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CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
TUESDAY, JULY 12,2011
CITY HALL

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

Call to Order

Approve Minutes of April 2011 Regular Meeting

APPLICATIONS

3

Application #11-33 by Jason Rustin at 412 W. Austin to rebuild front porch
and porch roof.

Application #11-38 by Paul Wolters at 102 S. Lincoln to construct a freestanding
wood deck on the courtyard side of 102 S. Lincoln.

Application #11-41 by Jim Garner at 607 W. Main St. to add faux storefront,
repair wood, gutters, fence, and roof on property as needed, paint exterior, and
add security barrier and fence to rear of property.

Application #11-42 by Steve Thomas on behalf of Kathy Sanford at 605 W. Schubert
to add 160 square foot bathroom to west side of residence.

Application #11-43 by Jerry Sample on behalf of Janis Joseph Maund at 121 W.
San Antonio St. to:

A) Re-roof, repair rotten wood and paint exterior
B) Replace windows with energy effiecient windows of same size and style
C) Take in screened-in porch on southwest side to increase size of

kitchen and allow laundry room to be moved from tank house

D) Take in portions of both upper and lower rear porches to enlarge the
existing downstairs bath and to allow room for a new bath upstairs

E) Addition off both upper and lower porches with a slightly revised rear
roofline to allow space for closets

F) Move tank house to southeast, rear corner of lot.

SIGN OFF APPLICATIONS

8.
9

10.
11.
12.
13.

14.
18,
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

#11-25 Rebuild rock wall to match existing - 307 W. Schubert (Montgomery)

#11-26 Place silver cross on top of building - 406 W. Main (Penick)

#11-27 Install double french doors cn side of building - 318 E. Main (Besgrove)

#11-28 Location of sign band & addition of dining patio - 107 S. Llano (Chilcothe)

#11-29 Paint exterior - 112 E. Austin (duPerior)

#11-30 Replace siding & front door/window with double window, enlarge porch &
widen columns - 516 W. Austin (Gonzales)

#11-32 Paint exterior - 412 W. Austin (KNV Hill Country Inv.)

#11-34 Paint trim - 223 E. Main (Sikes)

#11-35 Replace shingles with Endura Shake shingles - 325 W. Main (Pioneer Museum)

#11-36 Paint exterior - 516 W. Austin (Gonzales)

#11-37 Connect / enclose laundry room to house - 206 N. Acorn (Sportsman)

#11-39 Construct fence on west side - 612 W. San Antonio (Thomas)

#11-40 Change porch posts & paint trim - 612 W. San Antonio (Thomas)
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STATE OF TEXAS HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE April 12, 2011
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG 5:30 PM

On this 12 day of April 2011, the Historic Review Board convened in regular session at the regular
meeting place thereof, with the following members present to constitute a quorum:

SHARON JOSEPH

J. HARDIN PERRY
CHARLES SCHMIDT
BURLEIGH ARNECKE
STAN KLEIN

MIKE PENICK
MARCIA DIETZ

ABSENT: LARRY JACKSON
ERIC PARKER
RICHARD LAUGHLIN

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

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

MINUTES

Mike Penick moved to approve the minutes from the March 2011 regular meeting after J. Hardin
Perry noted one date correction. Marcia Dietz seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the
motion carried.

APPLICATIONS

Application #11-19 by Eve Hancock at 207 E. San Antonio to remove existing addition and add
larger addition. Cass Phillips and Eve Hancock presented the application. Ms. Hancock stated they
need to add an office onto the rear of the building. Ms. Hancock noted several years ago they
turned a porch into an office and they would now like to extend that approximately 16 feet in order
to make room for three people. Mr. Phillips commented the new roof will be a very flat slope roof
and the new roof line will be below the existing one. Mr. Phillips also noted they do not want to
compete with the historic part of the building. Burleigh Arnecke asked if they will use the old
siding and Mr. Phillips stated their intent is to use horizontal siding. Ms. Hancock added it will be




very similar to what is currently in place. Mr. Phillips commented it was made clear to him on
prior applications the Board only wants new additions to complement the historic structure, but not
match it. Mr. Phillips also stated the paint and trim color scheme will be pretty much the same as it

currently 1s.

Marcia Dietz moved to approved Application #11-19. Charles Schmidt seconded the motion. All
voted in favor and the motion carried.

Application #11-24 by Mustard Design on behalf of Jonathan Bedford at 107 S. Llano to:
1) Paint porch posts and window trim
2) Replace canvas on existing canopy structure
3) Construct a roof parapet wall
4) Propose location for tenant signage
5) Add wood deck and ramp on rear of structure for access to side yard
6) Replace existing window opening on rear of structure with new door.

Andy Bray of Mustard Design and Jonathan Bedford presented the application. Mr. Bray stated the
building was originally built in 1892 and there were additions built years later. Mr. Bray noted the
entry piece of the building was an addition and that piece will be left virtually the same. Mr. Bray
stated the owner wants the green canopy to remain as it is and will not let the applicants change it to
white. Mr. Bray stated they are trying to create an area where they can have visible signage and
create a color scheme that will blend with the scheme that is already on the structure. Mike Penick
noted his concern with the proposed location of signage is that the historic structure is hidden
because the material is not transparent. Mr. Penick stated all the other proposed changes look good
and he believes it will clean up the property. Stan Klein noted it is very important to keep the
integrity of the building intact and commented the bulkhead presented looks like a strip center, and
a residential character would be more beneficial to the applicants. Mr. Bray stated he can adjust the
height of the parapet but there was previously a sign located in that area.

Mr. Bray noted the applicants would also like to add a deck to the back of the house and a ramp for
access to the side yard. Mr. Bray noted the applicants plan to show movies at night and make the
area accessible for all children. Mr. Bray commented they will use one of the existing windows on
the rear of the building for the door opening to the deck.

J. Hardin Perry commented he is sympathetic to the sign problem but he would like another
resolution to the proposed parapet wall.

Mike Penick moved to approve Application #11-24 with the exception of the addition of the parapet
for the proposed sign. Stan Klein seconded the motion and noted when the sign is approved, the
amended location of the sign can be presented and, if appropriate, the chair can sign off the
application. Mr. Bray asked if they could lower the sign and place it on slats in front of the window
so the sunlight can still come through the slats. Mr. Penick stated he doesn’t approve of the band
but as the applicant is now requesting, to put facia board up where the rafters are exposed, is ok with



him. Mr. Penick then restated his motion as approving Application #11-24 with the elimination of
the band, but allowing facia boards just the height of the butt ends. Mr. Klein seconded the
amended motion and all voted in favor.

DEMOLITION BY NEGLECT

209 E. Austin Street - Kyle Staudt, Building Inspector for the City of Fredericksburg, stated he
believes the house is in need of repairs to preserve the integrity. Sharon Joseph commented the
Board has sent a letter to the owner before and at that time they repaired the porch. Charles Schmidt
moved to direct Staff to send a Demolition by Neglect letter to the owner of the property at 209 E.
Austin Street. Burleigh Arecke seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

With nothing further to come before the Board Charles Schmidt moved to adjourn. Burleigh
Amecke seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 6:20 p.m.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 12" day of July, 2011.

SHELLEY BRITTON, CITY SECRETARY SHARON JOSEPH, CHAIRMAN






Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 11-33

Date: July 6, 2011

Address: 412 W. Austin

Owner: KNV Hill Country Inv

Applicant: Jason Rustin

Rating: High

Proposed Modifications: Rebuild front porch and roof.

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:

(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: 6-'- 2 ~ RO/ Application Complete:

Property Address: ﬁ’[ Zw’étﬁ‘/l/\l 61{

—Tepsibeszeiption: ,
Owner: K‘V V L‘ll” éﬁu\n’i\f‘*_IV\\J- Phone No. 5$£5é'é§% O
Address:Al \Z A\Jué‘:"‘l [N} 4A :

Applicant:\kV’fGGN ’\?uep'lim Phone N0 20 4S5 ¢ €60
Address: 5 15 L ?C.LV' lL 'ﬁ/‘l-

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: ]2 ez ! YU \1 d gf& ‘V\.l; P@'f‘ CJ/\

ewnd oveh Qoo (Leakinx  cmd Rallive bod)
@) (W)

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

ﬂflﬁhf@ ol foveh ity New, Rewmove Lot/ cusl
_&p/az@ ﬂm/

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may aﬁect comphance with the ordmance _M

o MAT =220l
ODrawing [ Sketch Date Submitted: | ) O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: OMedium [INone

D RT7 Es;?;eza\te/of Construchon
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: ﬂ’%

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

Date Oinsignificant OSignificant
ﬂng Official s Determination (Max 7 days)
Date 7 / Olnsignificant 3Significant
rman s Determination (M 7 dclys)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-§10.00 plus [JBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 11-38

Date: July 7, 2011

Address: 102 S. Lincoln

Owner: Jean Sudderth

Applicant: Paul Wothers

Rating: High

Proposed Modifications: Add wood deck in courtyard. (Construction has already started
without permit or HRB approval)

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.
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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 archeological character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date;_© [1s711 Application Complete:

Property Address._/OR_S . Lincoly

Owner.__.Jea. vdderfh ~ Yueea Lily O PhoneNo._$.30 - 920- 24 &G
Address:_LOOX “Buehewe "Rd,  FRG , 7862T

Applicant: ol Wo Hﬁ"s PhoneNo__ B 30 798 195 T

Address: ?3 ?5 M. S 8i¢ gq BOK 90? Fax No.

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: ﬂ n‘f ree Stend ‘ng vod C{ eck
fo lpe cougtreeted outhe coortyard side o€ (02 5, Liucolu,

Descripti of how the proposed be in character with the clntect?g or hlstonc aspect of the structure
s /] et et siell Be meds fel Hlo pristivg

Structure @5 faras color qud desiqu, a_)ltﬂe providivg ¢
sate aud level areqg €or Seati uq,

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance:
7; My lcuow (eje fteere was No pre existing dece , hswever

fle grec_is vsed Cor sectivg aud has becone hezardocs déc
10 va ey eu /6'"'-‘)0'45{ eud oA Cauche‘f’e‘

BDrawing O Sketch Date Submitted:_& [ (S{ (! 0 Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: b {IS( ( Desired Completion Date: [4 /ZO( (
SURVEY RATING~ BHigh OMedium OLow [ONone
O : Estimated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE:

The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
Date /// 7/ ! OInsignificant MSignificant

(Max 7 days)
Date (p / [ / L Clinsignificant 4B Significant
(Max ﬂdays)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [JBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 11-41

Date: July 7, 2011

Address: 607 W. Main

Owner: Jim Garner

Applicant: Jim Garner

Rating: Low

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.
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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 archeological character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: Application Complete:

Property Address: 60 LUG;- M h(l\l QIREET
Legal Description: = BGXL ADD BLE G ; LoT 261
Owner: :J—l M (';' ARNCR Phone No._ S 30 -4 5 6 - 1037

adaress:____ 0T (A Mg ur.‘F REDERCHSRURE TX T8e2<d

Applicant___J | GARNER Phone o, 230~ 4S6-1 53
Address: SOT W. Maiw \C;T,l, FRGD%Q&@(@B(LQ@"T}( 18 (.24

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

Df E’ &’lon of how the p ;g%% 5‘%@% vﬁ!tg‘t éhéar};bt‘am e arclutectural or historic aspect of the

structure or site: AUy FRoONT oF MASONARUW Biork
Bl LDiNG WilL GONFERM TO THE BULDING OpN EACH SIDE .
(pioe 0 BE oF THE hiStoRiCke oF THi PERIOD AS BGE SAMDIES,
An§ clrcumstahms r‘%on ons concermngra]e property@h%hexg}#aﬂ\%ct compli an% \;Iq—‘t:ﬂ eord;&'x};eﬁ@n Ut T[ﬂ

Nowe Tuar T tom AuwARE . LG EIVE 1Y

Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted:_2) 4bs¢ 27 2011 |
Desired Starting Date: ATA_C} wev ‘; 201 Desired Completion Date: &66’ MEAR 3( 2,()(

SURVEY RATING: OOHigh [Medium OLow [ONone
O RTHI:; imated Date of Construction

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: - e

The Applicant cy gelzeyhe Owner or duly authartzed ent for the Owner of the Property
Date ¥/ 5 é ( Oinsignificant WSignificant

—~Building Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
= ;
< 2 QQ-‘@—?\, Date_" | 1 f)} i Oinsignificamt ESignificant
Cha(iirman s DetePmination (Maﬁc 7 !iays)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus EBOCH; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 11-42

Date: July 7, 2011

Address: 605 W. Schubert

Owner: Kathy Sanford

Applicant: Steve Thomas

Rating: Medium

Proposed Modifications: Bathroom addition.

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.
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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 archeological character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date:__ G =271 - \| Application Complete:_ Go=2"1 -\

Property Address:_ @ OR _Il. SCHUBERT

Legal Description:_LoT 10 R, RESUBDIVISION oF TOWMN LOT No. |0

Ovwner:_ KATHY SANFORD Phone No. 820-9437 - 0190

Address:_ 08 WM. SCHURERT

Applicant:_STEVE THOMAS - SKT ARCHITECTS  Phone No. 830-921-0 383
Address:_300 ¢ W, MAN ST, FBG. TX.
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: @O 4& . FT BATHROOM

_ADD(TioN ol THE WEST SIDE oF A ~1914 BRICK RESIDENCE

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

structure or site: ADDITION 15 SMALL. AND SIMPLE 1 FORM, IT 1% PRo PosED
To BE ol THE OPPOS (TE SIbE OF THE HodsE AS THE FZQH[ RPRCH
AS VIEWED FRoM THE STREET,

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

%rawing Eéketch Date Submitted:;_ & /21 /[Zo1\ O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: 5’/ Zof\ Desired Completion Date:__ 9 / 2014
SURVEY RATING: ClHigh RMedium OLow CNone

) } Estimated Date of Construction __ 114

Owner or duly authorized Ajent ‘or the Owner of the Property
. Date 7 5 / 4 Oinsignificant BSignificant

%Oﬁc:ﬁ s Determination (Max 7 days)
. 2 @Q)@sz} Date [ ) 5/ i Olnsignificant BSignificant

Chair an’s Detefinination (Max 7 days)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [JBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Historic Review Board
Application Information

Application Number: 11-43
Date: July 7, 2011
Address: 121 W. San Antonio
Owner: Janis Joseph |
Applicant: Jerry Sample
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.
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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 archeological character of the district or property.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Appllestiog Daie:. 7= Application Complete:

Property Address: a2 ] leet San Awboalo SL:% Eba L TX TRe2H
Owner: v Phone No, 9 LR - H2L - 8300
Address: €.0.Box LR A‘Af‘:’lﬁn; %X 7R,

Applicant; Phone No,_ 6 30-889 - |33

Address: I;l lq SFot’bﬁoﬁ T:R.WATQX:' 4 _F'o3= 15 7@%«:2‘-}

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

Pltae‘:e, See aﬂ’a-oke,ﬂ debailes —

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

or site:
Please zee attnched debnile —

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

B’ﬁrawing O Sketch Date Submitted: E’ﬁi&te-r.ic-Photograph
Desired Starting Date;____ 1~ 15~ 1\ Desired Completion Date: 5 - 3|~ | D)
SURVEY RATING: @HTgh OMedium OLow [ONone
O : Estimaged Date of Consgruction 1895
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: / £, 2 IRy

L

The Applicant certifies that ha/%s th ner or dulwauthorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date 7/ L1/ Olnsignificant WSignificant

N@Ailding Official’s Détermination (Max 7 days)
’—‘“\\ ~ o’ Date 7/ 5/ [l Olnsignificant B Significant
)':‘C{cfzirman s Determination (Mmf 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-310.00 plus [7 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
i e S T
CEIVE \\ N
e e s \g




Description of External Alteration / Repair or Demolition:

1.

2.

The house will be re-roofed and repainted with appropriate repairs for rotted
wood, etc. made as the work is done.

Windows will be replaced with energy efficient, double pane, Low E windows
throughout the home, same sizes and style as the original windows.

The screened-in porch on the southwest, rear comer of the house will be taken
into the house to increase the size and functionality of the kitchen, and to allow
room to bring the laundry area into the house from the tank house.

Portions of both upper and lower rear porches will be taken into the house to
enlarge the existing downstairs bathroom, to allow room for a new bathroom
upstairs (changes not visible from the street — see Exhibit B).

A rear addition off both upper and lower porches will allow space for upper and
lower closets, and the addition will be capped with a slightly revised rear roofline
(also see Exhibit B).

The tank house will be moved from its current location to the southeast, rear
corner of the lot.

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

-

A standing seam metal roof with a painted finish will be applied in place of the
mixed material (part composition, part green metal) roof now on the house. The
owners of the home are planning to retain the current look (paint color and
placement) of the home with minimal changes.

JeldWen windows of the same size and style as the original windows will be used.
They will be wooden windows with painted, metal clad exteriors and screens.
The newly enclosed rear porch will retain the look of the original structure by
retaining the low wall, screened windows above it, screen door into the house
from the west side, no changes to the existing roofline, etc. Even the original
porch posts and gingerbread trim will be re-applied to the exterior of the addition,
so from the San Antonio Street prospective the appearance of the house will be
the same as now (possibly better with the gingerbread and posts exposed).

Only a portion of each rear porch will be taken into the house, still allowing for an
upper screened in porch that will take advantage of southerly breezes, and a lower
porch that will allow access into the kitchen from the private backyard area.

The small rear additions are not visible from the street, but add much needed
closet space (which was a major deficiency in this vintage home) increasing the
home’s value and functionality for its next 100 years. The rear porch additions
will unite the backyard and the rear of the house, taking advantage of the
improved backyard layout and southerly breezes. Doors from the downstairs
master bedroom and kitchen will give access to backyard space that will be ideal
for grilling, entertaining and relaxing.

The tank house, in its current location, has functioned as the laundry room for
many years. The original layout of the house did not accommodate laundry
facilities, but the remote laundry is not desirable for modern use. The owner

|



wants the laundry moved inside the house, and current plans address that need.
With that function addressed, and with the windmill that filled the tank removed
sometime in the past, the need to have the tank house so near the back door is
gone. Instead of tearing it down, we propose to move it further back in the yard
where it can be used for storage / garden shed / etc. and its heavy visual impact
will become a backdrop for the backyard. In this rear corner location, balanced
by the existing two-car garage in the southwest corner of the backyard, the entire
appearance and appeal of the property is improved.

The original structure was built to be a comfortable home with gracious public spaces
for greeting and entertaining guests. The current plans will renew that tradition and
allow the home to continue to function in the same manner for the next 100 years.
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness
Maund House

121 West San Antonio Street

Fredericksburg, TX 78624

List of Exhibits

Exhibit A — Photos of House from all sides — Current configuration, 8 pages
Exhibit B — Proposed Side Elevation, 1 page
Exhibit C — Proposed Rear Elevation, 1 page

Exhibit D — Proposed Plat, 1 page
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MAUND HOUSE
121 WEST SAN ANTONIO
FREDERICKSBURG, TEXAS 78624
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MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO
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MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO
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MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO
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MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO

VIEW OF HOUSE & TANK HOUSE FROM REAR
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MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO
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VIEW OF EAST SIDE OF HOUSE — FRONT PORTION



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO
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MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO

ACKWARD DOORS INTO
SCREENED PORCH

o]

ACKWARD TRANSITION FROM
SCREENED PORCH TO TANK HOUSE &
FLAGSTONE WALKWAY
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4\ 42

Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

o Shkiu e L
Application Date: J Application Complete: =~ — = e _

ts | HJ—_—‘:_ - §
NS IS W =2

Property Address: 207 . 60&&44&)0#

i l:
|I’ I;?
L !I;

<1
Legal Description: . \l|i‘ MAR 3 1 20m t
Owner: /‘I[ﬂ%'&d MM'{{}M M/b’} Phone No. | =
Address:
Applicant: /7742'4/ 42) vldfﬂ:’x)]’ﬁ/l/ Phone No._& 30 “Fi155(2%

Address:__ Z20% &, [(Aue f-:l

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:__ /2245 ld_roek wxdf to
gkl /‘?/k';k"fl:i/itﬁf . 2&7‘&-;[/.4;5 il i -ﬁm ﬂf.mji ol /r’ﬂ¢:#1}{
Lhot I’ “

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

475 /:’«ILJ’MJ:G{(

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

/j / & peced pleks
O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: 5{ 2( r (] O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date:___ ASA Desired Completion Date:___ASA £
SURVEY RATING: CHigh FMedium OLow [CINone
O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE:__ | 22229 djnJgi——
The Applicant s 2h e/fhe is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
, Date 7 7 /I @BInsignificant OSignificant
—_Blilding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
C‘@ \Q/Q@Qk/ Date “LH "'\’ \ (\ Binsignificamt  OSignificant
i | airman’s Determination (Mdx 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
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N
‘i?cat on for Certificate of Appropriateness
Application Date; }f; I / Application Complete;,

Address: OLO \/\) m G\L(\ S/(j ": 3 C’J’
Owners Tm 'P—Q,ﬁ('\t C/L Phone No. 3 O, éﬁ’) 4%33

piesn 2O AN UWec FRe T %Y

Apphcantc,\/\\-)\Q.\/\ !/Y\O‘FO\«QN{\ PhuneNoﬂBO qa% ;%3(,9
paress S OF AN Travis <t L PR, 77 1%y

Deseription of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition; @LC\ i Naaall 7)'@

S\er C coss 5\)\5’" Yeinind \D\»ﬁ\&iﬁﬂ

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

No C)\mo\(\q‘L L \OQ-— N e S’(“-’ J(L\Q
AT Ao T Ut -

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

d\" —\rO M\A mw\a_,&op_ \Oo\gb&,ﬁr\
O(W\O\\S S\s\\or\m\\”mmcﬂ 2 e el 2009

: Sead ¥ | e ( ok (¢ =
Q Drawing etch Date Submitted:; Historic Plfptog ‘\"O |a O“\ qu‘
bl

Desired Starting Date: Des:red Completion Date; L}‘ I
SURVEY RATING:  \OHigh CMedium OLow [ONone

&THErEbt\hnated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: —
The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly amhon.ed‘hm,&u;he Owner of the Properly

Date Olnsignificant OSignificant
Building Qfficial''s Determination (Mewe 7 days)
2 DateAJI 1z ! I W|insignifican DSignificant
d@irman 's Determination (Max'7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. aftet complete application) Notiee to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-8/70.00 plus J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-520.00

. —
e ———
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Application for Certificate of Approprlatenes_s__

_: f"‘_"\\_ i __3:1 ﬂ s

Application Date: Application Complete: ! e 1l| "| :

3/ F_ _Wias il
Property Address:___, /4? i Viain ! APR -8 2011 ! ]

L TR e/

Legal Description: D {/ ae Wiline.— ; ‘ e J
Owner: $ob  [Be L8 roye Phone No. gﬁ 7/—744—&3-#?-?-———“
Address: S8 E. MWMaie l:af.é&, T4 2C4L¥
Applicant; Keud ol é Qur 2o Coﬂﬂ}:a.]m. Phone No. ?39/ 7J9-29285
Address:__ [ 62 Linda Dr. Fa(-é& o X y X1 P53
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: T ol Aosr ¢

on cide avp % inTo w//-e/u wa./b,

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the arc uectural or historic aspect of the
structure or site:__ Doagre we/ t'[ be ctainod ,;gé weas hu‘r or ﬁr\{v c alor

a.sg,:g:lgj'g[/-c. to_ Loard

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: Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: OHigh COMedium OLow [CONone

OO RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: 9 e Aﬂ’

The Applicant certifjes thaf he/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent fo the Owner of the Property
/ //

Date
jon (Max 7

@nsignificant [Significant

Building Official’s Delerm

Date 4‘ Jl Fnsignificant OSignificant
(Mak 7Jays)

] > R
Chlgfrman’s Determination

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: 4141\ Application Complete:___ . 4.14.11

Property Address: o1 5. Lingsp FBG T 1824

Legal Description:

Owner: \\Hm CHILCUTHE * Tebmst PhoneNo.  °-7|Y4- (729D
BEomun

< ORRTHAR
Address:
Applicant: A\Duw ERAT W, [ s, BESID Phone No. 82y Sz 702\
Free  JOWTHAY BeoFaeo —TESACT
Address:_|50 E. wiio ST. SUIMTE 29\ F84 W 782y

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

Lo o Siorw Banvo 4f -l—"l? pio2zr @\wnpa‘ & THE Avoimng
o Av  DkTeoone DLNH&( Borfio &1 ThHe WESTER (tepep OF THE Hiuse.

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

Exemin AcoiMons AGE VEPT W PAE & UNFE, I/ Ge. fuo Siamee,

SN pesiany  OOwpues W) CWEBIST clay  ppoIMASCE fore THE CBe

_, =2

i
|t Zr— "1* i
NOVE ."_-'r'*_ "\‘\ *11
| g\'; APR 14 20N |11
b LYy {=/
DRAGLIAL
[ Drawing [ Sketch Date Submitted: 2-Z%-1\ O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Apei 2o\ Desired Completion Date:__IWFr( 2211
SURVEY RATING: [High [Medium BLow [ONone
O Rﬁﬁqm ated Eate of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: AE
The Applicant certifies that he/she is “the Owner or duly authotized Agent for the Owner of the Property
Date Qinsignificant OSignificant
e ilding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
< ~€ .
“‘“‘*9; s N Date_1| | / (l Clinsignificant 8Significant
Chq’&ymn s Determination (Max 7 cfays)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [J Board Reviep; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

L



A: Remove existing
ornamental railings

B: Replace exisfring canvas
canopy with white canvas and
signage graphic, paint metal
structure dark

C: Paint existing porch post
surrounds to match building

D: 1xé cement board slats on
on wood framing secured to
" existing structure. Paint white

maf“,l...? U

fepey dpoatese?

s 3 ‘ ¥ es | | E: Signage by tenant

E1: Wood deck for patio dining

PROPOSED EXTERIOR IMPROVEMENTS

sweet marley’s

107 s. llano st, fredericksburg tx [ :
04.21.11 architecture & plannin

(06 150 e. main streci,suite 201 fredericksburg, ix 830.997.702
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: 4 lb \ Application Complete: :
q_—-\
Property Address: \-LZ E M‘{-"H QT"‘ '[—Z""'A'Q’::‘j({b"ck‘“"(\
Toegal Description: S EGEE Y S
— J 3 K i iy
Owner:__ LU0 U“PM Phone No. ——4PR—8 i |
HELT i
T l
Address:

Applicant: [MLQL*-M_\ LL LVAA« Phone No. B3~ /37~28T

Address:_ 2114 Wolepleany ‘W*%M PO~ femlo-T X 18O

Description of External Alteration/Repir or Demolition: AL ¥ €. yclen o —=petbe . Prise (ol or

Chhasaed 4o Ry trouse W CpetPiTnca- T
& A\\H&VM Wlf\\ﬁ Loy Iim

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 [ Sketch Date Submitted: [ Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING:  [lHigh Medium OlLow [INone
HL: Estima nstruction
APPLICANT SIGNA :
The Applicant certifjesthgh fe/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owngr of the Property
Date £ 5’ Binsignificant OSignificant
ing Offifial’s DetePmihation (Max 7 days)
Date_ “t , 4 I i Binsignificamt [OSignificant
ChEﬁ'[nﬁ s Determination (Ma& 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [7Board Review, CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

nv
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: LI' / Ly / 1\ Application Complete:

P Addressi__ 5 (o \d - Aduashn
roperty Address ° (B2 04— GHZ9 ¥ Detmne-

owner: Manugl I ;\‘ Deanne (\‘§0V\m\£—5 Phone No.__(512) 57 ~ 3363

Address: SAag

Applicant:____ S a2 Phone No.___ S@ pn 2.

Address: g g

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: Rayaears £\ g%;jnm 2 3 osboghus sichin g;

ids

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

or site:_Peapoced venountiom will crvate o more. Crafisiman

w wineeh cat\\ lend beter 1hith home in the

Ned thﬁw‘hood .

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

O Drawing JKI Sketch Date Submitted: O Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: OHigh [OMedium QLo CONone

O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction N\&\! 26\\
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: iAoy “Z- <—=——

The ApplicW that jifshe is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
/7 Date 7 // P /// W/nsignificant OSignificant
ild%g Official’s Determination (Mat 7 days)
g
4 Mu Date '\“’ l 14 / il Binsignificant OSignificant
Chai@ an’s Determination (Max 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

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

AR 18 AN L
i _'1'-*‘:'
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N -2
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness
Application Date:__2 ~ A~ R0/ / Application Complete:
Property Address:_ 7/ A W'/-?dzr//w s
Legal Description:__Z Shor y B f 3 |
owner: LKV V. M//&%ég Juav. £4€  PhoneNo_%30 Y56 656 O

Address:

Applicant:‘_/l%ﬁ/y FJQ)/IN Phone No. 330 4/5‘5‘ é Xé O
Address: 3/5- d(/ ﬂdré gﬂl

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: i e /& / M.o/ Y72k ]0/(
Ex/s ”/’”‘G‘ Cetoys

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

/ Pp/a ce /év/ Ma/ é/gu/ <Sae /g/yug

e ——————— ]

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect comphah@ @ {__—' oﬂdmjmpe

4

Aone i T
fii || V-2 ]
=]
O Drawing [ Sketch Date Submitted: [ Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: \.D?ﬂ/ OMedium OLow [ONone

OO RTHL: ﬁd Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: // A

The Ap;;%e ifies thgt helshe iy/the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
Pz 2/, Date 5/ 3/ {/ Binsignificant [Significant

wilding Official’s Délermination (Max 7 days)
: : Date_") l 2 | il BInsignificant OSignificant
@rman s Debermination (M&x 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [7Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

o
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: 5) / j (o / ) | Application Complete:

Property Address: aBS = m&\f\ &/ F‘Bé\l[TX 13 6aY

Legal Description:

Owner: 6/[ ‘/v’\l;).) - Tamr\w 5'\Ke:> Phone No. ((_{3)0 992 *9{;5@
Address: CT (o NG\//—M’\ VATIR LN o %(_l( TX ‘78(03\L'/

Applicant: %W Phone No. KD)B Ci 92 "q (050‘
Address: < /YL
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: ¢ \/\ri Y\QO h/ w6 IG\/ A

cutside oF Tea Rose p@n\& ROWY\ \/e/\;\j Aa (K
\OW’Z‘:\A/\ Jﬂ\ M

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

Tt loe o el nohcealde A e renu

bt Wi\ et OW\J/\pm \boow\ H =g

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

MAY 16 2001 ' /|
=/ :}
| sl
B
O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: [0 Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: sa /_\‘/) Desired Completion Date:___(. 5@{ 2
SURVEY RATING: CHigh OMedium OLow [ONone
0O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE:
The App y/:f s JHat nen or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
Date 5 / ? // Wnsignificant OSignificant
zldﬁv Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
(_;}\ ?@«@P\ Date 27 / [ q / / Binsignificamt OSignificant
Cha(rjmn ’s Determination (Mx 7 days)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [7 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-520.00

A




RLe)

Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: ﬁ/ I1- Do/ Application Complete:
Property Address;_>+25 14/ Ay 5 /ﬁfl)ék’/c’ffé’ 127 Ya 7,6’;{92/

Legal Descnpnon \/L/L'TDA/ cj:7717'7'"’ (7 é/f v /Dbﬂ/euf’ M SELT
Owner: / 700 e e /'%JZMPJI/Ié /, A/ S Phone No. & S0. 790.8 / /[//

Address: D/ l«s/ LL;V /}/77477/3 07 /%/fﬁ// L-;A/,fﬁ}. /( 7;05‘)2 %

Applicant://DM/_@i/ zfgmff /g S Phone No. 5.30. §90.5 L)

it /2. il Sy Lrthin, Sant. Zodoeins sy 2 782

Description ofExternal Alteration/Repair or Demolition: /?&24(@ ,gn/ &4% 947%‘/ 0/
| goka Ay T

Description of how the proposed change ill be in 7ﬁer with the architectural or historic aspect of
structure or site;_—77E L —/@ 074 oy Lis7 /6 s Comp 12

&xmﬁﬂ 49l TD /ﬂ//»éwu ¢,L/L S STEEE /ﬂvéﬁf/?é/ J 74\% %é 04&1
/ma/m a/eea/ea/%ﬁr—aw% &4%04/& 7 ¢7é' /r?,éf‘m{, c.waé/’i

Any circumstances or condmons concerning the property which may aﬂ'ec'l comphance wnth the ordinance:

Bl e REGC CEI VASYEN
I Ll
li}ilil‘ WAY 3T 201 [L:)J\
O Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: E(I'Lsﬁmn_ﬂhmnenpb——J
Desired Starting Date: '4 SH4 P Desired Completion Date: / e eeé ‘
SURVEY RATING: HEHigh COMediu OLow [INone

__QRTHL: EW@‘: ate of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: j@@(—[ev-\ : ST /-7 oloL o H SIS

The Applicant certifies that iie/s};e is the-Qwnef or Iy authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
// N Date_6 / 4 // / BInsignificant OSignificant

/Biiding Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
C i Date b/ (ﬁj I BInsignificant OSignificant
3 Ch{:jman ’s Detekmination (Mdx 7 Jays)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [JBoard Review, CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: Application Complete:

Property Address: 5 o W. A_’(/\fl J(7V\
o“mer:j)mmm,LQpn zoles Phone No._ S 12 ~¥OY -, 424

Address:_ < aMNL _

Applicant:_ <_a £ Phone No.

Address:__ Seaoyn.L Fax No,

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

Vaank Co\arsS

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:

00 Drawing 0 Sketch Date Submitted: [0 Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Desired Completion Date:
SURVEY RATING: [O”High OMedium OLow ONone

[0 RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: |\ __

The Applicant certifi th;t hfhé’ is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
///ﬁ ) Date f%’ / [ Bnsignificant [OSignificant

{ldifig Offictal’s Detexmination (Max 7 days)
= @-M/\_ Date (¢ / (1 ) [ Blinsignificant OSignificant
Cké@lan s Determination (Max 7la’ays)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [/ Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-820.00 = | -

JUN 11 201 )
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KM3961-1 Pale Face

KM3962-1 Creamy Natural

KM3963-1 Sand Castle

£idhg
@

KM3964-1 Beach Bum

%l




-2
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Complete:

Application Date:

Property Address: ZC’(@ N. A'CURN
Owner: GfMl SDDKT;MA‘N (,dA‘MﬂfD \ Phone No. 676 67% - 377(0
Address: Yo ?79‘(/ 7’70| o4, T}C 7&[9;4/

Phone No.

Applicant:

Address: Fax No.

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

vamwﬁrtaf l,auwdrn,/ 4o Vouze

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

Wil wet range dppedrance of Wouse.

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

IE/Drawing O Sketch Date Submitted: [0 Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: (o ! I4’ , If Desired Completion Date: g I ’4 I ”
SURVEY RATING: OHigh CMedium W [None T

OR : Esti Date of Construction
APPLICANT SIGNATURE:
The Applicant certifies that he/shg islthe Owner pr duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property

Date 4 gé Z[// BInsignificant OSignificant
cial’s Determination (Max 7 days)

uilding
s Date_(¢ ' I ] [ Blinsignificant Significant

) Ch@z‘man ’s Determination Wax fdays)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-$10.00 plus [J Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: ¢ ’/ I.;';A £ Application Complete:__,,
Property Address,_ & /| 2, M SKHY AN Ton) 10 ST
Legal Description:_ (0wl o7 254  ELLEDEALK S OB b, TE.

Owner:_ T AMC-S + ISR SRR Tk i/ SPhoneNo._cL /0 J12.0989 X
OB Dses PLEETIS

Address: (o] 2. L/, SRR/ AN 101D ST

(/o930 Mminnce Creccr Rn, 762l For Sommer J.;o/f_)
Applicant;_<J /MM ¥ [SprBR A ThHon AS PhoneNo._ /0 </ ¥ §1 8~

Address:_(Shte)

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition: /X D/ Fere s To  ISS T SIRE

OE HOUSE IRCUUD e CRZE, To MRTCH FeCE QN CRST

SIpe o Mot & § PERMETLIT FG—LJQ(—};R.&PMQ ST 1A

Fermoe WHNERE NEERED
Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the
structure or site: Cceorn. Fencsgs -+ EAnr g GCATE

v Curreacic e 4l (Grenzr) FRRp  LlomESTERLN

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

Aense EAI e IN)-

BDrawing 1 Sketch Date Submitted:_ /¢ (11 10 Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Date: Asnrr Desired Completion Date: % /, Lo
SURVEY RATING: CHigh OMedium *Hlow OONone

O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction  Jterit.  Joo, 2¢0//

#
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: /5%—,// i %ﬂ%a.q

The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
// 5%_*%? s . Date gﬁ 2 azz / _ Wnsignificant OSignificant
7 days)

Mdt‘ng Official’s De termination
Q A 7 Date CD{ 2—2/ / ! Blnsignificant  OSignificant
i airman’s Determination (Mbx 7 ddys)
Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application Notice to Applicant:

APPLICATION FEE:-§10.00 plus 7 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$2(.00

U
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Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Application Date: /’ / Ji é;/ /7 Application Complete: il

Property Address:_(6 /2 (2. OA K AN 7O IQ ST /./?5/3-,/‘}/.765/6'25/

Legal Description:_{2ew /W Lo 7 2F 4

Owner: TAME S + IR e 3hrin Telopt A S PhoneNo, (0 YL S && 1 5
Sp.dro (20459

Address: 4o/ 2 ). San) A Toaisd ST, ¥

Applicant=<[y m~+ [ZpnBBarn Tudor:A-S PhoneNo. Qrs0— ¢ T I&FLS

Address: 6/ 2 (oo SAA) AuT7BDrip ST,  T36 <K
(1050 rr00LE CECCIC RO, TRENERRKS BLRC TFTOR StMmm<e 20//)
Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:

(oo e Y IPHORCH PosTs Zeom 52 Toeaadl “T9 J/MPLE

S Sp. PesSTS +PAINT  tsics TR0RCH TRM-

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the
structure or site: SeMe B JiriLAr.  Nev SES

s KIS Torsl AHAecA.

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

{Love
[J-Prawing O Sketch Date Submitted: G/ o /07 <] Historic Photograph
Desired Starting Dattg?pm 0, 2or/ Desired Completion Date: Qpre 30, 267/
SURVEY RATING: OHigh [OMedium AJESw ONone
O RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction J¢tne 25— ;D./ 202/
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: MM i D . B v
The Applicant certifies that he/shg)is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property
// . Date é/é_ 27/// Bnsignificant OSignificant
] inpg Official’s Determination (Max 7 days)
1
@ Nt Date_ (£ / 2-2—/ I / BInsignificant OSignificant

an’s Defermination (1\4![::):l 7 day.s!)

Meeting Date (40 days max. after complete application) Notice to Applicant:
APPLICATION FEE:-810.00 plus [7Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00

Y
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