIDT
ERIC PARKER
DAVID BULLION

ABSENT: MIKE PENICK
LARRY JACKSON

ALSO PRESENT: BRIAN JORDAN - Director of Development Services

PAT MCGOWAN - City Attorney
KYLE STAUDT - Building Official

The meeting was called to order at 5:30 PM by Sharon Joseph.

MINUTES

Eric Parker moved to approve the minutes from the June 2014 regular meeting. David Bullion
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

APPLICATIONS

Application #14-51 by Arthur Campos on behalf of Bill and Patty Sutherland to construct
a new _home on vacant lot at 212 E. Schubert — Arthur Campos, architect for the project,
presented the application and stated the project will be a two story house, approximately 3000
square feet, wood construction with stone exterior and stucco on the rear. Mr. Campos noted
the stone walls will define two courtyards, one on the south and one on the north. Mr. Campos
presented elevation drawings of the proposed house and noted the street is lower than the lot so
the house will sit higher than street level and the garage will be setback approximately 50 feet.
Mr. Campos noted there will be a balcony off the studio above the garage that will be made
from cable reel material. Mr. Campos noted the house will sit beyond the stone walls that make
up the courtyard on the N. Lincoln side and stated the structure will be simple and familiar to
Fredericksburg and added they are not trying to create a false sense of history.

Sharon Joseph noted she would like to see how the house fits in the neighborhood. Kyle Staudt,
Building Official, showed street elevations of the surrounding properties. Bill Sutherland, owner
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of the property, described the houses in the neighborhood and the direction the structures face.
Mr. Sutherland noted the proposed house will have simple, clean lines with a Texas look that
they believe will fit into Fredericksburg. Mr. Sutherland noted the exterior walls along the front
property line will be four feet high and the walls on the sides of the house will be eight feet
high. David Bullion noted the powerpoint presentation shows the side walls to be eleven feet
high and Mr. Campos noted those will be brought down to eight feet. Stan Klein asked if a
topographical survey would be done and Mr. Campos noted there would be one done. Mr.
Klein noted the elevations will have some impact on the drawings and some adjustments may
have to be made before the final approval will be granted. Mr. Campos noted he understands
the approval would be conditioned upon certain items. There followed more discussion about
the grade of the lot and Mr. Sutherland stated they would adjust the walls around the property
line depending on the grade. Mr. Klein noted his concern is that the drawings do not represent
the conditions of the lot and while he believes it will be a great compliment to the
neighborhood, he would like to see a drawing that represents the true elevation. There followed
much discussion about the height of the walls on the perimeter of the property. Sharon Joseph
noted the scale of construction needs to be addressed because that is a responsibility of the
Board. Mr. Klein noted the finished floor still needs to be established and the grades
determined so the Board can get a true perspective of the project. From a building standpoint,
Mr. Klein commented the house seems to be a project with contemporary interpretations that
blends with the neighborhood. Mr. Klein noted his concerns with this project are the trees that
could be lost during construction and not knowing the grade elevation. David Bullion noted the
overall scale seems to fit in well with the neighborhood and the materials complement the
houses across the street. There then followed discussion on how the measurement of height is
calculated and Mr. Jordan explained how it is determined for building codes.

David Bullion moved to approve the design of the house presented on Application #14-51 with
the exception of limiting the rock wall on the side streets, Schubert and Lincoln, to four feet
high from the grade level of the house. Eric Parker seconded the motion. Mr. Klein noted
during the due diligence process the applicants may find there is something else they didn’t
consider on the wall and if so, the Board is open to further evaluation. Mr. Bullion noted the
Board is enforcing stricter restrictions than the City imposes in their zoning ordinance. All
voted in favor and the motion carried.

Karen Oestreich thanked Mr. Jordan for his work in getting the wayfinding signs installed
because she believes it adds a lot to the community.

ADJOURN

With nothing further to come before the Board, Larry Jackson moved to adjourn. Charles Schmidt
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 6:35 p.m.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 14" day of August, 2014.

SHELLEY BRITTON, CITY SECRETARY SHARON JOSEPH, CHAIRMAN
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-53

Date: August 8, 2014

Address: 415 W. Austin

Owner: Zion Lutheran Church

Applicant: Rick Hartmann

Rating: Medium

Proposed Modifications: Chimney removal.

Neighborhood Characteristics: The subject property is in the Historic District.
Staff Comments: The scope of the project justifies Board review.

General Notes:
The mandatory functions of the Board include the following:

(1) Removal, addition or modification of architectural detail. The distinguishing historic
qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its environment shall not be destroyed.
Removal or modification of any historic material or distinctive architectural features may be
accomplished upon issue of certificate of appropriateness; however, this should be avoided when
possible. Architectural features include but are not limited to exterior wall materials, windows,
railings, decorative woodwork, masonry, or stone elements.

(2) Paint color and application. Traditionally, the base colors of Fredericksburg's buildings
have been soft muted shades of greens, blues, whites, and tans. In order to continue the historic
integrity of the buildings in the district, these colors continue to be acceptable today, and do not
require review or issuance of a certificate. The building official shall determine whether or not the
proposed color is within the approved list of colors. Base colors such as vibrant or "hot" shades,
dark deep shades, and black shades are not acceptable. If one wishes to use these colors, a
certificate of appropriateness must be granted in advance of paint application. The painting of
existing historic buildings composed of materials such as unpainted stone or unpainted masonry
is prohibited.

(3) New construction in historic districts. The board will review all new construction plans
within Historic Districts in order to ensure visual compatibility with the surrounding buildings
and environment in relation to height, gross volume, proportion, design harmony and setback.

The advisory functions of the Board include the following:
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(1) The effect of the proposed change on the general historic, cultural, and architectural nature
of the historic district or landmark.

(2) The appropriateness of exterior architectural features which can be seen from a public street,
alley, or walkway.

(3) The general design, arrangement, texture, color, and material of the building, or structure,
and the relation of such factors to similar features of buildings, or structures, in the district. This
consideration shall not be the aesthetic appeal of the structure to the board nor the proposed
remodeling, but rather its conformity to the general character of the particular historic area
involved.

(4) Conformance of signage to the general historic, cultural, and architectural character of the
historic district or landmark.

(5) The effects of the proposed change to the value of the historic district or landmark as an area
of unique interest and character.

(6) The general and specific Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings, as issued by the secretary of the interior.

(7) The importance of finding a way to meet the current needs of the property owner and the
importance of approving plans that will be economically reasonable for the property owner to

carry out.

Preservation Priority Rating. Three-tier rating system used in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey to evaluate all properties within, and adjoining to, the City’s Historic District. Ratings are based
upon current determinations of architectural value and integrity and, if known, historical and cultural value,
and may be altered from time to time as additional information is discovered or circumstances change.

HIGH rating. The most significant properties identified in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey. These properties are considered to be outstanding, unique, or good examples of architecture,
engineering, or design. Some are unique to the Fredericksburg area and are indicative of German-Texan
vernacular forms and/or building techniques. Others are noteworthy examples of 19th and early 20th
century architectural types, styles, and forms, erected using local building materials and construction
technologies. Properties designated with a high rating are to be the most protected from alteration and
demolition.

MEDIUM rating. Properties that may or may not be identified as architecturally significant on an
individual basis, but are nonetheless valuable resources that add to the Historic District’s overall character.
and may be so ranked due to their or its proximity or contribution to the cultural, historic. architectural, or
archeological character of the Historic District or surrounding properties. These properties may have been
moderately altered or are typical examples of a common architectural style or form, but generally retain
their historic integrity to a good or moderate degree. Properties designated with a medium rating shall be
protected from demolition and where possible will be required or encouraged to maintain or improve
architectural features.

LOW rating. Properties that minimally enhance the district’s ability to convey a sense of time and place.
These properties may be typical examples of more recent, common local building forms. architectural
styles, or plan types; be examples of distinctive building forms, architectural styles, or plan types that have
been significantly altered; lack the necessary age to meet the usual fifty (50) year threshold for possible
National Register of Historic Places listing and do not appear to meet the National Register of Historic
Places standard for exceptional significance for properties less than fifty (50) years of age, but which
nevertheless may have relative value within the Historic District, meriting preservation. Properties or
improvements with a low rating may be considered for relocation or demolition upon a determination by
the Historic Review Board that the same can be accomplished with little or no consequence to the
historical, cultural, architectural, or archeological character of the district or property.
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A% -85
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness
Application Date:_ W'Y 3,2 ©1Y Application Complete: 3\)\&‘ 3 2¢14
Property Address,_ VS 2, fusTio S o6 Tk ez .
2 ov buterer Cwvrdh PhoneNo_ 32 0~9 A7 -2195
S O, PosTid Sh FRE TX 7862 Y

Applicant:_{2_ i\ pro(—\-rMnn\ @as+n”  PhoneNo. 2LB50-383AA3 0
address: 42t O Ma & TRG ‘"?71"78557 Fax No. C?\\} 0—949 83y
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:___| o ¢ vt D Oon = Worleog
C/L\\MNLL\; o e | o(“‘ V. onthe (€S Side . Oyre

00N vﬁ“ﬁ' peak o b A"Q‘“{ 60\_3\" S:\CLQ ([K\OCLLQ.""'Q He \FJ/LT-OL.]U\{)
e m-'ccQ& fﬁéu&.ﬂ—(\efz_ -ko[;)_avetuté\rid

Description of how the propdsed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the structure
orsite___ (D e Cowld Qpr \&@5 \\?O\I‘f.q/&*ed\'\e O\ -

o )r/L T AL (0L€ bbﬂ— rg*c:‘\\:\ @\(\C,\oafcl pzc}u’t
V\’Rf e =k A"f\, ol \I/Ef\g. L\DO%"— (MRS |\ detet

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:

(A G o6 /0\@4' Sty

Owner;

Address:

c}z@kﬁ O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: \bh“\’).f col "PD Historic Photograph

Desired Starting Date;_ NS 2S5 . 20(Y Desired Completion Date:_ 8 | & [ 204
SURVEY RATING:  OHigh [IMedium OLow (otie
[ RFH,: Estimated Date of Construction

wly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date OInsignificant DSignificant

iIding Official’s Determination (Alax 7 days)
Lg ; Mu Date_| )":)j H— ﬁlnmgn ﬁcan-
C]{:i;u{m ’s Détermination {(M 7 days)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application)
APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus {7Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

’

Notice to Applicant:

ECEIVE];

JUL O 7 1014




R T
‘m

v

5 Ay
= o oy e AT N
TS ONE AT
lﬂl--im-ﬂf!‘i - 'l & '

i e e




:

S
S
-
=
o

....-ﬂj"" 5 ~ ‘-“1‘
\

LA o <
LSRRI A
—m [

’.

-

s,

= ;:;;;?Jr'g;n@@nmmhﬁf o -
CESNEE T

Eegemmaass O\l )
.
i

\.




Inventory of Properties

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

409 W, Austin

2002-05 Re-evaluation - ‘ Notes
High  [] Medium [ ] Low

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation - Notes
High [] Medium

Site ID No.

Address

Date

Stylistic Influence

GCAD Hyperlink

Owner

Historic District

Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes
W Hgh  [] Medium [] Low

148

409 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1920

Craftsman

R1285

ZION EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 87

Previous Ranking 3
Previous Photo References

Roll 18

Frame 32

Outstanding example of a unique building plan that displays distinctive stylistic features and retains
original materials. Outstanding decoralive features contribute to the resource’s significance.

57

412 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1890

vemacular

R23492

SCHLIETER, ROBERT A & PATRICIA

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 88
Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 24 24

Frame 30 31

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or

no alterations.

56

414 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1865

vemacular

R25175

GRAHAM, JOHN JR ETUX

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 89
Previous Ranking 1
Previous Photo References

Roll 24

Frame 26 37 28

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or

no alterations.

Strackbein-Roeder Home.

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

' 2002-05 Re-evaluation NotiE
(] High  [] Medium Low

1032

207 S. Columbus

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1915

vernacular

R22440

BURNETTE, NANCY §

No Outside Historic District

Previous Site No. 90
Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 8 18
Frame

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has suffered severe alterations or

deterioration, resulting in a loss of historical integrity.

addition; siding changes

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

-:'.-'.“J‘"-‘ TS ]
2002-05 Re-evaluation
(] High Medium

Notes

[1 Low

147

415 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1870

vemacular

R2613

ZION LUTHERAN CHURCH

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 90
Previous Ranking 2

Previous Photo References

Roll 18 i 1
Frame 33 34

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or
deterioration. Despite alterations or deterioration, resource retains much of its original form and
character. Outstanding decorative features contribute to the resource's significance.

Recent addition at rear

Appendix B, Page 36







Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-54

Date: August 8, 2014

Address: 312 E. Travis

Owner: David and Gwen Fullbrook

Applicant: Gwen Fullbrook

Rating: High

Proposed Modifications: See attached.

Neighborhood Characteristics: The subject property is in the Historic District.
Staff Comments: The scope of the project justifies Board review.

General Notes:
The mandatory functions of the Board include the following:

(1) Removal, addition or modification of architectural detail. The distinguishing historic
qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its environment shall not be destroyed.
Removal or modification of any historic material or distinctive architectural features may be
accomplished upon issue of certificate of appropriateness; however, this should be avoided when
possible. Architectural features include but are not limited to exterior wall materials, windows,
railings, decorative woodwork, masonry, or stone elements.

(2) Paint color and application. Traditionally, the base colors of Fredericksburg's buildings
have been soft muted shades of greens, blues, whites, and tans. In order to continue the historic
integrity of the buildings in the district, these colors continue to be acceptable today, and do not
require review or issuance of a certificate. The building official shall determine whether or not the
proposed color is within the approved list of colors. Base colors such as vibrant or "hot" shades,
dark deep shades, and black shades are not acceptable. If one wishes to use these colors, a
certificate of appropriateness must be granted in advance of paint application. The painting of
existing historic buildings composed of materials such as unpainted stone or unpainted masonry
is prohibited.

(3) New construction in historic districts. The board will review all new construction plans
within Historic Districts in order to ensure visual compatibility with the surrounding buildings
and environment in relation to height, gross volume, proportion, design harmony and setback.

The advisory functions of the Board include the following:
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(1) The effect of the proposed change on the general historic, cultural, and architectural nature
of the historic district or landmark.

(2) The appropriateness of exterior architectural features which can be seen from a public street,
alley, or walkway.

(3) The general design, arrangement, texture, color, and material of the building, or structure,
and the relation of such factors to similar features of buildings, or structures, in the district. This
consideration shall not be the aesthetic appeal of the structure to the board nor the proposed
remodeling, but rather its conformity to the general character of the particular historic area
involved.

(4) Conformance of signage to the general historic, cultural, and architectural character of the
historic district or landmark.

(5) The effects of the proposed change to the value of the historic district or landmark as an area
of unique interest and character.

(6) The general and specific Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings, as issued by the secretary of the interior.

(7) The importance of finding a way to meet the current needs of the property owner and the
importance of approving plans that will be economically reasonable for the property owner to
carry out.

Preservation Priority Rating. Three-tier rating system used in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey to evaluate all properties within, and adjoining to, the City’s Historic District. Ratings are based
upon current determinations of architectural value and integrity and, if known, historical and cultural value,
and may be altered from time to time as additional information is discovered or circumstances change.

HIGH rating. The most significant properties identified in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey. These properties are considered to be outstanding, unique, or good examples of architecture.
engineering. or design. Some are unique to the Fredericksburg area and are indicative of German-Texan
vernacular forms and/or building techniques. Others are noteworthy examples of 19th and early 20th
century architectural types, styles. and forms, erected using local building materials and construction
technologies. Properties designated with a high rating are to be the most protected from alteration and
demolition.

MEDIUM rating. Properties that may or may not be identified as architecturally significant on an
individual basis, but are nonetheless valuable resources that add to the Historic District’s overall character,
and may be so ranked due to their or its proximity or contribution to the cultural, historic. architectural, or
archeological character of the Historic District or surrounding properties. These properties may have been
moderately altered or are typical examples of a common architectural style or form, but generally retain
their historic integrity to a good or moderate degree. Properties designated with a medium rating shall be
protected from demolition and where possible will be required or encouraged to maintain or improve
architectural features.

LOW rating. Properties that minimally enhance the district’s ability to convey a sense of time and place.
These properties may be typical examples of more recent, common local building forms. architectural
styles, or plan types; be examples of distinctive building forms, architectural styles, or plan types that have
been significantly altered; lack the necessary age to meet the usual fifty (50) year threshold for possible
National Register of Historic Places listing and do not appear to meet the National Register of Historic
Places standard for exceptional significance for properties less than fifty (50) years of age, but which
nevertheless may have relative value within the Historic District, meriting preservation. Properties or
improvements with a low rating may be considered for relocation or demolition upon a determination by
the Historic Review Board that the same can be accomplished with little or no consequence to the
historical, cultural, architectural, or archeological character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: /-) = [\] = ’ Lf‘ Application Complete:

Property Address: ?7[ Z s -’{/&A\HS

ownen DAV (S ' Gued Full bk soneno( 8%0) 999-362

Address: BI—L ¢ TRAVIS

sopticans_ (00 Fdilp kool moneno__ b 2423 col]

Address: S e Fare No. 5/“??_,9\ e pfr

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: €
Move 14 1Zx20 Caluwdole copmerteld Jo bededecl.

Crtorior 0illheyduded do moteh honac

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the structure
or site:

Dull &VM S Wend ¢l u)f W&‘DML m«&ﬁ;/ﬂe%
LO7| he ﬁ@m&é@“ﬁom.ﬂjﬁ/umw%w‘

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:

El/Drawmg O Sketch Date Submitted: [ Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: -/d’éA’ lﬂ Desired Completion Date: Z Weel ¢

SURVEY RATING: OHigh ediu CLow CNone
| - Es ‘D/ag@truction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: /41

The Applicant certifiesahgf he/she ighthe Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date 7/ 7// q Oinsignificant [@Significant

ilding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
— ) / Date Olinsignificant WSignificant

Chc{tg;&ant’s Detelmination (Max 7 days)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus {JBoard Review;, CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-§40.00

ECEIVE
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Inventory of Properties

309 E. Travis Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes
[JHigh [ Medium Low

846

309 E. Travis

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1980

vemacular

Yes Potential Historic District

Previous Site No. 780 _

Previous Ranking 3
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

The resource’s construction date fails to meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium

preservation priority.

309 (side) E. Travis Site ID No,
73 \ Address
Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation ' Notes
(JHigh [ Medium [v] Low

847

309 (side) E. Travis

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1990

R27070

JARREAU, JAMES W & DANITA J

Yes Potential Historic District

Previous Site No. LBQ_
Previous Ranking 3
Previous Photo References

Roll 3

Frame 18

The resource's construction date fails fo meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium

preservation priority.

310 E. Travis Site ID No.
ST YLod ; Address
Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation NistiE
] High [ Medium [JLlow

654

310 E. Travis

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1900

Queen Anne; Craftsman

R1678

Yes Potential Historic District

Previous Site No. 781
Previous Ranking 3
Previous Photo References

Roll 1

Frame 30

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or

no alterations.

311 E. Travis Site ID No.
f5 X Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperiink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

| 200205Re-evaluation —
High [ Medium [] Low

845

311 E. Travis

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1900

vermnacular

R22213

Yes Potential Historic District

Previous Site No. 782

Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 3

Frame 17

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or

no alterations.

Exterior wall materials and shed roof additions are historic alterations.

312 E. Travis Site ID No.
# 3 3 Address

Date

Stylistic influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation - Notes
High [ Medium [ ] Low

651

312 E. Travis

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1890

vemacular

R13364

Yes Potential Historic District

Previous Site No. 783
Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 1

Frame 31

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or

no alterations.

House has a rear circa 1920 addition (fikely rear porch that was enclosed). Resource has two

buildings to the rear (see #s 652 and 653).
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-55

Date: August 8, 2014

Address: 313 W. Austin

Owner: Estate of Deborah Howard

Applicant: Angela Moga

Rating: Medium

Proposed Modifications: Install metal carport.

Neighborhood Characteristics: The subject property is in the Historic District.
Staff Comments: The scope of the project justifies Board review.

General Notes:
The mandatory functions of the Board include the following:

(1) Removal, addition or modification of architectural detail. The distinguishing historic
qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its environment shall not be destroyed.
Removal or modification of any historic material or distinctive architectural features may be
accomplished upon issue of certificate of appropriateness; however, this should be avoided when
possible. Architectural features include but are not limited to exterior wall materials, windows,
railings, decorative woodwork, masonry, or stone elements.

(2) Paint color and application. Traditionally, the base colors of Fredericksburg's buildings
have been soft muted shades of greens, blues, whites, and tans. In order to continue the historic
integrity of the buildings in the district, these colors continue to be acceptable today, and do not
require review or issuance of a certificate. The building official shall determine whether or not the
proposed color is within the approved list of colors. Base colors such as vibrant or "hot" shades,
dark deep shades, and black shades are not acceptable. If one wishes to use these colors, a
certificate of appropriateness must be granted in advance of paint application. The painting of
existing historic buildings composed of materials such as unpainted stone or unpainted masonry
is prohibited.

(3) New construction in historic districts. The board will review all new construction plans
within Historic Districts in order to ensure visual compatibility with the surrounding buildings
and environment in relation to height, gross volume, proportion, design harmony and setback.

The advisory functions of the Board include the following:

\q



(1) The effect of the proposed change on the general historic, cultural, and architectural nature
of the historic district or landmark.

(2) The appropriateness of exterior architectural features which can be seen from a public street,
alley, or walkway.

(3) The general design, arrangement, texture, color, and material of the building, or structure,
and the relation of such factors to similar features of buildings, or structures, in the district. This
consideration shall not be the aesthetic appeal of the structure to the board nor the proposed
remodeling, but rather its conformity to the general character of the particular historic area
involved.

(4) Conformance of signage to the general historic, cultural, and architectural character of the
historic district or landmark.

(5) The effects of the proposed change to the value of the historic district or landmark as an area
of unique interest and character.

(6) The general and specific Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings, as issued by the secretary of the interior.

(7) The importance of finding a way to meet the current needs of the property owner and the
importance of approving plans that will be economically reasonable for the property owner to
carry out.

Preservation Priority Rating. Three-tier rating system used in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey to evaluate all properties within, and adjoining to, the City’s Historic District. Ratings are based
upon current determinations of architectural value and integrity and. if known, historical and cultural value,
and may be altered from time to time as additional information is discovered or circumstances change.

HIGH rating, The most significant properties identified in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey. These properties are considered to be outstanding, unique, or good examples of architecture,
engineering, or design. Some are unique to the Fredericksburg area and are indicative of German-Texan
vernacular forms and/or building techniques. Others are noteworthy examples of 19th and early 20th
century architectural types, styles. and forms, erected using local building materials and construction
technologies. Properties designated with a high rating are to be the most protected from alteration and
demolition.

MEDIUM rating. Properties that may or may not be identified as architecturally significant on an
individual basis, but are nonetheless valuable resources that add to the Historic District’s overall character,
and may be so ranked due to their or its proximity or contribution to the cultural, historic. architectural, or
archeological character of the Historic District or surrounding properties. These properties may have been
moderately altered or are typical examples of a common architectural style or form, but generally retain
their historic integrity to a good or moderate degree. Properties designated with a medium rating shall be
protected from demolition and where possible will be required or encouraged to maintain or improve
architectural features.

LOW rating. Properties that minimally enhance the district’s ability to convey a sense of time and place.
These properties may be typical examples of more recent, common local building forms, architectural
styles, or plan types; be examples of distinctive building forms, architectural styles, or plan types that have
been significantly altered; lack the necessary age to meet the usual fifty (50) year threshold for possible
National Register of Historic Places listing and do not appear to meet the National Register of Historic
Places standard for exceptional significance for properties less than fifty (50) years of age, but which
nevertheless may have relative value within the Historic District, meriting preservation. Properties or
improvements with a low rating may be considered for relocation or demolition upon a determination by
the Historic Review Board that the same can be accomplished with little or no consequence to the
historical, cultural, architectural, or archeological character of the district or property.
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14 55

Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: // q / J ~ Application Complete:

Property Address: 3i3 w- WW SE, ?‘AX—WW '-X

Owner: /&m 7\ ﬂw") /dmu'”“/(-?hone No. S/’ 1= Fox-d4x3)
Address: Jo¥ol Peao /U"D“Q'Q/f'w Ain . i b0, TE "Jeuady
Applicant; Q/MM’LQ /u*’ {’“?(“ ( POA— ) Phone No.__ ¥/ 7- 8% - LS3 /

2
Address; /001 @M/M&w 0l ﬁ(yaxﬁfw

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

(Mq_ Sox ) Aatle ard buﬂ«&wfuﬂ) Oneline d .

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the structure

or site:

W«Jﬁ? }?;g—d/LL Ireots o o hMN@'Q M
bpprs¥ ;50+¢WM

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:

Tyt Farrco>—"

O Drawing [ Sketch Date Submitted: {3 Historic Photograph {( See ";b{MLc"A‘)

™ e ot
Desired Starting Date: [ )U'L)Lﬂ‘ L~ 30 . bwwDesned Completion Date: /4 S.Af. )U) i (a o c{w-g—)
SURVEY RATING: [OHigh EMedium OLow [None e OMM*-*—‘ .
[0 RTHL: Estimpated Date of Copstruction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: PV V] dga
The Applicant certifies that he/she is the er or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
Date OiInsignificant UlSignificant
ilding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
Date__ f { [ 2 ! Z‘;{: Olinsignificant BSignificant
Chaitmdn’s Defermination ax 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-8/0.00 plus {J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-540.00
E 1
n JUL O 9 2014 Uj
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Inventory of Properties

311 W. Austin
“+ SR

2002-05 Re-evaluation
(] High Medivm [ ] Low

2002-05 Re-evaluation

High - [] Medium [] Low

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

155

311 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1940

R24880

REINBACH, FELIX TIMOTHY & BARBARA
QUINTERO

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No.

Previous Ranking

Previous Photo References
Rolf
Frame

Typical example of a distinctive building plan that has suffered minor or no alterations.

61

312 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1880

vemacular; Craftsman

R20631

BRANDES, ROBERT R

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 80

Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 24 24_ ) 25 o
Frame

% 37 3

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or

no alterations.

Porch exhibits Craftsman influence, likely added c. 1920.

313 W. Austin

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

154

313 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1920

Queen Anne

R22358

HOWARD, DEBORAH L

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 81

Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 18

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or

deterioration. Resource displays distinctive stylistic elements.

Large rear addition

2002-05 Re-evaluation
] High [ Medium ] Low

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

153

315 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1910

vemacular

R19182

JENSCHKE, ELENORA MISS

Yes  Historic District

Previous SiteNo. 82

Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 18

An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
no alterations. Outstanding deccrative features contribute to the resource’s significance.

s
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-58

Date: August 8, 2014

Address: 202 S. Bowie

Owner: Melvin and DeLana Littleton

Applicant: H & H Vinyl Fencing

Rating: Medium

Proposed Modifications: Install 215° of vinyl fence.

Neighborhood Characteristics: The subject property is in the Historic District.
Staff Comments: The scope of the project justifies Board review.

General Notes:
The mandatory functions of the Board include the following:

(1) Removal, addition or modification of architectural detail. The distinguishing historic
qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its environment shall not be destroyed.
Removal or modification of any historic material or distinctive architectural features may be
accomplished upon issue of certificate of appropriateness; however, this should be avoided when
possible. Architectural features include but are not limited to exterior wall materials, windows,
railings, decorative woodwork, masonry, or stone elements.

(2) Paint color and application. Traditionally, the base colors of Fredericksburg's buildings
have been soft muted shades of greens, blues, whites, and tans. In order to continue the historic
integrity of the buildings in the district, these colors continue to be acceptable today, and do not
require review or issuance of a certificate. The building official shall determine whether or not the
proposed color is within the approved list of colors. Base colors such as vibrant or "hot" shades,
dark deep shades, and black shades are not acceptable. If one wishes to use these colors, a
certificate of appropriateness must be granted in advance of paint application. The painting of
existing historic buildings composed of materials such as unpainted stone or unpainted masonry
is prohibited.

(3) New construction in historic districts. The board will review all new construction plans
within Historic Districts in order to ensure visual compatibility with the surrounding buildings
and environment in relation to height, gross volume, proportion, design harmony and setback.

The advisory functions of the Board include the following:

ot



(1) The effect of the proposed change on the general historic, cultural, and architectural nature

of the historic district or landmark.
(2) The appropriateness of exterior architectural features which can be seen from a public street,

alley, or walkway.

(3) The general design, arrangement, texture, color, and material of the building, or structure,
and the relation of such factors to similar features of buildings, or structures, in the district. This
consideration shall not be the aesthetic appeal of the structure to the board nor the proposed
remodeling, but rather its conformity to the general character of the particular historic area

involved.

(4) Conformance of signage to the general historic, cultural, and architectural character of the
historic district or landmark.

(5) The effects of the proposed change to the value of the historic district or landmark as an area

of unique interest and character.

(6) The general and specific Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings, as issued by the secretary of the interior.

(7) The importance of finding a way to meet the current needs of the property owner and the
importance of approving plans that will be economically reasonable for the property owner to

carry out.

Preservation Priority Rating. Three-tier rating system used in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey to evaluate all properties within, and adjoining to, the City’s Historic District. Ratings are based
upon current determinations of architectural value and integrity and, if known, historical and cultural value,
and may be altered from time to time as additional information is discovered or circumstances change.

HIGH rating. The most significant properties identified in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey. These properties are considered to be outstanding, unique, or good examples of architecture,
engineering, or design. Some are unique to the Fredericksburg area and are indicative of German-Texan
vernacular forms and/or building techniques. Others are noteworthy examples of 19th and early 20th
century architectural types, styles, and forms, erected using local building materials and construction
technologies. Properties designated with a high rating are to be the most protected from alteration and
demolition.

MEDIUM rating. Properties that may or may not be identified as architecturally significant on an
individual basis, but are nonetheless valuable resources that add to the Historic District’s overall character,
and may be so ranked due to their or its proximity or contribution to the cultural, historic, architectural, or
archeological character of the Historic District or surrounding properties. These properties may have been
moderately altered or are typical examples of a common architectural style or form, but generally retain
their historic integrity to a good or moderate degree. Properties designated with a medium rating shall be
protected from demolition and where possible will be required or encouraged to maintain or improve
architectural features.

LOW rating. Properties that minimally enhance the district’s ability to convey a sense of time and place.
These properties may be typical examples of more recent, common local building forms, architectural
styles, or plan types; be examples of distinctive building forms. architectural styles, or plan types that have
been significantly altered: lack the necessary age to meet the usual fifty (50) year threshold for possible
National Register of Historic Places listing and do not appear to meet the National Register of Historic
Places standard for exceptional significance for properties less than fifty (50) years of age, but which
nevertheless may have relative value within the Historic District, meriting preservation. Properties or
improvements with a low rating may be considered for relocation or demolition upon a determination by
the Historic Review Board that the same can be accomplished with little or no consequence to the
historical, cultural, architectural, or archeological character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: 7.(,‘5’ )' "i Application Complets; 72§f ‘;
202 South Bowia Street, Fredericksburg, TX 78624

Property Address:

Owner: Melvin and Delana Littleton Phone No, 361.748.7333

420 E. Cotter Ave Port Aransas, TX 78373
Address:
&0 Bohalt DF t+hé

Applicant: HEJH Vﬂq; Fﬁnilnq Uﬁfﬂ%ﬂﬁg Phone NDL8 3‘0) ‘77‘? 50{‘0

o 3%2 Fn 7758 La Vernia, Ty 18121

1 with the architectural or historic aspect of the structure :
LIChH [ ¢ Albr {LQE shie zbz £xing Stone mfu:ﬂ* -

Any circumstances or conditions concerming the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:

None

[ Drawing B Sketch Date Submitted; [J Historic Photograph

Desired Starting Dm-‘MLZ&Q Desired Completion Date: \S winmel ZDH
SURVEY RATING: [OHigh OMedm 2 [:]Low CiNone

E THL: Esti | Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE:  ZAA LI [T

The Applicant certifigs th hey he is the Ownter or r’JIy authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

// Date J:/C{/f‘f Cnsignificant @Significant
~—DBuilding Official 's Determination (Max 7 days)
ﬁh mﬂf\" Date Lj/ 4 / )u Ofusignificant ESignificant
CHaikman s Detérmination {(Max days) i [
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus {J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-520. 00

Ay
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Stunning Beauty -~ Lifetime Durability

Authentic - Granite-look walls and gates.

Durable - Molded of exceptionally tough
polyethylene, reinforced with galvanized steel.

= Sp——
- /m,gt% .

Impact - Superior strength - baseballs, golf
balls, and rocks bounce off.

Temperature - Stable in hot and cold weather
exiremes. Withstands tests at -40° to +140° F,

Wind - Superior wind resistance, 110 mph
sustained, 130 mph gusts, certified to Dade
County, Florida hurricane requirements.

Fade Resistant - UV stabilized for a lifetime of
* vibrant color,

Sound Barrier - Blocks 98% of direct sound.
Wood fences block 75%, concrete 100%.

Graffiti Resistant - Easily remove grafﬁti using
a high powered pressure washer.

Maintenance Free - Install and enjoy.
Warranty - Manufacturer's Lifetime Warranty.

Made in the USA - out of recycled and new
materials,







Inventory of Properties

302 N. Bowie Site ID No.
LR Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluan - ‘ Notes
[JHigh  [] Medum [ Low

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation - Notes
[J High  [] Medium [] Low

767

302 N. Bowie

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1950

R26746

BIERSCHWALE, CREDIT & LENDING

No Outside Historic District

Previous Site No.

Previous Ranking

Previous Photo References
Roll
Frame

Typical example of a common building form, architectural style, or plan type that has suffered severe
alterations or deterioration, resulting in a loss of historical integrity.

773

108 ? S. Bowie

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Yes Histeric District

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References
Roll
Frame

Resource is an empty lot.

109 S. Bowie Site ID No.
’ Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

! 2002-05 Re-evaluation ' Notes
[JHigh [ ] Medium [v] Low

109 S. Bowie

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1950

R21134

WALLACE, GRACE LORAINE

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No.

Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

The resource's construction date fails to meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium

preservation priority.

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation 7 7 Notes
[JHigh ] Medium Low

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation 7 Notes
[J High ) Medium [ Low

774

110 S. Bowie

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1905

Queen Anne

R28335

LEE, RONALD E JR

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has suffered severe alterations or

deterioration, resulting in a loss of historical integrity.

Resource has a significant addition

775

202 S. Bowie

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1880

vemacular

R58755

COX, LINDA JANE P

Yes  Historic District

Previous Site No. 135

Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Rall 2 2

Frame 31 32

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or

deterioration.

Garage has been attached to the rear of this resource.
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-63

Date: August 8, 2014

Address: 522 W. Austin

Owner: Dr. John and Suzanne Shore

Applicant: Laughlin Homes & Restoration

Rating: Medium

Proposed Modifications: See attached.

Neighborhood Characteristics: The subject property is in the Historic District.
Staff Comments: The scope of the project justifies Board review.

General Notes:
The mandatory functions of the Board include the following:

(1) Removal, addition or modification of architectural detail. The distinguishing historic
qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its environment shall not be destroyed.
Removal or modification of any historic material or distinctive architectural features may be
accomplished upon issue of certificate of appropriateness; however, this should be avoided when
possible. Architectural features include but are not limited to exterior wall materials, windows,
railings, decorative woodwork, masonry, or stone elements.

(2) Paint color and application. Traditionally, the base colors of Fredericksburg's buildings
have been soft muted shades of greens, blues, whites, and tans. In order to continue the historic
integrity of the buildings in the district, these colors continue to be acceptable today, and do not
require review or issuance of a certificate. The building official shall determine whether or not the
proposed color is within the approved list of colors. Base colors such as vibrant or "hot" shades,
dark deep shades, and black shades are not acceptable. If one wishes to use these colors, a
certificate of appropriateness must be granted in advance of paint application. The painting of
existing historic buildings composed of materials such as unpainted stone or unpainted masonry
is prohibited.

(3) New construction in historic districts. The board will review all new construction plans
within Historic Districts in order to ensure visual compatibility with the surrounding buildings
and environment in relation to height, gross volume, proportion, design harmony and setback.

The advisory functions of the Board include the following:

52



(1) The effect of the proposed change on the general historic, cultural, and architectural nature
of the historic district or landmark.

(2) The appropriateness of exterior architectural features which can be seen from a public street,
alley, or walkway.

(3) The general design, arrangement, texture, color, and material of the building, or structure,
and the relation of such factors to similar features of buildings, or structures, in the district. This
consideration shall not be the aesthetic appeal of the structure to the board nor the proposed
remodeling, but rather its conformity to the general character of the particular historic area
involved.

(4) Conformance of signage to the general historic, cultural, and architectural character of the
historic district or landmark.

(5) The effects of the proposed change to the value of the historic district or landmark as an area
of unique interest and character.

(6) The general and specific Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings, as issued by the secretary of the interior.

(7) The importance of finding a way to meet the current needs of the property owner and the
importance of approving plans that will be economically reasonable for the property owner to
carry out.

Preservation Priority Rating. Three-tier rating system used in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey to evaluate all properties within, and adjoining to, the City’s Historic District. Ratings are based
upon current determinations of architectural value and integrity and, if known, historical and cultural value,
and may be altered from time to time as additional information is discovered or circumstances change.

HIGH rating. The most significant properties identified in the 2002 Fredericksburg Historic Resource
Survey. These properties are considered to be outstanding, unique, or good examples of architecture.
engineering. or design. Some are unique to the Fredericksburg area and are indicative of German-Texan
vernacular forms and/or building techniques. Others are noteworthy examples of 19th and early 20th
century architectural types, styles. and forms, erected using local building materials and construction
technologies. Properties designated with a high rating are to be the most protected from alteration and
demolition.

MEDIUM rating. Properties that may or may not be identified as architecturally significant on an
individual basis, but are nonetheless valuable resources that add to the Historic District’s overall character,
and may be so ranked due to their or its proximity or contribution to the cultural, historic. architectural, or
archeological character of the Historic District or surrounding properties. These properties may have been
moderately altered or are typical examples of a common architectural style or form, but generally retain
their historic integrity to a good or moderate degree. Properties designated with a medium rating shall be
protected from demolition and where possible will be required or encouraged to maintain or improve
architectural features.

LOW rating. Properties that minimally enhance the district’s ability to convey a sense of time and place.
These properties may be typical examples of more recent, common local building forms, architectural
styles, or plan types; be examples of distinctive building forms, architectural styles, or plan types that have
been significantly altered; lack the necessary age to meet the usual fifty (50) year threshold for possible
National Register of Historic Places listing and do not appear to meet the National Register of Historic
Places standard for exceptional significance for properties less than fifty (50) years of age, but which
nevertheless may have relative value within the Historic District, meriting preservation. Properties or
improvements with a low rating may be considered for relocation or demolition upon a determination by
the Historic Review Board that the same can be accomplished with little or no consequence to the
historical, cultural, architectural, or archeological character of the district or property.

B



Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

7/28/2014 Application Complete:

Application Date:
Property Address: 522 W. Austin, Fredericksburg, TX 78624, Corner of North Bowie and West Austin

Legal Description: Town Lots No. 43AR-1R & 43BR-11R, Corner of N. Bowie and W. Austin

Phone No. 830-997-4974

Owner: Dr. John & Suzanne Shore

" Address: West Austin Street

Applicant; Léughlin Homes & Restoration Phone No. 830-997-4974

Address: *616 W. Main

-

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:_New home construction addition to existing structure.

Existing structure previously submitted and approved for move with Historic Review Board.

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the
structure or site:

See Attached Plans

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:

None
O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: U Historie Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Desired Completian Date:
SURVEY RATING:  [High fum OLow ONone
Or : Bstinyated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNA L ;
helshe is/ﬁe Omer)%amed Agent for the Owner of the Property
Date X/‘f (g UOlnsignificant MSignificant
(Max 7 days)
Date ﬁ_! 4 ’ 14 Qinsignificam  WSignifican
Max 7 b'ay.r)
Meeting Date (40 days max. afier complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus £ Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$§20.00
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Inventory of Properties

522 W. Austin

2002-05 Re-evaluation
[] High Medium [] Low

Site ID No,
Address
Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

45

522 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1890

vemacufar

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 105
Previous Ranking 2
Previous Photo References

Roll 24

Frame 15

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or

deterioration.

Building's exterior walls have been reclad with asbestos shingles.
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2002-05 Re-evaluation
[] High Medium [ ] Low

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

524 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1920

Craftsman

R14356

CRENWELGE, EUGENE G MRS

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 106 -
Previous Ranking 4
Previous Photo References

Roll 24

Frame 14

Typical example of a distinctive building plan that has suffered minor or no alterations. Resource

displays distinctive stylistic elements.

Building's exterior walls have been reclad with asbestos shingles.

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

43

602 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1875

vernacular

R26256

WENDEL, MARTIN CONRAD

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 107

Previous Ranking 1
Previous Photo References

Roll 24 24 A4

Frame 9 10 11

Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or
deterioration. Despite alterations or deterioration, resource retains much of its original form and

character.

Anton Kunz Home. Front fagade stone has been repointed with cement. Resource has rear and

side wood-frame additions wfasbestos shingle siding.

; 2002-—01_5 ﬁé:évaluaﬁon
(] High [ Medium Low

604 W, Austin

(7] High

[] Medium Low

Site ID No.
Address

Dafe

Stylistic influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

139

603 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1960

R24808

REEH, THOMAS WAYNE & MICHAEL E

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

The resource's construction date fails to meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium

preservation priority.

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

42

604 W. Austin

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1925

R26254

WENDEL, MARTIN CONRAD

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

Example of a distinctive building plan that has undergone alterations or deterioration.

Original porch posts replaced w/metal columns.

Appendix B, Page 41




