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CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
Tuesday, September 9, 2014
City Hall

Conference Room
126 W. Main St.

5:30 P.M.

Call to Order

Approve Minutes of August 2014 Regular Meeting

APPLICATIONS

3. 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

4. Application #14-70 by Elihu Washburne at 312 E. Austin to:

A) Close off front door and stucco over to match house

B) Replace two downstairs front windows that flank chimney with similar
casement doors

C) Expand opening from 36" to 38” and extend height opening 9” to 84"

B. Application #14-72 by Curl’'s Construction on behalf of Maria Tyng at 124 E. Main
Street to replace staircase on exterior of building

6. Application #14-73 by Andy Bray on behalf of Fredericksburg Chamber of Commerce
at 306 E. Austin to construct a 1250 square foot addition and 120 square foot porch to
the existing private office building

7. Application #14-74 by Andy Bray on behalf of Matthew and Melissa Mabery to renovate
and construct addition to existing house for use as a B&B and construct two new B&B
units at 618 W. Main Street

8. Application #14-75 by Gus and Jacquelyn Rios at 319 E. Main to construct new
1200 square foot building on rear of property for additional retail space

DISCUSSIONS

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

SIGN OFF APPLICATIONS

10.
11.
12.
13.
14,
15.

#14-66 — Construct deck — 207 S. Milam (Birck)
#14-67 — Paint exterior — 507 Cora (Turpin)

#14-68 — Change wood siding to rock on approved addition — 202 S. Bowie (Littleton)

#14-69 — Paint exterior — 409 W. San Antonio (Radle)
#14-71 — Replace metal roof — 110 W. Centre (Buckalew)
#14-76 — Replace cedar picket fence with cedar dog ear — 302 N. Crockett (Deike)

ADJOURN

Pp1- 4

Pp 5-12

Pp 13 - 21

Pp 22 - 26

Pp 27 - 33

Pp 34 - 43

Pp 44 - 49



STATE OF TEXAS HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE August 12, 2014
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG 5:30 PM

On this 12" day of August, 2014 the Historic Review Board convened in regular session at the regular
meeting place thereof, with the following members present to constitute a quorum:

LARRY JACKSON
STAN KLEIN
CHARLES SCHMIDT
ERIC PARKER
DAVID BULLION
MIKE PENICK

ABSENT: SHARON JOSEPH
KAREN OESTREICH
JOHN MURAGLIA

ALSO PRESENT: BRIAN JORDAN — Director of Development Services
PAT MCGOWAN - City Attorney

KYLE STAUDT - Building Official
TAMMIE LOTH — Development Coordinator

The meeting was called to order at 5:30 PM by Larry Jackson.

MINUTES

Charles Schmidt moved to approve the minutes from the July 2014 regular meeting. Stan Klein
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

APPLICATIONS

Application #14-53 by Rick Hartmann on behalf of Zion Lutheran Church to remove
three non-functioning chimneys at 415 W. Austin — Rick Hartmann, Deacon for Zion
Lutheran Church, presented the application. Mr. Hartmann noted the chimneys are beginning to
fall apart and noted when they had the roof replaced last year the roofers said the chimneys are
just sitting on the ridge and are not connected to anything underneath. Mr. Hartmann added they
don’t match the brick on the house and he is concerned about the chimneys falling. Stan Klein
noted these were flues, and not chimneys for fireplaces, and historically the detailing and profile
is something they may have done, although he does not know the history of the building. Mr.
Klein asked if the flues had caps on them and Mr. Hartmann stated they do. Mr. Klein noted the
most unsound one is the one that is leaning back and the one on the left looks like something
that has evolved over time. Mr. Klein added a chimney flue typically adds to the character of
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the building but that is also how you get water damage on the homes when the functionality is
gone. Mike Penick noted the two on the ridge are not above the wall, but the rear one is so
there may be a visible flue in the wall. Mr. Hartmann commented the one above the wall seems
pretty sound but the other two are not, so possibly they could leave the one that is sound. David
Bullion noted that would preserve a little bit of the original character and structure.

David Bullion moved to approve the removal of the two chimneys most visible on the ridgeline
and preserve the one on the back wall. Charles Schmidt seconded the motion. All voted in

favor and the motion carried.

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 — Gwen Fullbrook presented the application
and noted she has a 20” x 12’ cabin that needs to be moved and she would like to move it to her
house. Mike Penick verified she already owned the cabin and Ms. Fullbrook noted she does.
Stan Klein asked if it would be used for living area and Ms. Fullbrook stated they were looking
at using it as an extra bedroom. David Bullion asked if they were planning on doing anything
besides painting it to make it blend in. Ms. Fullbrook commented she could do something else
if it is advised by the Board. Charles Schmidt noted the space where the cabin is going is very
tight. Mike Penick commented the cabin will not be very visible but it would be nice if the
cedar posts and windows are changed. Mr. Klein asked if they will take the porch off and Ms.
Fullbrook said they would to move it, but will then put it back on. Eric Parker moved to
approve Application #14-54 as presented. Mike Penick amended the motion to add the
condition the posts be changed to a regular milled lumber and Mr. Klein noted a 4x4 chamfered
or square so it does not look so rustic. Ms. Fullbrook added the cabin will be painted yellow to
match the house. Charles Schmidt seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion

carried.

Application #14-55 by Angela Moga at 313 W. Austin to install a two car 20’ x 21’carport
Phillip Howard presented the application and provided photos of the property from Main Street
to show the visibility of the area where the applicant would like to put the carport. Mr. Howard
noted they chose the carport they would like to have installed but they can change the design if
the Board thinks another one is more appropriate. David Bullion asked if there is a building in
that location now and Mr. Howard noted there was one but it has fallen down. Mr. Howard
added they can change to a flat roof if that is preferred over the pitched roof. Stan Klein
commented the color of the carport should be something that blends in with what is there, such
as Quaker Gray or Evergreen, so the building will not stand out.

Charles Schmidt moved to approve Application #14-55. Stan Klein added the color should be
Quaker Gray or Evergreen to play down the structure. Eric Parker seconded the motion. All
voted in favor and the motion carried.

Application #14-58 by H & H Vinyl Fencing on behalf of Melvin and DeLana Littleton to
replace approximately 215 linear feet of wood privacy fence with simulated stone vinyl
fencing at 202 S. Bowie — There was no applicant in attendance to make the presentation.
Mike Penick commented he has several questions about the fence. David Bullion noted the
fence material is completely out of scope with other material seen in the Historic District. Eric
Parker stated the applicants should bring a sample of the fence to the meeting.
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Mike Penick moved to table Application #14-58 until the next meeting. David Bullion
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

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 —
Richard Laughlin presented the application and noted the property has been replatted and the
existing historic structure relocated on the lot, and the owners would now like to construct an
addition to the rear of the structure. Mr. Laughlin noted the goal is to preserve the frame
structure and showcase it by using a glass connector between the new construction and the
historic structure. Mr. Laughlin added the design will be similar to the Bierschwale Estate.
David Bullion asked how it compared to the Bierschwale Estate as far as scale and Mr.
Laughlin noted from what he has calculated the height of the new construction will be 21 feet to
the plate and the Bierschwale Estate is 22 feet. Mr. Bullion commented from Austin Street the
scale looks similar but the scale from Bowie Street is different and appears long. Mr. Laughlin
noted the width of the main structure is 23 feet and the projection out to the front is 14 feet. Mr.
Laughlin added the Bowie Street side is 23 feet on the 2 story section and the entire length is 91
feet. Stan Klein noted the bracket detailing is not identified on the columns and Mr. Laughlin
noted it would be a simple spandril. Mr. Klein asked if the historic structure would be painted
and Mr. Laughlin noted it would but the colors have not been chosen yet. Mr. Laughlin added
he chose to put on a round porch to soften the corner because it will be most visible at that
point. Mr. Bullion asked what the total square footage is and Mr. Laughlin noted it is 5600
square feet. Mr. Laughlin noted they pushed the new construction back approximately nine feet
from the front of the porch of the historic structure. Mr. Klein asked if the finished floor
elevation is indicative of what they are going to do with the new and Mr. Laughlin noted it was
and they will end up about 16 inches from the curb and may use pier and beam so it looks
appropriate. Mr. Klein noted the drawing shows a double door on the front and asked if that is
what is currently there and Mr. Laughlin stated they will maintain what is there now, the facade
will stay as it is and the porch posts will be put back on. Mr. Klein questioned if the historic
structure will be painted and the metal roof replaced and Mr. Laughlin stated the roof will be
replaced, if necessary, with same material so the historic part is maintained. Mr. Klein asked if
the windows will stay or be replaced and Mr. Laughlin noted the 3 windows will stay and be
repaired. Mr. Klein noted the site falls back and asked if the structure will step down or if it
will be elevated. Mr. Laughlin noted it will be elevated so the finished floor will be one level.
Mr. Klein asked what color will be used on the property and Mr. Laughlin noted that is still to
be determined but it will probably be white.

Mr. Bullion questioned that the only guideline they have for new construction is scale and it
was noted the guidelines are scale, color and materials used and design harmony. David
Bullion move to approve Application #14-63 and Eric Parker seconded the motion. Stan Klein
noted the clarity on the existing structure is different than what is illustrated on the drawings
submitted and the historic stucture will be maintained. All voted in favor and the motion

carried.



DISCUSSIONS

Old Methodist Episcopal Church — 600 E. Main Street — Brian Jordan, Director of
Development Services, noted the Board spoke of options for the church and the main question
was whether the Council had an appetite to condemn the building, but that has not yet been
addressed. Mr. Jordan stated the next step would be to approach the Council to make a formal
request and it would be best coming from the Historic Review Board rather than City Staff. Pat
McGowan, City Attorney, commented they should start with a survey because the ground the
church is sitting on may be right-of-way. It was noted the church should remain on the agenda

for the next meeting.

107 N. Orange — Removal of Architectural Detail - Brian Jordan, Director of Development
Services, noted he had a visit from an interested citizen that bought some brackets from a resale
shop that were taken off the house at 107 N. Orange. Mr. Jordan stated the individual wants the
city to take some action to get the brackets put back on the house and suggested we initiate
communication with the owner to get them put back on before issueing a citation type letter.
The Board agreed the owner should be contacted by City Staff to try and replace the brackets.

ADJOURN

With nothing further to come before the Board, Eric Parker moved to adjourn. Mike Penick seconded
the motion. All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 6:18 p.m.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 9" day of September, 2014.

SHELLEY BRITTON, CITY SECRETARY SHARON JOSEPH, CHAIRMAN






Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-58

Date: September 3, 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:
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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: 7/{‘,6 f ‘T‘ Application Complete: 72‘:};{4
202 South Bowie Street, Frederickshury, TX 78624

Property Address:
Melvin and Delana Littleton Phone No, 361.748.7333

Qwner:

420 E. Cotter Ave  Port Aransas, TX 78373
Address: ]
an pcholy DF Hhe

Applicant: H"?H V;ﬂyl Fﬁnﬂtﬂq &‘H’fﬂ“&fk Phone Na(gsa)j-?’q 50.}0 :
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Descnpt},gn of how, th profg oscd chan%e: wil ?.u in chhmc

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

Nonc
[0 Drawing Bl Sketch Date Submitted; [J Historic Photograph ;i
Pl N 2 Ly .
Desired Starting Date; 3 pINmney 2 {};g Desired Completion Date:y QMWQ &!2_‘! '
SURVEY RATING: [OHigh OMedium Y CLlow CNone
? THL: Estimydfed Dat Construction
APPLICANT SIGNA ALAR TN

he?' he is the Owner or d: uly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

The Applicant certifi
Date P/ C{/f 9 Clinsignificant @Significant

P Building Official 's Determination (Max 7 days)
I ] L\/ Date L{j/ ck / } ZJ Olnsignificant BSigrificant
iﬂm an's Detdrmination (Max ¥ days) :

Meeting Date {40 days max. after complete application} Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus {7 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-§20.00
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Stunning Beauty - Lifetime Durability

Authentic - Granitc-look walls and gates.

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

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

Temperature - Stable in hot and cold weather
extremes. 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 2 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 power‘ed pressure washer.

HaEi

¥
B -?&}g f7:

A9

Maintenance Free - Install and enjoy.

el A g

Warranty - Manufacturer's Lifetime Warranty.

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







Inventory of Properties

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

302 N. Bowie

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

Site ID No.
Address
Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperiink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

767

302 N. Bowie

1950

R26746

BIERSCHWALE, CREDIT & LENDING

No Outside Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Previous Site No.

Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

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

773

108 ? S. Bowie

Yes  Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Previous Site No.

Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References

Roll
Frame

Resource is an empty lot.

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-ava!uation o Notes
[] High [ Medium Low

533

108 S. Bowie

1950

R21134

WALLACE, GRACE LORAINE

Yes Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

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

Hisforic District
Assessment

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

774

110 S. Bowie

1905

Queen Anne

R28335

LEE, RONALD E JR

Yes Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References
Roll
Frame

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

202 S. Bowie

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

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

L] 1983 Historic Resources Survey
202 S. Bowie — 135

1886 revious o.

Previous Ranking 2
vernacular Previoiit Phots Rolorancas
CEBToR revious Photo References
COX, LINDA JANE P Rl 2 22

Frame 31 32

Yes Historic District

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.

Appendix B, Page 49







Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-70

Date: September 3, 2014

Address: 312 E. Austin

Owner: Elihu Washburne

Applicant: Same

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:
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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 Appropriatene—slfL JQ
Application Date: 5} (5 o/ ZZL Application Complete:
Property Address: 5 ol &5, /i( UST/N i P
owmer, EAAHU. WASHBURNE ~— pronerne 3309720 376
address:__ OAME
Applicant: 8 AME Phone No.
aggress___ IAME Fax No.
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: & /05¢ 2k Q 7(’F Drz’f’ [’{ oy~ Cm{’( S‘ﬁ{ cc o
flank ver At mate h heuse., /?ﬂﬁ/&éé F- 4 AoLnstzirs #&WHL m/;mc?/@g _C(/qu

i Wit Simi lar szséménf“ﬁ/wrs /ﬁ)W/ZVM{M%WM/ from 36" toridle fo
% T wide, Exten &/@jﬁ% 0f 8 é'mg

Description of how the proposed change will be ia charac the ec(lzé% r historjc aspect of the structure /
or site: C U Ny /J//w/* a,rf/ 12w 1)a oL 3: J ” /)Mé e es Anet 1S /Oé‘i”‘ ¢ / ({22807

en '{7/‘(!1&76@.. éﬁﬁbfn ent gﬁi /{ﬁ, é"‘7£ )’JeWﬂﬁﬁ(’r’QS’&/gczjé e /45 /Za fa?)fD/%Qfé’/
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re C/@z‘xgy;\r<:1rcumsxtanf?:{ép s Or goér?dl{gnq oncemm th!{\ﬁfﬁé?!yé Llff)h mgy at{gct c@}]phance w«tg the ordinance:___

/\/ Zhe
O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: [0 Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: JA( _9."{ ﬁo Desired Completion Date: /4_8 A{ ()
SURVEY RATING: OHigh [BMedium OLow [CNone

fir] RTHL Estunated Date of Construction

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: S 1 h Yy /22 fltg 1 a o
The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date Olnsignificant USignificant
Building Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
Date Olnsignificant OSignificant
Chairman’s Determination (Max 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [7 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$40.00
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Inventory of Properties

302 E, Austin Site ID No.
o B sh R 1 Address
Dafe

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

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

306 E. Austin Site ID No.
SR i REDS Ry e Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

r z . e
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes
High  [] Medium [ ] Low

308 E. Austin Site ID No.
3 Address
Date

Stylistic influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

200205 Re-evaluation Notes
M) High [ Medium [ ] Low

310 E. Austin
AR oy Address
iy Date
Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink

Owner

Site ID No.

87 1983 Historic Resources Survey
302 E. Austi
o0 e Previous Site No,
Previous Ranking
6728 Previous Photo References
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG Roll
No  Outside Historic District Frame
The resource’s construction date fails to meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium
preservalicn priority.
88 1983 Historic Resources Survey
306 E. Austi
12?0 il Previous Site No. 62
Previous Ranking 2
T Previous Photo References
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG Rol 25 ..
No  Outside Historic Distrct Frame 31
Outstanding example of a unique building plan that displays distincfive stylistic features and retains
original materials.
89 1983 Historic Resources Survey
?inE' Aesin Previous Site No. 63
ey Previous Ranking 2
R16226 Previous Photo References
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG T
No  Outside Historic District Frame 32
Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or
deterioration.
Original porch and porch flooring removed.
90 1983 Historic Resources Survey
. Austi
?;geE Austin Previous Site No.
- Previous Ranking
Justy Revil Previous Photo References
R18073
NIMITZ, ADMIRAL FOUNDATION THE Rl .
Frame

Historic District
Assessment

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

No Outside Historic District

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

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

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

91

312 E. Austin

1840

Tudor Revival

R27807

WAHL, MONROE A MRS

No Outside Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References
Roll
Frame

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

deterioration.
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-72

Date: September 3, 2014
Address: 124 E. Main
Owner: Maria Tyng
Applicant: Curl’s Construction
Rating: High

Proposed Modifications: Replace exterior stairway

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.

Ad



The advisory functions of the Board include the following:

(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 archeclogical character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Avplication Daey 2/ 2 1‘/1{ Application Complete:

Property Address:;_J2 Y ERSF M~in S9-

Owner; /11 i "7/"/"13 Phone No. 83 0~A% - 4397

Address;

pplican_ (o] s Consh Phons Mo, § 22537714247
| Address:_1118_ S VS Py 87 FaxNo_AAT-418D

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: MELS YT 671’9‘\

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

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

[ Drawing X(Sketch Date Submitted: O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: T Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: Pigh OMedium OLow [INone

O RTHL: Estimated Date ofConsgruction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: n?ap_/;bz‘- M

The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date Oinsignificant OSignificant
uilding Official’s Determination quﬂfays)
i f ‘\ w/ Date Oinsignificant &Significant
CHa h"ﬂ/aﬁ 's Defermination &Max days)
" Meeting Dizt (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
= 5

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [J Board Review, CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$40.00
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Inventory of Properties

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

121 E. Main

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

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District

273 1983 Historic Resources Survey

121 E. Main s

1900 Previous Site No. 388
Previous Ranking 3

R25551 Previous Photo References

YTURRIA, FAUSTO JR ETAL R e

Yes Historic District Frame 21

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

no alterations. Resource displays distinctive stylistic elements.

- 1883 Historic Resources Survey
122 E. Main
1930 : Previous Site No.

Previous Ranking
RG5008 Previous Photo References
KOWERT EXCHANGE & REAL ESTATE Rot
Yes Historic District Frame
Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has suffered severe alterations or

Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation
] Medium

Low

Site ID No.
Address

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

2002-05 Re-evaluation

W] High  [] Medium

deterioration, resulting in a loss of historical integrity.

274

Date

123 E. Main

1850

vemacular

R26007

SCHNEIDER, DAVID D ETAL %0 W SCHNEIDER
CHILDREN'S PRTNR

Yes Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Previous Site No. 389
Previous Ranking 1
Previous Photo References

Roll 17 ] 17
Frame

19 20

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

no alterations.

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

124 E. Main

2002-05 Re-evaluation
] High  [] Medium

[] Low

3713

124 E. Main

1905

vernacular

R27138

RIVERA, SUZAN TYNG

Yes Historic District

1983 Historic Resources Survey

Previous Site No. 390
Previous Ranking 2

Previous Photo References
Roll 34

Frame 20

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

no alterations.

Old Central Drugstore

A

Appendix B, Page 131







Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-73

Date: September 3, 2014

Address: 306 E. Austin

Owner: Chamber of Commerce

Applicant: Andy Bray

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:

A1



(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: 08.25.14 Application Compiete; 08.25.14
Property Address; 306 E. Austin Street, Fredericksburg, TX 78624
Owner: [ redericksburg Chamber of Commerce Phone No. 930.997,6523
Address: 302 E. Austin Street, Fredericksburg, TX 78624
Andrew Bray, Mustard Design on behalf of the

Applicant; Fredericksburg Chamber of Commerce Phone No, 830.997.7024
ik 150 E. Main Street, Suite 201 Fredericksburg, TX 78624

escription of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:
D pt f Fxternal Alteration/Rep Demol

W ;“)-’: Ose a 1250 square ft ot ad _: :. 'f.:'" 120 square foot ¢ oren .:." the existing priv e -_}5" -
-Exteric € as o =d of ty il clos e ex

sh atch the existing

Description ol how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the struciure
or sile:

The 5“, e deta

Any circumsiances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance;

None,

O Drawing M Sketch Date Submitted; 282514 [ Historie Photograph
Dusired Completion Daie; Winsar 2094

CLow [ONone
rm by Conhuction

. : Fall 201
Duosired Starling Date: = .
SURVEY RATING: miligh [OMedih

ORTHL A

APPLICANT SIGNATURE:

- L
ner or duly authorize§ Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date ?f 2 1// 1 Olinsignificant @Significant
(Max 7 days)

Date (Qq/ 14' Clinsignificant @Significant
L Maxl7 days)

Nictirman k Determminarion

Meeting Date (40 days max. afier complete application) Notice 1o Applicant:
Z ¥ p PE PP

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-820.00
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Inventory of Properties

302E. Austin Site ID No. 87 1983 Historic Resources Survey
R, Address 302 E. Austin . "
Previous Site No.
Dafe 2002 : ; =
Styilstic infl Previous Ranking
isticln uen'ce Previous Photo References
GCAD Hyperlink R16228
Owner CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG RS
Historic District No  Outside Historic District G
Assessment  The resource’s construction date fails to meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium
TR SR SR e S preservation priority.
VSR A AP HT T
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes
[J High  [] Medium [#] Low
306 E. Austin Site ID No. 88 1983 Historic Resources Survey
: Add;s; ?g?;' AR — | Previous Site No, 62
e Previous Ranking 2
Sliatic nlence Previous Photo References
GCAD Hyperlink R16230
. Owner _CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG - I
- Historic District No Outside Historic District Frame 31
- Assessment  Outstanding example of a unique building plan that displays distinctive stylistic features and retains
e b original materials.
200205 Re-evaluation Notes
W High  [] Medum [ ] Low
Site ID No. 89 1983 Historic Resources Survey
d ; i
Anidiaes: W00k Iunin Previous Site No. 63
Date 1880 ; ; —_—
. Previous Ranking 2
Stylistic Influence  vernacular Piavibus Plicto Refsmnces
GCAD Hyperlink R16226
Owner ~CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG RO 28 s
Historic District No  Outside Historic District Frame 32
Assessment Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergene alterations or
deterioration.
Notes Original porch and porch flocring removed.
Site ID No. 80 1983 Historic Resources Survey
Address 310 E. Austin )
Previous Site No.
Dafe 1930 .
. - Previous Ranking
Stylistic Influence  Tudor Revival Brevions: Bioic Retstonces
GCAD Hyperlink R18073
Owner ~NIMITZ, ADMIRAL FOUNDATION THE Bl iiissiciaa.
Historic District No  Outside Historic District Frams
Assessment  Typical example of a distinctive building plan that has suffered minor or no alterations.
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes
(] High [ Medium [] Low
312 E. Austin Site ID No. 91 1983 Historic Resources Survey
Akireas 3125 Austin Previous Site No,
Date 1940
_— Previous Ranking
Stylistic Influence  Tudor Revival Brevicus Bk Refruriaas
GCAD Hyperlink R27907
Owner WAHL, MONROE A MRS B e iiisaesiaa
Historic District No Outside Historic District Frame
Assessment Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or
L deterioration.
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes
[]Hgh [] Medium [ ] Low
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-74

Date: September 3, 2014

Address: 618 W. Main

Owner: Matthew Mabery

Applicant: Andy Bray

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:___08.25.14 Application Complete:_ 08-25.14
Property Address: 618 W. Main Street, Fredericksburg, TX 78624

Owner: Matthew and Melissa Mabery Phone No. 830.990.0501
Address 1241 South State Hwy 16  Fredericksburg, TX 78624

Applicant-A"drew Bray, Mustard Design on behalf of the Mabery'gp, ne No. 830.997.7024
Address: 150 E. Main Street, Suite 201 Fredericksburg, TX 78624 . o

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:
Renovation and addition to convert the existing house on site to a bed and breakfast. The addition of two (2)

_stand alone bed and breakfast units on site. Exterior colors will match the existing, window and shutter styles
shall closely match the existing and the metal roof shall match the existing.

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

or site:
The he addition to the existing house shall be similar in detail and style. The new units shall be

appropriate for the district. The scale and height of the added units are compatible with the existing
“Thouses in the neighborhood.

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

None.
. 08.25.14 o
M Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: O Historic Photograph
Degired Starting Date: PALL20%4 Desired Completion Date;_ SPRING 2015
SURVEY RATING: BHigh OMgli CONone
ORT ? truction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: -,

The Applicant certifies that he/sha is $he§Owner or duly auzhor‘zed Agent for the Owner of the Property

/ {/ / Date _§ / Z?/ i Olnsignificant @Significant

Bifilding Oﬂicial"s Determination (Max 7 days)

_')‘QQ)ZPA 2 Date i"ﬂm f ILL Olnsignificant 3@Significant
Chsfiﬁmaﬁ 's Determination (Max 7|days)

Notice to Applicant:

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application)
APPLICATION FEE:-310.00 plus [JBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-340.00
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Inventory of Properties

616 W. Main

002-05 Re-evaluation
@] High  [] Medium

[] Low

2002-05 Re-evaluation
[JHigh [ Medium Low

Site ID Na.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

327

816 W. Main

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1920

Craftsman

R27578

LAUGHLIN, RICHARD

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 512

Previous Ranking 3
Previous Photo References

Roll 33

Frame 17

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

216

617 W. Main

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1830

R14495

CRENWELGE, ROGER ETAL

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
Previous Photo References
Roll
Frame

Example of a more recent common local building form, architectural style or plan type with no known

historical associations.

2002-05 Re-evaluation

Wl High [ Medium [] Low

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

326

618 W. Main

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1855

vemacular

R24321

ACORN STREET TRUST % ABEL PIERCE JR
ETAL TRUSTEE

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 514

Previous Ranking 1
Previous Photo References

Rall 31 3 A

Frame 34 35 36

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

no alterations. Resource displays distinctive stylistic elements.

Peter-Schmidt-Treibs-Langehennig House.

2002-05 Re-evaluation

] High [ Medium

Site ID No,
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District
Assessment

215

619 W. Main

1983 Historic Resources Survey

1910

Queen Anne

R16432

WILLIAMS, DEBORA GAY

Yes Historic District

Previous Site No. 513

Previous Ranking 2

Previous Photo References
Roll 33 38
Frame 15 16

An outstanding, unigue, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
no alterations. Outstanding decorative features contribute to the resource’s significance.
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 14-75

Date: September 3, 2014

Address: 319 E. Main

Owner: Gus and Jacquelyn Rios

Applicant: Same

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:

it



(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.

o
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: 8 ‘ Za‘ | L’\ Application Complete:
Property Address: glq L MA, N FFCA Efiok)b/f? 7X’]J’G 24
+ Owner: GUS + Jva.vC L’l" P‘los Phone No.

Address: ?O QPW THL Ff{J(AC[dBU /'/3 75( 73769_1.'[
Phone No. 3 3o -(,LS_(, ’45/2/3

. Applicant.___Juwn<Lr

Fax No.

Address:

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: \'\(Jw JDLU\AAV\O Cl:g' Bwu_ veax” O—p

e omoedt S addichong wekasl Ml srone, hm\ohm widlg
oAl M : l(gmf)a@\ atss dhy Mﬂaudmmmmmmmmﬁm

Description of how the proposed change will be 1 m char. cter w1th the architectural or historic aspect of the structure

or site: e MV\%) O vepp e oed ewmpcoler. MO
Linos wadda o ba%\c, \féc&(,bm\dzxm Wit wood _aeltints
00 0 fon & van Qﬁdef POBS uAMAaf\amPo/dﬂ)cOu.\ £ voed mwdbcr%

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

none —

O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: [ Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date:_A5 $g°n &J ?OSS}H—? Desired Completion Date: 3l bra ‘HJ
¢ SURVEY RATING: @f—ﬁgb OMedium OLow ONone

RTHL: is imated Date of Gonstructj 4
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: . =

The Applicant certifies thgt h is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
%/0/ / ; % é Date _ 4, / 25, / 7= Olnsignificant @Significant

slding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
@Oﬂ\ J Date Cﬁ li,L Oinsignificant ESignificant
Ch% an sDétermmat:on Wax 7 days)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [7Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

o
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Inventory of Properties

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

312 E. Main

Historic District
Assessment

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

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner
Historic District

Assessment

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

Site ID No.
Address

Date

Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperlink
Owner

Historic District
Assessment

L5 St eere
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes

W] High ] Medium [ ] Low

Site ID No.

Address

e Date
y Stylistic Influence
GCAD Hyperiink

Owner

Historic District

Assessment

319 E. Main

396 1983 Historic Resources Survey
312 E. Main .
76 Previous Site No. 424
- Previous Ranking 1
Bt Hin Previous Photo References
R16420
PORTER, FAMILY TRUST % RICHARD & T T,
ELIZABETH PORTER Frame 16
Yes Historic District
An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
no alterations. Outstanding decorative features confribute to the resource’s significance.
Wahrmund Store-Bakery Building. Property is a Recorded Texas Historic Landmark.
397 1983 Historic Resources Survey
314 E. Main .
1990 Previous Site No.
Previous Ranking
R Previous Photo References
STRICKLAND, JAMES E JR & DONNA Rol
Yes Historic District Frame
The resource’s construction date fails to meet the age threshold for designation as a high or medium
preservalion priority,
449 1983 Historic Resources Survey
315 E. Main
1880 Previous Site No. 425
Previous Ranking 3
Ll Previous Photo References
R18285
CRENWELGE, MILTON M & MICKEY LR
Yes Historic District _ Frame 16
An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
no alterations.
448 1983 Historic Resources Survey
319 E. Main .
1900 Previous Site No. 426
Previous Ranking 3
FoEoTE Previous Photo References
SCHMIDT, HERBERT Bl B i
Yes Historic District Frame 15
An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
no alterations.
Resource has an historic shed-roof side addition. Former living quarters to the rear of building.

2002-05 Re-evafuation’ Notes
High  [] Medium [ ] Low

ot

Appendix B, Page 143




