CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG

HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD

TUESDAY, JANUARY 11,2011
CiTty HALL

CONFERENCE ROOM
126 W. MAIN ST.
5:30 P.M.

1. Call to Order

2. Approve Minutes of December 2010 Regular Meeting

APPLICATIONS

3 Application #10-75 by Mark Radle to demolish structure located at 312 W. Travis

SIGN OFF APPLICATIONS

NG o

o

#10-72-Remove existing back porch and replace with new at 205 S. Orange (Jung)
#10-73-Replace windows with energy efficient windows at 506 W. Creek (Krauskopf)
#10-74-Construct accessory building for living quarters at 512 Cora (Harper)
#10-76-Construct steel frame covered with mesh nylon netting on rear of property

at 206 N. Bowie (Stotz)
#10-77-Construct new wooden fence around dumpster at 204 E. Main (Sanders)

ADJOURN

Pp1-5

Pp6-17

Pp 18- 19
Pp 20 - 23
Pp 24 - 25
Pp 26 - 30

Pp 31



STATE OF TEXAS HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE December 14, 2010
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG 5:30 PM

On this 14™ day of December 2010, 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
MIKE PENICK
RICHARD LAUGHLIN
ERIC PARKER

STAN KLEIN
MARCIA DIETZ
CHARLES SCHMIDT
BURLEIGH ARNECKE

ABSENT: SHARON JOSEPH
J. HARDIN PERRY
CHARLES SCHMIDT

ALSO PRESENT: BRIAN JORDAN - Director of Development Services
KYLE STAUDT - City Inspector
TAMMIE LOTH - Development Coordinator

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

MINUTES

Marcia Dietz moved to approve the minutes from the October 2010 regular meeting. Stan Klein
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

APPLICATIONS

Application #10-69 by Admiral Nimitz Foundation at 328 E. Main Street to install new signage and
paint exterior at south elevation, construct new entries at east elevation, and construct new arbors at
courtyard. Eric Mustard presented the application. Mr. Mustard stated they have presented courtesy
reviews at the Planning and Zoning meeting and the City Council meeting. Mr. Mustard noted the
Foundation wants to undertake putting a Visitor’s Center in the Nauwald Building. Mr. Mustard
commented they have documented and researched the building and then determined the best way to
incorporate it into the entire site. Mr. Mustard noted the courtyard between the new Museum of the
Pacific War and the Nauwald Building has a bottleneck that they hope to open up and improve, and
also noted there was some confusion with people exiting the hotel, which is why they want to add an
entry on the Nauwald Building directly opposite the hotel exit. Mr. Mustard stated they want to add
restrooms to the visitor’s center to serve the entire site and be used as public restrooms. Mr. Mustard
commented the courtyard between the hotel and the Nauwald Building will be enlarged and arbors




will be added. Mr. Mustard explained the back 1/3 of the Nauwald Building will house the restrooms,
janitor closets and a new break room for the employees. Mr. Mustard noted the middle section is
split level and the basement will be kept as a workroom and offices will be located upstairs. Mr.
Mustard stated they will also be adding a platform lift to the building. The front 1/3 of the building
will be used as a visitor’s center, a portion of it will be kept as retail sales, and a ticket counter will
be in the middle of the area for visitor’s to purchase tickets for all the buildings on site. Mr. Mustard
noted there will not be many changes to the exterior of the building and stated they are currently
working with different paint colors and signage.

Mike Penick asked if they had a schematic of the porch as it exists today. Mr. Mustard stated they
did not but it is currently enclosed. Mr. Penick noted the stairway runs a different direction and it is
an original stairway. Mr. Mustard noted it has been modified to some degree. Mr. Penick stated it
has been enclosed and stated according to Mrs. Nauwald, the original steps led down to the ground
level and it was as it exists today. Mr. Penick asked if the applicants has presented this to the State
Historical Commission as a courtesy and Mr. Mustard noted they had not because the only portion
that sits on their property 1s the outside courtyard. Mr. Penick commented he did not believe the
Historical Commission would be happy with the changes they are proposing.

Stan Klein noted the Nauwald Building is an important building and it compliments the area but they
are not restoring the building so the Board is very concerned with them punching holes in the east
side. Mr. Klein asked to see the side elevation again and asked if they are just using glass where the
proposed doors are shown. Mr. Mustard noted that was their idea, in order to make it obvious it is a
new entry, but they are open to the Board’s suggestions. Mr. Klein asked why they are using double
doors to the restroom entrance and Mr. Mustard stated they are open to the idea of making a smaller
entrance at the restrooms, they were trying to make it transparent with the use of the glass. Mr. Klein
asked if there was a larger plan to do more work on the building and Mr. Mustard stated there are
some areas that need maintenance work, but overall the building is in good shape.

Richard Laughlin asked what they plan to do for lentils over the door openings and Mr, Mustard
stated they have not gotten that detailed yet but it will depend on how they would like the openings,
and since they want to make sure it is obvious to visitors that the entrance is new, they will most
likely use metal. Mr. Klein stated the details of the entrances and the colors that will be used are
compelling but since the applicants are not that far along in the details, the Board would like to see
those things as they are developed. Burleigh Amecke asked if all three door entrances are going to
the be same and Mr. Mustard noted they would not be, but in general they want it obvious the
openings are not historic and would like it transparent so visitors are invited in. Mr. Mustard stated
their idea was to cut the rock, leave the rock exposed and use glass doors. Mr. Penick asked if the
applicants considered adding a new facility on the west side of the property so they wouldn’t have to
cut an opening in the Nauwald Building. Mr. Mustard stated they looked extensively at the property
to the west and there are easements that make it difficult to develop and that portion of the property
doesn’t really tie into the rest very well. Mr. Penick stated his concern is punching holes in a historic
building and especially closing in the porch, which will destroy the detail that is there, when there is
plenty of room on the site that could be used. Mr. Penick also commented the lift is not needed and
he would like to see the building restored and not modified. Mr. Penick noted the residence portion
of the building is a unique structure and he would hope a museum would give every effort to restore



a historic building. Mr. Mustard noted the porch is already enclosed so they are not making that
change. Mr. Penick stated there is an open space to the public sidewalk and the property could be
used to their advantage and the front entrance utilized. Mr. Penick commented they have looked
solely at the Nauwald Building and not the entire site to see how it could best be used. Mr. Klein
noted their application does not address the porch, it only addresses the east penetrations and the
colors of paint. Mr. Mustard stated they do not yet have paint colors to present. Mr. Klein
recommended they put in a single door instead of double doors. Mr. Penick stated if the penetrations
on the east side of the wall are allowed, the canopies could be free standing instead of attached to the
building. Mr. Mustard noted a detached canopy will not provide the same protection as an attached
canopy but also noted he wouldn’t be opposed to putting the supports in the ground. Mr. Klein stated
the Board should see more of the detailing of the changes to the building, but to allow the applicant
to move forward they could provide information on the penetrations and canopies.

Mr. Klein moved to approve the penetrations with a single door at the restroom, and preferably also
at the visitor’s center entrance, and requested they see a design development sketch detail of how the
changes are to be executed and the colors that will be used. Mr. Mustard stated his services are only
for schematic design at this time and the Foundation will move forward with the current documents
for fundraising, so they do not know when they will have design development and construction
documents complete. Mr. Klein moved to acknowledge the concept and when the drawings are
completed the applicants come back to the Board to present the details. Richard Laughlin seconded
the motion. All voted in favor with the exception of Mike Penick who voted in opposition. The
motion carried.

Application #10-70 by Stephen and Jill Harpold at 714 W. San Antonio Street to:

1) Replace 1968 metal patio doors / windows with Jeldwen wood clad doors

2) Enclose front & back opening on guest house with wood french divided light doors on
front and fiberglass double patio doors (single panes) on back

3 Add small covered porch on front of guesthouse.

Jill Harpold presented the application. Mrs. Harpold stated she would like to replace all the 1968
sliding glass doors and fixed windows and replace with Jeldwen wood clad doors in the same
position. Mrs. Harpold noted the rock house was built between 1871 and 1874 and in 1945 there was
a major addition of all the bedrooms to the right of the structure, and in 1968 another major
renovation which added sliding glass doors, remodeled the kitchen and added a back room. Mrs.
Harpold stated the only change she wants to make is use divided light doors on the front side of the
addition because she believes it will look more in line with the front of the house. Mrs. Harpold
noted she would like to enclose the front opening of the guest house with three french doors from an
old family farm house and enclose the back with two fiberglass single pane doors. Mrs. Harpold also
explained she would like to add a porch to the front of the guesthouse. Richard Laughlin commented
the only thing he believes they need to see is a better drawing of the porch to be added. Stan Klein
stated that is a good point and the information could be given to Kyle Staudt to be passed onto the
Board. Mike Penick asked if the roof is going to be guttered and Mrs. Harpold stated it would be.
Larry Jackson asked what color will be used on the guest house and Mrs. Harpold commented it
would be a red that matches the roof color on the main house and noted there is no red on the guest



house now. Mr. Klein asked what color the Jeldwen windows will be and Mrs. Harpold noted the
front will be white and everything on the back will be red.

Burleigh Amecke moved to approve Application #10-70 with the condition the applicant provide a
more specific design of the porch to be added. Marcia Dietz seconded the motion. Richard Laughlin
noted the drawings should include front and side elevations which show the profile of the adjacent
building. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

Application #10-71 by Thomas Wayne & Sue Parker Treece at 205 S. Bowie to construct three
additional cabins to be used as a guest house and B & B rentals. Mr. & Mrs. Treece presented the
application. Mr. Treece stated they would like to add three cabins to their property, two smaller ones
at approximately 14 x 28 and one large one that will measure approximately 20 x 40 feet. Mr. Treece
noted the buildings will have a tin roof and the porch will probably only go across the entryway and
not the entire length of the building . Burleigh Armecke asked if the buildings will be pre-fabricated
buildings or built on site and Mr. Treece noted they will be built on site. Stan Klein asked what the
height of the ridge will be. Mr. Treece noted it will be between 11 1/2 and 12 1/2 feet. Mr. Klein
stated the buildings may be visible through the opening between the house and the current guest
house. Mr. Treece agreed a portion of the building may be visible from the opening but almost
nothing will be visible from the street. Mr. Jackson asked what color the buildings will be and Mrs.
Treece commented they will all be cedar with no paint color.

Marcia Dietz moved to approve Application #10-71 with the condition the applicants meet the
setbacks and follow the conceptual plan presented, and if they deviate from the plan, the changes will
be subject to approval. Eric Parker seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Mr. Jordan noted the approval is subject to the Building Department’s requirements, specifically the
applicants providing adequate parking spaces.

DISCUSSIONS

602 E. Main Street - Stan Klein stated he has been working with the church and would remove
himself from the discussion unless the Board wanted to ask him questions. Larry Jackson asked Mr.
Klein to stay so they could ask him about the property. Mr. Amecke asked if they had made any
progress and Mr. Klein noted the skirting on the building was started the prior week, but that work
has been halted because the mason did not show up. Mr. Klein also noted they are scheduling the
removal of the belfry north wall to repair the wood siding and cap the top portion of the belfrey roof
metal spire. Mr. Klein stated they will have to rent a lift in order to do that and they will temporarily
shield the wall while the work is being done. Mr. Klein stated he outlined four items that need to be
done to keep the building in sound condition and commented the building is not in danger of falling
apart. Mr. Klein stated Bernardo Gomez is in the process of establishing an organization to be able
to accept donations and several churches have asked about helping with the repairs. Mr. Klein also
commented a third generation family member of the church is now involved in the process and that
will help Mr. Gomez, who has been doing most of the work himself.

206 N. Orange - Kyle Staudt stated Larry Welch is working on the structure and he has removed the
east side of the roof, which had five different layers of shingles, but he now has it decked. He is



tearing off the back portion of the roof now and his main goal is to fix the roof and then start the
other repair work that needs to be done, such as replacing windows. Mr. Staudt noted Mr. Welch
hopes to have the roof finished close to the first of the year. Mr. Klein asked if any rafters were
replaced and Mr. Staudt commented two were replaced on the front portion and more will most likely
have to be replaced on the back portion.

With nothing further to come before the Board Burleigh Armecke moved to adjourn. Mike Penick
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 7:07 p.m.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 11" day of January, 2011.

SHELLEY BRITTON, CITY SECRETARY SHARON JOSEPH, CHAIRMAN






Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 10-75

Date: January 6, 2011

Address: 312 W. Travis

Owner: Emilio Romere

Applicant: Mark Radle

Rating: Low

Proposed Modifications: Dempolish building.

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:

b



(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,
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: / /2" AO —/O Application Complete:

Property Address: 3 N (A) st ‘TT“G- U‘r. r B G’

Legal Description: LO“+ ;2 2 I ocl< a1 p dem 4 Cé! 74 on

Ovmer: S § (L(cs Q@m ero PhoneNo._ 210 L% - 7299
Fonole~ Contract 7¢ MoK Radie

Address:__ 3] O (et T revir F 3G

Applicant: Meack Q@J Zr' PhoneNo._ &30 G922 1795

Address;_ 21 & T rev.s [R¢&

Description of External Alteration/Repair §r Demolition:) { I = 419 rov. Cl v.:C[

Q‘F =P (_r 7’7::. % ff?‘a’c’?{?/ne_, 2

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectur%yig istoric aspect of the

structure or site:
CE,
/ z/i‘s».
L&y

i
“

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

O Drawing [ Sketch Date Submitted;_/R2—20—£O [ Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Fg b / ; AO1 | Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: [CHigh OMedium ow [CNone

O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: @MK %

The AppllmWner d;fr authorized Agent Jar the Owner of the Property
Date ég:; |22/ E 0 __ Qinsignificant WSignificant
7 days)

%nldmg Official’s Determination

: Date Oinsignificant OSignificant
Chairman’s Determination (Max 7 days)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete applicatio Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [JBoard &gliew; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Inventory of Properties A2
310 W. Travis Site ID No. 1235 1983 Historic Resources Survey
. Autase: S1DW. s Previous Site No. 802
Date 1930 .
i Previous Ranking 3
Stlisdcdaimnct _Crslisman Previous Photo References
GCAD Hyperlink R17849
Owner ROMERO, EMILIO F Rall 1 .
Historic District No  Outside Historic District Frame 16
-, Assessment Example of a common building form, architectural style, or plan type that has suffered minor or no
; < alterations. Resource displays distinctive stylistic elements. Resource is a good example of its type.
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes  rear addition fo back building;
[ High  [v] Medium [] Low
312 W. Travis Site ID No. 1236 1983 Historic Resources Survey
f{__ P Add‘r;:r: 3;;:\1 Travis Previous Site No, ﬂ
Siisieiivenns Ciakineg :::::::: :::zn:eferezces
GCAD Hyperlink R17847
Owner VALDEZ, GREGORY A Rt 1 .
Historic District No  Outside Historic District Frame 15
Fofe | e Assessment  Typical example of a common building form, architectural style, or plan that suffers from moderate or
—_ severe alterafions.
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes vinyl siding; changed porch; replaced windows and doors; shed
[JHigh  [] Medium [v] Low
314 W. Travis B Site ID No. 942 : 1983 Historic Resources Survey
_:!‘..w o Addrs: S1AW Ty Previous Site No. 804
[ Date 1880 LS
P . Previous Ranking 2
N Stylistic Influence  vernacular; Queen Anne Previous Photo References
GCAD Hyperlink R26036
Owner RODE, LUTHER S Roll 1
Historic District No  Local Landmark Frame 14
Assessment  An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
no alterations.
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes Historic rear addition and historic rear shed.
W High  [] Medium [ ] Low
316 W. Travis Site ID No. 1238 1983 Historic Resources Survey
-y Addi : i
« W AT G306 Trave Previous Site No. 805
0. 109 Previous Rankin 4
Stylistic Influence ~ Craftsman L :em—"m
GCAD Hyperlink R25410
Owner ~SAGEBIEL, DANIEL Roll 1 ..
Historic District No  Outside Historic District Frame 13
Assessment Example of a common building form, architectural style, or plan type that has suffered minor or no
alterations. Resource displays distinctive stylistic elements. Resource is a good example of its type.
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes historic rear addition; 2 outbuildings; windmill; shed
(] High W) Medum [ ] Low
Site ID No. 941 1983 Historic Resources Survey
dl j i
Aives. 22N, Tkt Previous Site No. 806
Dale: 1905 Previous Rankin, 2
Stylistic Influence  vemacular; Classical Revival . : -
GCAD Hyperfink  R24445
Owner PRIESS, EDWIN ALFONS Rl e
Historic District No  Local Landmark Frame 12
Assessment  An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor alterations or
- % no alterations.
L R PR T
2002-05 Re-evaluation Notes Rear concrete-block addition.

[/ Medium  [] Low

] High

Appendix B, Page 260







0 .1a
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

ApplicaticnDate: |11 5~/D Application Complete:

Property Address:_ 2.05 S, OpAygs ST

Owner:; SK{JLWA Tuné PhoneNo‘[(?Sd 997 -§9 /€
Addressi__SAme

Applicant,__ RICA  SOHAFs & Phone No_( g‘";@) 4SE-GHSsE

0 v 1976 RS Ao L2
Address:_ [0 BUX ("’7 3 ﬂ"“ﬁé s "'"""“'i"j Fax No.

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition;___R&mMO0s X UTIME  Back. Foro

THAT & W DisRsPAIR  AUD  RSPLAce WiTw  yEW Lol WS

WITH NE w0 WiiDouwis, a\vb NEW Rook

Description of how the proposed change will be in character w1th the arc}:utectural or hjstorig_ aspect of the structure
orsite;_ WL B JovsiG wlacls TH SOas 1D MATZH SASTING

Hows , ASUJ  RooEUUNE WwWiel  ywmaicll EY¢iiwinG S‘i’ﬁuf’"runa.éf.uévﬁoﬁm_r
[

WL - REAML TRE SAME | 6X0st forR. Bswe SXTEADED TO ReAR T ALiGa WITH

X STINGAREMA NI G Bk WALL:
Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:

NONE nEw PORCH Wil  ENHaxae ExiTidé SYRUCTURL
f

I!(Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: \~ ‘& 1D O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: ASAP Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: BEHigh E]Med1;,m OLow [ONone
0O RTZ ﬁnateerate of Constructlon
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: LY jo el
The Applicant certxﬁe that h;she ﬁhe Owrier or duly mﬁhorzze ent for the Owner of the Property
Date _/// /3 /;p // () ‘BInsignificant [OSignificant
Buildmg O}ﬁ(cxal s Determination (Max 7 days)
Date Olinsignificant OSignificant
Chairman’s Determination (Max 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-§20.00
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10.1%
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: W2z Zoi0 Application Complete;_ | .= = — 1’2
Property Address: 0 wesd Ckee té — t )

Legal Description: {S)E‘/7 O'{_ Lot 406 and e NW Yz of Lot 4{)7
Owner: Eoan K@U% oPEs Phone No,_ 2330 - flcf% C‘?)_Zr?

Address: 506 West Creck St - ifw_aucf'fc-lcsk%;%ﬁ

Applicant: %Dm't‘ LQENJ\ S_C—«&TP c Phone No. o0 Cicf?) - O A
Address: 500 Ulest  Cree k. S -~ Tredorick Slburyg

d W Ndows Wit

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: @ﬁal.kf C

I o ol 2 ] _
New €ne d’(j{j,, 6?-(& (AT (S (NATWS

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the
structure or site:__[ "\ & i leck Similar fo {4 Wind TWe DL)‘( {T

e heude 1 190G

Fewy Vead T
=2 11

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

No DEC 102010
»‘/
O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: ,/I,j Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: AS*KP Desired Completion Date: 2 -3l Zoi0
SURVEY RATING:  [ClHigh CMedium Low CiNone

O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction

, < g / T
APPLICANT sIGNATURE:_ CUEL ) £ f\/.LCLw;} bLg—
The Applicant certjfies thaj he/shg is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for bhe Owner of the Property

/ / ﬂ | Date /2 / [b A’ U Bnsignificant OSignificant

ding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
: Date IA! 1o [ (&} Binsignificant OSignificant
Chajrnian’s Determination (Max 7 Jays)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [7B iew; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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SilverLine “ Silver Line Windows - Abbreviated Quote Report

WINDOWS-DGORS JACK FELLER
an Andersén Company
o Quote#: 1 Print Date: 11/17/2010  Quote Date;  12/08/2010  SLiQ Version: 3.2 =~ Page 10f 4 .
L‘Dealer: DITTMAR LUMBER Customer: JACK FELLER
1776 S. US HWY 87 .
FREDERICKSBURG, TX 78624 Aodress: 1yt Siote
830—997-0322 ) Phone: Fax;
Sales Rep: Administrator __ ~  ~  _ __ |Contget .
——— ftem _Qty ltem Size (Operation) " _ location ~~ ~ ~ UnitPrice _ Ext Price
0001 2 3902, Twin Double Hung

o fi: i)

t | i ' ¥ Unit Size = 63 1/2" W x 60" H
L RO Size = 64" W x 60 1/2" H
I: I i ‘ i Nominal Size = 28 x 50

Tax Credit; Yes, Standard, White, LowE3, Argon, DP50, Standard Glass, Standard Glass, Standard Glass, Standard Glass, Flat, Colonial, Grilles Between
the Glass (GBG), Full Window, 2A, 2A, Full Screen, Double Lock, Nailing Fin

0002 3  3%901,Double Hung

| ®
| l I Unit Size = 27 3/4" W x 72" H
| ‘ RO Size = 28 1/4" W x 72 1/2" H

Nominal Size = 24 x 60

Tax Credlit: Yes, Standard, White, LowE3, Argon, DP45, Standard Glass, Standard Glass, Flat, Colonial, Grilles Between the Glass (GBG), Full Window,
2A, 2A, Full Screen, Double Lock, Nailing Fin

. 0008 1 3001,Double Hung
i | b Unit Size = 24" W x 30" H

[ RO Size = 24 1/2" W x 30 1/2" H

|~ ! Nominal Size = x

Tax Credit: Yes, Standard, White, LowE3, Argon, DP25, Standard Glass, Standard Glass, Flat, Colonial, Grilles Between the Glass (GBG), Full Window,
2A, 2A, Full Screen, Single Lock, Nailing Fin

0004 - 1 3901,Double Hung
A Unit Size = 27 3/4" W x 36" H

T RO Size =28 1/4" W x 36 1/2" H

by Pi Nominal Size = 24 x 30

Tax Credit: Yes, Standard, White, LowE3, Argon, DP50, Standard Glass, Standard Glass, Flat, Colonial, Grilles Between the Glass (GBG), Full Window,
2A, 2A, Full Screen, Double Lock, Nailing Fin




o Continuous, One-Piece Frame

Tt Twin, triple and combination windows are
offered with a continuous, one-piece frame
i and common intermediate jamb(s). This
ﬂ provides a more attractive window, that
_—

is easier to handle and install. The con-

- tinuous frame feature also reduces labor

by eliminating the mulling of separate

windows at the job site.

Glass Options

Silver Line® offers several types of glass for just about
any requirement. From energy savings, to sound
control, to privacy, one of our many choices is sure

to meet your needs.

Energy Saver LoE? Glass - Reduces heating and

cooling costs, while keeping your home more L
comfortable all year long. Also reduces fading el
to window treatments, furniture and floor /

coverings caused by harmful UV rays. ‘

Other Glass Choices Include:
* Tempered Glass * Tinted Glass

* Obscure Glass * Laminated Glass

* LoE’ Glass/Argon Gas

Grille Options

Maintenance Free Grilles - Grilles are sealed inside the glass unit, providing
the look of muntins without the difficulty of cleaning them. Choose from
two different grille types: flat or contour. A third option for grilles is offered,
called simulated divided lite. These are grilles mounted to the exterior surface
of the glass, providing a traditional look. Several grille patterns are available,

including Colonial or Prairie.

Beige Flar White Contour Simulared

[ —— (o —,
Divided Lites

Caolonial Prairie

Color Options
All Silver Line vinyl windows are available in white and beige.
The color is consistent throughout the vinyl window frame and

sash, making scratches virtually invisible.

W hire Beige

For color matching purposes, request a color chip.
Colors reproduced as closely as printing will allow.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: Application Complete:

Property Address:___ > | 7 /! 7 (A2
Owner; Sf) M/I/ 2 A OV A 5\ DN PhoneNo__ 05 24D (&} q ?{f[_é‘ \)_!]Z
Address;_ ©Y | A (/D_) (e b

Applicant; [N\ Phone No.

Address: Fax No.

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:
C/hCVY\C?\-L 9\% 0{2_, UL}JL/N?/ Gl j\/} o1 D }r\ o< Uu/‘v{
[~ éﬁﬁi\w@ 1o Pwu/@& %wt éé/foa/taj?\ - J“/v/ 2 DDe—

- VD‘UL MoAs A a i h—QD H\a/i ‘f—(’\utf
=4 IS N LMEL J@mf/fxm*%o

Saave ot D OS5 N >Y

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

O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: J Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: COHigh #Medium OLow ONone

0O RTHL: Esti lated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE:__ —2Cin & & @ (] AANQ &
The Apphca.nt certifigs thaphe/she is the Owner or duly autkortzed Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date { Z / / 6/ (O Insignificant USignificant

u:ldn%r Oﬁ'( cial’s Determination (Max 7 days)
Date_| Q‘/ lG } (O Elnsignificant OSignificant
\Cha@mm s Determination (Max 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

A






° .1
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: / L=~ L% Application Complete:

Property Address: 206 N K owi e <.

Legal Description:

Owner: /QONA-/P S%a-f Z . PhoneNo. S350 -889— 20Y 3
Address:

H. 9G7-5967
Applicant,___Je45 D mAR Phone N6~ T30 -589 1262

Address__ 4 7 Mo Loeiws K. FBC  Tx 2862y
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: Stee / £Frime Covered
1 /" mesq ﬂjléfg pettino— (See sketcl )

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:

O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: ﬂ 5 /4 P Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: [JHigh [COMedium CONone

O RTHL: Esti d Date of Constructlon
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: /L\

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

Date /. Z/ ZSA &/ Bnsignificant OSignificant

vﬁtﬂ'ding éﬂicial 's Determination (Max 7 days)
o Date )&j A2 /1)) Binsignificant OiSignificant
\Ciﬁijman s Delermination (Mix: 7 ddys)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-310.00 plus [7Board Review, CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

Ab
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Lints

* Producthategories ' 1" heavy knotted

_ accessories

' =i aviary netting

1" heavy knotted
1" light knitted
2" extra heavy
knotted

2" heavy knotted

. # cable

t

+

http://www. 3tproducts corn/shop/pc/wewCategones asp?pageStyle=h&idCategory=5

cable ties

fabric fence
fasteners
oriented netting
outfield fence kits
poly mesh

pond liner

pond supplies

& posts
* poultry supplies

safety fence
shade cloth

| ¥ sports netting
| wire

Site Links

Home

Browse Catalog
Featured Products
Specials

View Cart
About Us
Contact Us
Info

Links

Privacy Policy
Snow Markers

Customer Account

Register/Login

¢ } GeoTrust'

click to verify
21-Dec10 22:04 GMT

¥
]

Xt

Our Products: aviary netting > 1" heavy knotted

1" HEAVY KNOTTED
NET 6.25' x 150
~ Price $90.75

Hist-Priee-5406-60
You Save: §9.25 (9%

¥ Add To Cart

1" HEAVY KNOTTED
NET 25' x 100'
. Pn'cf? $210.00

You Save‘: 545.;.']0
{18%)

Tnfs

17 HEAVY KNOTTED
NET 12.5' x 100
) Pr‘ic_e $105.00

You Save: $25.00
(19%)

More Deails

v Add To Cart

1" HEAVY KNOTTED
NET 25" % 150°
 Price $315.00

You Save-: 550.60
(14%)

OUR 1" HEAVY NETTING IS IDEAL FOR SMALLER BIRDS, SUCH AS QUAIL IN SNOW REGIONS.

Sort

17 HEAVY
NET 2!
Price §

Hst-Price
You Save
(1t

More [

¥, Add

1" HEAYY
NET 5C
Price §

Hst-Psiee
You Save
(z

12/21/2010

A
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: LA (YD Application Complete:

Property Address: Aoy B Maca

Owper: 7437~ T2 Cafes f} : Ph:;ne No. S 5o 59 §ro
Address: AL L—f A s o n ‘

Applicant: /;) < u, S ;zt q(/é'.wj PhoneNo,_ Y 8¢’ 529 8% C.,{
Address: ( }5 /5‘////'5(4/@ Fax No. g3 399 § 50
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: ?{7’ 2 /Q - . mpdzed 4

Dﬁ m./}s 78\‘?; XS P 7 4 /Z/(_U w&’-—‘o:/—-(_ ;94-:"6_, /:2& PR

b 7"4 S::)/ / /ar/f—udﬂf §7?4 (4‘1

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:

O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: [ Historic Photograph

Desired Starting Date: 4 SA 2 Desired Completion Date: e 2- o S AFFar STRT
SURVEY RATING: OHigh [OMedium OLow ONone -

imated-Pate of truction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: (wz’;mé s .

The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owler or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
/ ' Date _/% Z/?’ _% O BInsignificant OSignificant

; ﬁilding Official s Défermination (]vfax 7 days)

@m Date/ 01/ 23 / /O ___Bnsignificant OSignificant

X C7t1 rman’s Debermination Wax ) days)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
l *PRTT A TION FEE:-810.00 plus [J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-=820.00

- gt ot
5 e e

Redwood* :‘ '>'




