
1. Call to Order 

C ITY OF FREDERICKSBURG 
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD 

TUESDAY, JULY 12, 201 1 
CITY HALL 

CONFERENCE ROOM 
126 W. MAIN ST. 

5:30 P.M. 

2. Approve Minutes of April 2011 Regular Meeting 

APPLICATIONS 

Pg 1 - 3 

3. Application #11-33 by Jason Rustin at 412 W. Austin to rebuild front porch Pp 4 - 10 
and porch roof. 

4. Application #11-38 by Paul Wolters at 102 S. Lincoln to construct a freestanding Pp 11 - 19 
wood deck on the courtyard side of 102 S. Lincoln. 

5. Application #11-41 by Jim Garner at 607 W. Main St. to add faux storefront, Pp 20 - 27 
repair wood, gutters, fence, and roof on property as needed, paint exterior, and 
add security barrier and fence to rear of property. 

6. Application #11-42 by Steve Thomas on behalf of Kathy Sanford at 605 W. Schubert Pp 28 - 37 
to add 160 square foot bathroom to west side of residence. 

7. Application #11-43 by Jerry Sample on behalf of Janis Joseph Maund at 121 W. Pp 38 - 54 
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 
0) 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. #11-25 Rebuild rock wall to match existing - 307 W. Schubert (Montgomery) Pp 55 - 56 
9. #11-26 Place silver cross on top of building - 406 W. Main (Penick) Pg 57 - 58 
10. #11-27 Install double french doors on side of building - 318 E. Main (Besgrove) Pp 59 - 63 
11. #11-28 Location of sign band & addition of dining patio - 107 S. Llano (Chi lcothe) Pp 64 - 65 
12. #11-29 Paint exterior - 112 E. Austin (duPerior) Pp 66 - 67 
13. #11-30 Replace siding & front door/window with double window, enlarge porch & 

widen columns - 516 W . Austin (Gonzales) Pp 68 - 69 
14. #11-32 Paint exterior - 412 W. Austin (KNV Hill Country Inv.) Pp 70 - 71 
15. #11-34 Paint trim - 223 E. Main (Sikes) Pp 72 
16. #11-35 Replace shingles with Endura Shake shingles - 325 W. Main (Pioneer Museum) Pp 73 - 79 
17. #11 -36 Paint exterior - 516 W. Austin (Gonzales) Pp 80 - 81 
18. #11-37 Connect / enclose laundry room to house - 206 N. Acorn (Sportsman) Pp 82 - 83 
19. #11-39 Construct fence on west side - 612 W. San Antonio (Thomas) Pp 84 - 86 
20. #11-40 Change porch posts & paint trim - 612 W. San Antonio (Thomas) Pp 87 - 89 

ADJOURN 



STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE 
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG 

HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD 
April 12, 2011 
5:30 PM 

On this 12th 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: 

ABSENT: 

ALSO PRESENT: 

SHARON JOSEPH 
J. HARDIN PERRY 
CHARLES SCHMIDT 
BURLEIGH ARNECKE 
STAN KLEIN 
MIKE PENICK 
MARCIA DIETZ 

LARRY JACKSON 
ERIC PARKER 
RICHARD LAUGHLIN 

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 Amecke 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 
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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 is. 

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: 
I) 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 
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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 Arnecke 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 
Arnecke seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 6:20 p.m. 

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

SHELLEY BRITTON, CITY SECRETARY SHARON JOSEPH, CHAIRMAN 
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Application Number: 

Date: 

Address: 

Owner: 

Applicant: 

Rating: 

Proposed Modifications: 

Neighborhood Cbaracteristics: 

Staff Comments: 

General Notes: 

Historic Review Board 
Application Information 

11-33 

July 6, 2011 

412 W. Austin 

KNV Hill Country Inv 

Jason Rustin 

High 

Rebuild front porch and roof. 

The subject property is in the Historic District. 

The scope of the project justifies Board review. 

Tbe 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 envirorunent 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 envirorunent in relation to height, gross volume, proportion, design harmony and setback. 



The advisory functions of the Board include the following: 

(I) 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 infonnation 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 andlor 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 mayor 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. 



JL-22 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: -5 - ? - 2611 Application Complete: _________ _ 

Property Address: 7'12 W'/la"6hlV '1>1 
riA lit tttiPtbn:,_-:-________________ --'-_________ _ 

Owner: f< N V U, II Uxtvd II' ~ IV\ V • Phone No. '330-45 ('1 - b ~ ~ Cl 

Address:~ I z.. A\),~ti t-J 4\ 

Applicant:." \ IhSO N \( \J"'iz~ i N PhoneNo.4.30 4S(' b~b6 

Address: :2 I '5 I J.J, 7 C\. V" k. 74. 
Description ofExtemal AlterationlRepair or Demolition:_R.1.::>.:c:'e~#-"'-'b"""'u.o..:.., \-"d:::.>. __ WL.!,1,tJ>:<.L\I\.."""t_-,Rl.!::(Z)1"::..!..:c.lt\=~ 
~ VCNci-1. Qc>c:l.(' ( Lt'J4\q'V\.15 tV..Mcl R~U,''''t> bo.A) 

Description of how the proposed cbange will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect oflbe 
structure or site: _____________________________ _ 

11 -eohc<p 
~ , 
t2'f'f?lw'e 

"lei MI0f! 
dcn-rf 

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

o Drawing o Sketch Date Submitted: 

Desired Starting Date: ______ _ 

SURVEY RATING: DMedium 

"",,~~-~ 15; ~ n "~:' - ';-:~ ; 
, \~ . .:- . -,-

" I 
~ :' i 

j : , II 
I.: 

L 

MAY - 2 2011 
" -' i I 

, . ! 

P ijistoric Photog\.aph 

Desired Completion Date: _______ _ 

DLow DNone 

APPLICANT SIGNA TURE:---1.:!5/::--+)~t!::,~:::::::::.-------------­
The Applicant certifies that he/she s the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property 

_ ;:::=::::::;;::;;:;;:::-;:;;r.::::;:::r'====:----Date Dlnsignificant DSignificant 

~;d1'1 "::;;:~4::f:;::..~~4~~='------- Date DInsignificant SSignificant 
(M. 7 d s) 

Iication Notice to A licant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO,OO plus OBoard R view; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRlATENESS·$20.00 
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Application Number: 

Date: 

Address: 

Owner: 

Applicant: 

Rating: 

Proposed Modifications: 

Neighborhood Characteristics: 

Staff Comments: 

General Notes: 

Historic Review Board 
Application Information 

11-38 

July 7, 2011 

102 S. Lincoln 

Jean Sudderth 

Paul Wothers 

High 

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

The subject property is in the Historic District. 

The scope of the project justifies Board review. 

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: 

(I) 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 andlor 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 mayor 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 detennination 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. 



Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date:,-=-C,...:..I_I_Sl.!.I_f_f ___ _ Application Complete: ________ _ 

Property Address:_I_O_l..<-->-_S;::.....;..' _L--,'_I'\""C_f)c..( 1-1-'--______________ _ 

Owner: :Ie£ln 'sudderf-h.-jV<.U1..LLj .LID Phone No . .?30 - 9'(.0- ?'ifCo 

Address: L DO '( :1:S ~?d: , f='I) G '? 8" (P;:), t 
Applicant: fL ( VV lJ {i e r 5 Phone No. .6 jar f e I C;S-T 

FaxNo. ________ _ 

Description ofExtemai Aiteration/Repair or Demolition: It r ret! S t~vy:{/ .. , (;", Dod cI e ct 

1-0 be C'()L<.<;-fr.c+ed Df..\. ~ CDUrt- ya.rJ S"Je c; -f f 02 5, t..; kcol "". 

SfruC+"re t:: S -fd.r as cEJlor aM desl.ju.. ( 0l..ll e pro!) v jd r I.<.j « 
Sa. -te atA.d. Ie l/ e I are" -flS>r .seed. L.<.j • 

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

To /I1j /'1I.0W {"!te i£..ere 41«.$ ~o pve eKl~+i"j ~ecl.:. ( It bc..J c9.'Je'r-

1i.e ,?tee. i~ use& fig.,- se<-hl-j aud h&5 b~CI)V<f hr;?.:.""&~".s J~c:. 

-to f.)"'- eve"" ;~ulA..d (N.<.t1 D 1,;:Q C(;lA..cref,€ , 

!3'!lrawing 0 Sketch Date Submitted: {, ( (6-( II 0 Histcric Photograph 

Desired Starting Date: (P I ( S ( (( Desired Completion Date: U I z () { {f 
SURVEY RATING:- ~gh DMedium DLow DNone 

D~: Estimated Date of Construction _______ _ 

APPUCANT SIGNATURE:.--:-:-...:::::sL:...::::s.c...:.-----:;:::==::=:=::==:===~,__::__:__::_-____:__._=_---­
The Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property 

---:;:::>~~~~~=--_Date ~//7;;/ 
(Max 7 days) 

DInsignificant . Significant 

C;;;~¢-:;;.~2h:~~~::,...----- Date &111 / II DInsignificant ~Significant 
Max '/.days) 

Notice to licant: 

APPUCATION FEE:-$IO.OO plus OBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20_00 
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Application Number: 

Date: 

Address: 

Owner: 

Applicant: 

Rating: 

Proposed Modifications: 

Neighborhood Characteristics: 

Staff Comments: 

General Notes: 

Historic Review Board 
Application Information 

11-41 

July 7, 2011 

607 W. Main 

Jim Garner 

Jim Garner 

Low 

See attached. 

The subject property is in the Historic District. 

The scope of the project justifies Board 
review. 

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. 

~o 



The advisory functions of the Board include the following: 

(I) 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 fmding 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 Gennan-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 
techoologies. Properties designated with a high rating are to be the most protected from alteration and 
demolition. 

MEDIUM rating. Properties that mayor 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. 



JL-~ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: JU. !"i f- 24n: 20 [I Application Complete: ________ _ 

Property Address:_~0~O:!..'1..L..lW~1 '-'!SO' c~. !.l..I-,MI-..I..!B:1Jiu:l\I.I.\ --,S>o.!---"'>.l..1 ,e,1$.u:tafi:z:..TL, _____________ _ 

Legal Description: FBG:. ADD BLt:: q 1 k..C>T 2hl, 
--.- / ' 

Owner: cJ I M \./A'\c..N'ER. Phone No. 

Applicant: JI(\I\ G/1RNSR. Phone No. 930 -' 4~~"IO-c31 
/ ! r, E 'T'" 

Address: roQ'7 L\J. {I!\tliN vI'1 JED@.I~KSB!.!.RG; I X 1802.4 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: AOD ff'rA.l4 S@R.Gf'iRONT]; txlsnNG 

tJ!,l'6:lN M;!d BWGk Ail i WiNGf ~ThIR (A,'('yiD,. GUrrEiI?5ij FENCE I @:xW'TQ 

AI L (j,1J·FJ;.OPERl'~ is /JE5ti);D R6PlllNrTO tN«(llH, AsmS6<'l1.R(t:llB~ 

Df.!t~~n%fhb~th~~~~ ~fe Jii'lWM'~.1r1da~ ~r~~r~1 or historic aspect of the 
structure or site: (; '10- W Au. 'xl F~o i e ). l; \,'" I • 

Bu.l t..Oii\l'6 WIL.l, GCl~F6R.M T OTtt'" f3~L(LD"N6 BiN Ee.<!lt;i SlDE, 

(Vo iA~, "TO B0 elr T1% HI StGRt<"1\\... (!)[ TM't:'lli6GLOO /Vii fGR SA-fv\PIE:'5, 
'R"A-\~ I M'P~Cij .. }<3~~·'{"'$ t>.-R(; Fofl- SGeu. RlT'6 DL~ "'['0 fV~Nt" p,@nV'T0 , 

Any CIrcumstanCes or coDOlnons concernmg the property whICh may atrect compliance W1!!Jtneorolnance: -

~D NCO ,ptA, I ~~"" h\!,,/ih'<E: , ~ :. r~ ~ ~ 0 .~/ G';:llrr 
J8N z 7 2011 :: !I 

'} ' i.'::!) 

't3:Prawing o Sketch Date Subm itted: JiU') ~ 2 7 2D ~ 1 L-P-Ui.lilCtil:..l!llllll:mllh-__ --.I 
I 

fThELL6T \ J -201 ( Desired Completion Date: ~6-M,~ -31 2./J( I 
( 

Desired Starting Date: 

SURVEY RATING: DHigh DMedium DLow DNone 
o RT~imated D~te of Construction 

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: l _,~~~ 
e~ ediAne Owner or duly authorized A ent for the Owner of the Property 

---::::;;:::::;;;~(;;t~':hD.;;~;;ffo;;--_Date '7 'S ( 
(Max 7 days) 

Dlnsignificant -.significant 

(=::::::S;R~g~~,,--,,---- Date 11.5 J 1\ 
(M* 7~ays) 

Dlnsignificant IJJSignificant 

Meetin Date 40 da max. after com lete a Iication Notice to A licant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO.OO plus DRoar . w; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 
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Application Nnmber: 

Date: 

Address: 

Owner: 

Applicant: 

Rating: 

Proposed Modifications: 

Neighborhood Characteristics: 

Staff Comments: 

General Notes: 

Historic Review Board 
Application Information 

11 -42 

July 7, 2011 

605 W. Schubert 

Kathy Sanford 

Steve Thomas 

Medium 

Bathroom addition. 

The subject property is in the Historic District. 

The scope of the project justifies Board 
reVlew. 

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 fuuctions of the Board include the following: 

(I) 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 fonns 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 mayor 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 oftbe district or property. 



JL-~ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: <0 - Zi· 1\ Application Complete:.-..!"'e..:-:.o!Z:~~~-.!:\l=---___ _ 

Property Address: <PaS W. «HLl6Erc::r 

Legal Description: 1.01 10K, P:~U60'V\!>\ot.{ of TO""/-{ LoOT Mo. \0 

Owner: KA"tt\"< ~FO~ Phone No. 830-9'1' - 0190 

Address: <OQS ""'. -SC::HUBE8T 

Applicant: 'SO!!YE' TltoMA~ I ~Kr~ITEC!l'"!? 

Address: 30c G II-l. MAl/-{ $T. F'8G., lX, 

Phone No. 830-qcP- CJ aS3 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: I<i:>Q ~ Ff;:BATHRooM 

ADDITioN OM mE we~-r !SIDE of A ""'Iql.:l BRICK gE:;lbEt4cE 

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the 
structure or site: AODl'rLON IS 51-tALL. AND !>IMF'lE II.l FogM. IT IS P~oFl:>:!>EP 

F> BE 0..1. n-tE OPPO!S!'IE ~lbE' 01= nm- Hou~E' A:S -me FRbHT Fb~H 

As VIEI4Et> FRoM 'THE $\4q. 

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

Date Submitted: ~/z.., I ZOI\ P !jistoric Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:--'8.q./ .... Z."'O""'I.l.\ __ _ Desired Completion Date: cot 1%01\ 

SURVEY RATING: )!!Medium DLow DNone 
fJEstinlat"dDate of Construction _1!.:q~'!::4L-_____ _ 

Owner or duly authorized Aifent or the Owner of the Property 

-:::~~t£~~~fI~t;~~:---_Date 7 IS 1/ DInsignificant .11Mignificant 
~ (Max 7 days) 

(~~£;;I:Ch.;n~~~~;;~;------ Date mi ll DInsignificant filSignificant (At;;; 1 days) 

Notice to A licant: 

APPLICATION FEE:·$10.00 plus OBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS·$20.00 
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Application Number: 

Date: 

Address: 

Owner: 

Applicant: 

Rating: 

Proposed Modifications: 

Neighborhood Characteristics: 

Staff Comments: 

General Notes: 

Historic Review Board 
Application Information 

11-43 

July 7, 2011 

121 W. San Antonio 

Janis Joseph 

Jerry Sample 

High 

See attached 

The subject property is in the Historic District. 

The scope of the project justifies Board 
reVIew. 

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 foUowing: 

(I) 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 detenninations of architectural value and integrity and, ifknOWfl, historical and cultural value, 
and may be altered from time to time as additional infonnation 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 ofGennan-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 mayor 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 detennination 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. 



lL-J2 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date:_~"~~ ;;l~7-=-:.Jlul ___ _ Application Complete: _________ _ 

Property Address: "21 /Jest- Sa.n Avdn",',Q S~ a~ I '"IX 78. fo;;2t.f 

Owner: __ ---'J,.LI4i3.1'..,,·l..;;1 :;,2..-"-<J,~o,...,s~€f~bflLJM:.:..J.J<af...!!\!.u:I\~Ja._- Phone No. 51,;( - 4 ~(, - ~300 
Address: __ --.:....r~, O~. j.,6,!.1oor..t:>)CO--.l.J J2./"u06~---.l~~2"-.\t;dJt V\.~I _::rx....!.I ...L::::..._7~~~7!....1{,LJ.l..-__ _ 

APPlican!: __ J>-L..!e.ca..1C-'\~\ S-'-'<Ja ...... oo"-offt-U.!l e.""'-____ Phone No. ~30-&&'j -/332 
/ ~ 19 S ( Qi±eJ: ~.vyt:rra: l , F l)j l 7X 7g~ Address: 

Description of External Alteration/Repair or Demolition:. _________________ _ 

PI45e..~e~ ~~ J~ls 

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the structure 
orsite:' _____________________________ _ 

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

rn15rawing o Sketch Date Submitted.: _______ l814istBri. Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:._---'c..,..~~~_ :t?-3\-1 ? 
SURVEY RATING: 

ction _.-..!.~~ ____ _ 

ner or dul authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property 

--:::==J4.~~4~~;:L~~~---Date 7 illu DInsignificant 'ASignificant 
(AlGX ;, days) 

~;;;~~;:J~'b.~F~~=:_----- Date 1/5//1 DInsignificant .§Significant 
?M(DJ 7 days) 

Meetin Date 40 da s max. after com lete a lication Notice to A lican!: 

APPLICA nON FEE:·$ I 0.00 plus 0 Board Review; CER TlFICA TE OF APPROPRIA TENESS-$20. 00 



Description of External Alteration / Repair or Demolition: 

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

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

3. 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. 

4. 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). 

5. 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). 

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

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

I. 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. 

2. J eldWen 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. 

3. 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). 

4. 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. 

5. 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. 

6. 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 modem 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 comer location, balanced 
by the existing two-car garage in the southwest comer 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 . 



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, I page 



MAUND HOUSE 
121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

FREDERICKSBURG, TEXAS 78624 

FRONT VIEW FROM SAN ANTONIO STREET 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

VIEW FROM SAN ANTONIO STREET - WEST SIDE 

t . . ..... .. - "I ;, ~. 

c . . .. -
"" 

....... : ... ::. ' . . :~ .. , ~ '.- ~~, " .... . ,~. i' . ' . · I ... ~· 

VIEW FROM SAN ANTONIO STREET - EAST SIDE 

Jt6 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

VIEW FROM DRIVEWAY - WEST SIDE 

VIEW FROM DRIVEWAY - WEST SIDE 

J.H, 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

VIEW OF GARAGE AT END OF DRIVEWAY 

VIEW OF GARAGE AT END OF DRlVEWA Y 

*1 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

VIEW OF HOUSE & TANK HOUSE FROM REAR 

VIEW OF HOUSE FROM SE IN BACKYARD 

t.fg 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

VIEW OF EAST SIDE OF HOUSE - REAR PORTION 

------------

VIEW OF EAST SIDE OF HOUSE - FRONT PORTION 

~ 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

.--

SCREENED PORCH REQUESTED TO BE FULLY ENCLOSED 

VIEW OF BACKYARD EAST OF GARAGE 

00 



MAUND HOUSE, 121 WEST SAN ANTONIO 

ACKW ARD DOORS INTO 
SCREENED PORCH 

5( 

ACKW ARD TRANSITION FROM 
SCREENED PORCH TO TANK HOUSE & 

FLAGSTONE WALKWAY 
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-U---&2 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: S b i I tl Application Complete: 

Property Address: .-:jD--z (;11. -scJwJ;bvf 
Legal Description: 

oWDer:_+.Id.::oAt'L.W~=-....!.m.1..-"-'1IIt~i6,rm~*1"'-""'t-____ Phone No. 

Address: _________________________________ _ 

Applicant: f;uynq j;JLt!]ly1/11. 

Address: '2?7£ S. li/41G'" If. 
Phone No. 8 30 "']47:7 $' Z <; 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition:_L/2"""r:Jx"'·,,"IL·"'id"'·-!.n"''l!tdf'''''''::....!lA;'''''''c0''':u..'I-<..(p"'-_____ _ 

?2<';du'5 iUUj b -&4'ditilJ aru~ It.M1t f1j 

Description of how the proposed cbange 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: 2/3i /1 ( 
I 

&? j-<'t$,f pkdi 
P Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:_...I.A"'5 ... ,<..l4 ..... f ___ _ Desired Completion Date:_A<.J....)I.!.A"-Le ____ _ 

SURVEY RATING: OHigh ll!Medium OLow DNone 
o RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction _________ _ 

APPLICANT SIGNATURE:-,-,~d~~~~~21:t:=~-----__,_,------
The Applicant c rtm el. or duly aut orized Agent Jor the Owner oj the Property 

---8:,.£,~~~~'__::_---:-:__---- Date r!t), ~nsignificant OSignificant 
(Max 7 days) 

\.. -:;;;~S~q::,~~:E.~~------ Date 4 \ 4 \ (\ rtllnsignificant OSignificant , (Mahat;;s) 

max. after com lete a !ication Notice to A !icant: 

APPLICA nON FEE:-$l O. 00 plus 0 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIA TENESS-$20. 00 





lL· d.ltJ 
AP!l' ca:on for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: :1:_ f L I / Application Completc:_-,::--;-_____ _ 

k-~~Address; , Lj-O Co \d, m 0 \ 0 S+-tF f3 G 
\d ow:;;'; '3\ fY\ i=' -Q..(\i\'( c..b Phone No, i!:s; ~~/' y-~ E 

Address: ~ I 0 ~. V,J; QJ' r B <s T i =r~ ~;:tt 
ApPlicanl' ~ c:...h fro (';;; PhO:. No. ~?)(). <1 ~ ~ , ~ ~ :s ~ 
Address: S" oCj \.N. T r ~.:" ; s sk: '( ~ d. 

Description ofhow the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspeCI oflhe structure 
or silc: ___ --:-_________ ,.-______ --; __ """;--__ 

No c00",~~ W,U ':0\2- C'r) o,c\e. \0 -\i:R. 

CI Drawing etch 

__ ---::-:':'-::-~::_:__;_:_-::-_:____:__::_---- Date ---::-:--::--:---;-- O.lnsignificant OSignificant 
Building Official's Detmnina/ion (Max 7 days) 

~QGJA. ) Date4/11./11 .'l'lsignijicGm 'C1Stgnificant 
~ ',~ion (Max 7 days) 

lication Notice to A lieant: 

APPLlCA TION FEE:·$/O,()O plus 0 Board Rev;ew; CERTIPTCATE Of APpROPRIATENESS· $]O,OO 

',' .. ,- : ;:~ ©-~ fI ":;;:. ,;, : 
. • ' \.", c: U \!; , ', "I • , 

i: .:J (~' = o-:_~\ \ \ j\ 
'; \\ \ APR - 4 2011 ' : ! I 

iJ \II 110 
U "'L I 

CS1 
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JL-ll 
Application for Certificate of Appropriate_ness _.. _ _ --, 

-" f-:~ © ~ 0 'II LC~ ~:.- ! 
Application Date: Application Complete: ' . , ; ·-----------111 I;; 

';> l,.,/I ,\1 " II' 
Property Address: .11 R E 'I'! '" " k1 ' : 1 APR - S 2011 : J)): ! 

• I: I I·u 
Legal Description: D' II,' 11 .g. /4./,. h "-= : .i ;,..___ I 

! 
Owner: /Sa b lfe.t j TO 11-<-- Phone No._...h~~·~t::.?::!:.f::~:f:jtt=::----l 

Address:_~3!...!/--,?,---==6.:..... J.m.LJ..J.GI....,;..i:l."' ___ Lf-"d""'j,"r'''''~--r::F....:......t.ct''--_2''-''--('D..IlO''-''i''---____ _ 

Applican t:_J-'k'-lOC1'-<nUiIU:1.M "'eJ...(-£k"."a .... <:,c,fI.""'.cc...G""""''''*'''''T.u.c:..!,,'''',J;<!..!!, ),,"-___ Phone No.,_....."ff'c..:3"'O';:"y ....... 7 ... JL 'il...:.-'-2""-!"I.!:.:k5=-__ 

Address: I 6 ¢. L.,' "'"(,, Dr. 2fO,{ 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: ;['., r T",I/ n ... o< ,,<, H I.I~ freh vi d OuY r 

Description of how the proposed cbange will be in character with the arc itectural or his oric aspect of the 
structure or site: . J ' ( lot""" (J,. Ato\. I y 

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

o Drawing o Sketch Date Submitted: _____ _ P Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date: ______ _ Desired Completion Date: ________ _ 

SURVEY RATING: DHigb DMedium DLow DNone 
o RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction _________ _ 

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: g--.zr;:; &~ 
helsh: is the Owner or duly authorized A 

...L.j'-L.~'-!..L-_ [Insignificant OSignificant 

--+,..fJ-'!=;'{-!J~_~nsignificant DSignificant 

Iication Notice to A lican!: 

APPLICATION FEE:·$}O.OO plus OBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRlATENESS-$20.00 
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JL-J"b 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: __ tt'.!.,--,I_L,,,,,.!., \~ ___ _ Application Complete: '=1,1'1, ,, 

Property Address:_ -,-I_Ul_ ..::5_ , .::L:..:;.t...--,~,,--.S-'<.D_....lEU--=,::;>-,_]')...!..L!'---_'-'-"<'~o<"Z""--L'1 ______ _ 

Legal Description: __________________ ---'-_________ _ 

Owner: 'T~I Phone NO .. __ "3I=-O_, J.J..l-.14.L.,-"l/2.<..::::.'J.:;l)'--__ 
~~~ 

Address: _______________________________ _ 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: ________________ _ 

~I'j.) DF $I~ !5AM2 crt h 't II > ~'I12II>~ $ "11t€ A(>ombl,) 

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

F-""111l11 kDofTIO~ I't'U:. ~ IIV f!.hIe of U""fi& !AI tJ/t9fZ..- ilHo >INme, 

~1~10 PeGII1U CoIWf\AE.S fAll C~ ~lhlY a/?C1~(,e fi2(l-- "Ttle C!!?t> 
i 

. . . _._---- . , ' . , -"] 

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliat!'\"i~~ ~h: ;::~: . ~ .. ' ] 
hlO~ , : _ ~I (,-·--------lll \'l! 

.;1 c I APR 1 4 21111 i; ' ,_,~I ,.~II 
I:J Iii " J 

o Drawing III Sketch Date Suhmitted: ~-'Z-€>,I , P l;Iistoric Photograph 

Desired Starting Date: Af>Iu.... '2DI I Desired Completion Dale: ~ '2!11 

SURVEY RATING: DMedium f;lLow ONone DHigh 
DRT fated ate of Construction ________ _ 

APPLICANT Sf GNA TIJRE:.--:-::-:-v-.---e--'""""---'-~.....::..__:__1r:__:_:_-_:__:__:_-__::__:___c::__----
The Applicant certifies that he/she is the ner or duly autho ized Agentfor the Owner of the Property 

______ -:-:--::-:::--:,.,..--:::--.,.----..,----- Date -::-:----::--:---.,.... __ Dlnsignificant OSignificant 
_____ .~ 'Iding Official's Determination (Max 7 days) 

.~,., ~ I 
<. - - --::-J- -- ./. Date d· G II 

(M 7 Jays) 
Dlnsignificant m ignificant 

Notice to A Iicant: 

APPLICA nON FEE:-$JO. 00 plus 0 Board Revie ; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 
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PROPOSED EXTERIOR IMPROVEMENTS 

c:;weet marley' 5 
107 s. llano sf, fredericksburg tx 

04.21.11 ~6 
150 e . . 5 t I' ~ .~ i ' 5 U i t e 2 0 I ill 0 I n \,... ....... , 

A' Remove existing 
o;namental railings 

B' Replace existring canvas d 
c~nopy with white canvas an 
signage graphic, paint metal 
structure dark 

C: Paint existing porch.p~st 
ounds to match building surr . , -, 

o· 1 x6 cement board slats on 
. wood framing secured to 

~:isting structure. Paint white 

E: Signage by tenant 

El: Wood deck for patio dining 

& plannin architectu r e 

frederic k sburg . ix 8 30.997702 



lL-~ 
App . cation for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: t.! I ~l \ \ Application Complete: ____ ~-----
,l:l!:::.2-~rE:...-.Jl.t~~~· c:~J~-l~~~~~!2..r" _\'t:'....l~~1 ~~~~' ~~::::::3." Property Address:_ ~ - ~ ~ 

;. \ '';; © ~ U "'. , \\ ,) 
. ! - . . i \ ,I 

~: AflR 1 8 2011 :: ,;i 

'begall·ep'r4ptiOn: 
...-;-' t t:-

Owner: t ~ .... (.L.p~ Phone No. 

'J ,:\ il0\ 
Address: ________ :..-______________ -+! ..:.....:::=======~ . 
Applicant: &c..l~\ 4-, L~l~ PhoneNo. 9?o-7.s<=t - 2.5'"-...[1 

Address: 71(4 ~l'"::-1. 4h-.'f"-~~- ~lCe-I;C 7C3()L~ 
Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: fUll V\ \- e ~Irx L'if - Lod', e . W'bc- Col or 

CMa-oof d. -ill ¥9\l) ttoAX ±zYA (fo,,~ BIanCO 1Y\hr\ 
J- twA\~\R Wh,k bY 1v,,'VV" 

Description of bow the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect ofthe 
structure or site:, ______________________________ _ 

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

o Drawing o Sketch Date Submitted:. _____ _ P aistoric Photograph 

Desired Starting Date: ______ _ Desired Completion Date: ________ _ 

SURVEY RATING: OHigh lZlMedium DLow DNone 

APPLICANT SIGNA 
The Applicant ce tif) e/she is the OWner or duly aut orized Agentfor the Ow r of the Property 

---~r..t-.'7L-~'1=7~"'""'="'"',__----- Date 'lIar} { ~nsignificant OSignificant 
(Max 7 '-;/;;f;s) 

<:==::::::-:::;~~~~£'{;:::~t:~~=::::..---- Date 111q I i\ -ffJInsignificant DSignificant 
(Max 7 days) 

Notice to A licant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO.OO plus OBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 



SW 7689 
Row House Tan 
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JLoO ?D 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: 4 ! r<J II \ Application Complete: __________ _ 

Property Address: 5' \( 0 \J Au.s-\; n 

Owner: VY\a.\'\\H,\ -;S-,... S bgt{hVl e C;'oVlza.lLS Phone No. 

L? fZoO ') 'go 4 ll> 'poO 4 )f 
(5ILJ 5lo'] - 53&'3 

Address: _ _ S~I! ... ·.LmLloJg'-----------------------------__ 

Applicant: __ S)..·.c.?i. .... iX'-&-"--"~ _ ____________ Phone No. Sa WI fL 

Address: __ -'S"2..-"6,"e..Yy\.LL ... ",e~ __________________________ _ 

Description of Extemal Alteration/Repair or Demolition: BtJ'(n<:o I {. £\ a~n 0 ~ a.s6e s: rns Sid in!] j 

Ri pioc1, I.,.)it\o \0\2 siciins, Hempy' huot Iljqfr y;!'OdO lf" 'f clra:,.' l repla cl B lI"H, 

dc"h\( ;s'\n dOl') k }'locd:cl, .front eMf 4 i0dOl'!2 C:n\or'jlh ?Dcclo '3 y.> \dcik) Ccl\.-LYY\r"I.L 

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the structure 
or site: Pcnposgd r p,no vo h>o'C) L: ", , ' j) L.re4-k a 1110Y" cra.f±S frJ a n 

1;h.11e £Ow.!"" .. ;""cio WI" kilf"y,,:i bg.t--\.e-r: ",iTh born" in +hL 

heJ61oI:n-\'cQd. 

Any circwnstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with the ordinance: __ _ 

o Drawing )(1 Sketch Date Submitted: ______ 0 Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:.________ Desired Completion Date: ________ _ 
SURVEY RATING: DHigh DMediwn UlIdw DNone 

o RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction Mo,,'l 2 b \ \ 
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: ',. .c2 .:::::.---= 

The Applicant ifj t t 7she is the Owner or duly outhorize6gent for the Owner of the Property 

_~~~---:--:--__ Date rlLr/L1 
(Max 7 days) 

" Insignificant DSignificant 

<:::;;;;::::::.Z;:~~tt.~~~~:::::~----- Date ~ I 14 / /( -mInsignificant DSignificant 
Chai?i!a; ~ days) 

lication Notice to A licant: 

APPLICA n ON FEE:-$IO.OO plus 0 Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 
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\\ -~ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: 5 - ;J. - ;ltJ II Application Complete: _________ _ 

Property Address: 7"16 IN IlLl'f>tu ~ I-
Legal Description: 2: ?lor' y 1:3 f 13 
Owner: /(# V 1-6 II &avlcy .k v: ~ ( 

Address: _______________________________ _ 

Applicant: .. 1/Jt51)/'t Ri/$6N 
Address: ,i;; q), iJeli.i" '-' g/-

Phone No. 33()· Lj~~ £ Kb (j 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition :_L~"--"-e~-_'&'_"""'/'_'·~= _ _"U)"""..:.I.Lb__'It::..J'__ ____ _ 

e>ch.¥tIr7"{f e~yS 

Description of how the proposed change will he in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the 
structure or site: _____________ :-_______________ _ 

/'r,..da Ct,P ~cJ/i ~ &,01 ~4M-'P U~VS 
i 

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect colnp)i~;:®. @ {g~iJi)ini<e: : . . \ 

Non"- '~r MAY - 2 1m;!I! \;\ 
Ii \iJ) 

DDrawing D Sketch Date Submitted: _____ _ P Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:_______ Desired Completion Date:. _______ _ 

SURVEY RATING: ~ DMedium DLow DNone 
D RTHL»'Sti ated Date of Construction 

e i the Owner or duly authorized Agentfor the Owner of the Properly 

---:;;;;~~~~~;;t;;;;ii.;;---Date 5!3(t; 
_ (Max 7 days) 

raInsignijicant DSignijicant 

~~~~~~ ___ Date 5J3J 1\ 
(M;h ~days) 

rlMnsignijicant DSignijicant 

Iication Notice to A licant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO.OO plus OBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 

o 
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I. \ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: ;:) /1 (" / ) I Application Complete: ________ _ 

=:?? ~ m/1 \(\ 0\-- COL -r. --Jy( --..U 
Property AddresS:_-loQ'",--".f:!:1.:0,="-_.::.-_..!......!.--,-,,lA.-=-,---=' ::-:"'7)~IO'---'"""''=i=4-If-' -,J-~'K~~_.u..LIQ-,"Q,,-,9=:I....L-I 

Legal Description:' _________________ --'-________ _ 

owner:._.I:,,{3~aw· (:...!5~-lj,L--'-'" o,o...J.OO.Ll.Ll5-",+_'S,=,,--,-i ~1("""e5,,--_ Phone No. 3G 6 qqz - q Ip :5 ~ 

Address:_q~lp::""'-.LN:::!....I.l.o'y.::L/_,-l:..:.1r."_'V<_'· !...I1 e"",l d..J -'L=-:.lJ=----,7'1'-. --<fPL-l=:'.""l~-r1 _ ----'.::...L .Lt==---':1w.g!....::~::...;d~'-iL._ __ 

Applicant:_----'5~oJYl_Q,."""_Jw=~ ________ PhoneNo. '63(:) 9QZ -q tc'Sq 
Address: ___ <;_.""""a/D""-'-'-~=_ ____________________ _ 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: e<ba y)~Q ±V lm C6 1dV" 6Y\ 

C) lAb (L 6'f leo, is o;t.R \-kru FasY-n \( v;j da ( K 

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

I± 
\ d ; \.\ YYladrL () WY" (\ fi,0 

Any circumstances or conditions concerning the property which may affect compliance with t~e:Qf\li;;-ap'i't : , '. . 
>A ""',' ' . '. ':~.'!...~~.-'- '-1 i I 'I ; 

___ ..LU...l.l~~~ _____________________ , I ' 

1, MAY 1 6 2011 ' , : I 

'OJ . _ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ -l 

I 
L_ 

o Drawing o Sketch Date Submitted: _____ _ P Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date: __ Q;~5""""a'_f¥- Desired Completion Date: Cl~ 

SURVEY RATING: OHigh DMedium DLow DNone 
DR HL: E. ' ated Date of Construction ________ _ 

APPLICANT SrGNN:A~TURE~~: ~~~~~;,:-;~=;;;,~~~~~~o;;;;-;ifii.;p;;p;ij;:---'~ ne or duly authorized A! nt Jor the Owner oj the Property 

---;::::=z.~fud(t~~~rw:_;;;;;;;;;;;i,;;;----Date S LL 1/ 11 . nsignificant DSignificant 
(Max 7 daYs) 

c:;;:;~~d'±4~~~~.L----- Date 511 q )Ii i!11nsignificant OSignificant 
(Mt;;: 7 it;sJ 

Notice to A lican!: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO.OO plus OBoard Review; CERTlFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 



JL-?h 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: 0:s /- JD I ( Application Complete: _________ _ 

Property Address: 325 k/ /1~~y:S;- i7tB./r£- /('f(5hm ,T 7),/leZl , _ 7 ' 

Legal Description: \v,.-roN" 5:,,'77/ (];/;/~v, ~l'Ve0f . 4)J~"-I/H 
owner:&)eeq;jtyt/M;/C;C h(S Phone No, O;S6, W,!3YN 

Address: .3/,2 w( ~ /k·h-vo3reff:" /W~,kO"fi k ,'1$011 

Applicant: )tSev! PhoneNo, 83'L! , ffG),g;/W 

Address: .3/.;;, k it) K 
Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: ~c-e. r~d' 
tt~;zI ~~ d S ~e /jqdd--£ 77i 

Description o,fhow the proposed change ' II be in har er with \he, arcb ite~ral pr his!oric aspect of e 
structure or sIte: -r,o/E ' , CA-b I '!7 '/ b, . 

~ I --rD /N .,L~ ,.0'_S' 0 t~k:l!.. 
Arl//J N~t/d-h..6'rZJM4~~R.L. r' ~ IOjU7~ _ Dr77i-r,L ~ 7 l,). 

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

dN£.- ~~ .. " ,- ;-.=:1 - --0 i;i :'.;.:; ,. '- G; 
. :-,, !\L= ©~ '0 b.,1 \! .:, 1 1.--:=1 ._ I: 

j!lJ~\ II \ 
f l· ..... I ' 

1\ \ \ \ 
MilT .:l I LVII i ' : ! 

\0 

DDrawing D Sketch Date Submitted: ~Histnri~ 
Desired Starting Date:_.:..-A-,-S-,-A,-,-P __ Desired Completion Date:_.::./t.,:UJ::.=..-=e:.;e-k::..:.--,-, __ 

SURVEY RATING: Ii'iHigb DLow DNone 
of Construction _________ _ 

NT G ATURE '-;-:;E:'T:::> ~ APPLICA sr N : ' . , cr ... U . 
The Applicant certifies that e/she is thN1.l!'lU!T or uly authorized Agentfor the Owner of the Property 

_--i-fP.~(#4~~ ___ Date 6 /~/II 
(Max 7 do/s) 

f&Jnsignijicant DSignijicant 

~=-T:::='R~=::==Jf-=-!-=---- Date (p! t; /" 
(Md; 7Jays) 

ZInsignijicant DSignijicant 

Notice to A Iicant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$]O,OO plus OBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 
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~-~ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: _________ _ 

Property Address: S) (Q W· AM,) lin 
Owner: DeaVl1/\R Gnz.e lL.S 
Address: <:"""NV\g 

Applicant: S ' -fi' YY' g 

Application Complete: _________ _ 

Phone No. S 12 -]'0 y -(0 Lf 2. L{ 

Phone No. __________ _ 

Address: Sovyy\.& Fax No .. __________ _ 

Description ofExtemal AlterationJRepair or Demolition: __________________ _ 

PalV\\"- Co\crs 

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: ______ 0 Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:_----==:-:---:::::-::--:-:_ Desired Completion Date: ________ _ 
SURVEY RATING: DHigh DMedium DLow DNone 

o RTHL: ~tim~d Date of Construction _________ _ 

l.j\ == y-<- 2 < 

he is the Owner or duly authorized Agent for the Owner of the Property 

--::::?~t;d;t~~~;1)~;:;:;;;~Uo;:;---- Date Idt/-r IJHnsignijicant DSignijicant 
nation (M~ 7 days) 

C::;;;;:;;,~#p:::'J::.~=t~~::::..~---- Date cp in J II ",Insignijicant DSignijicant 
;Max fdays) 

Meetin lication) Notice to A licant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$/ 0.00 plus a Board Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENES~O. 00 
" ---

:"; .:; t " 
.::.~ L··;"l!... \.:.' : 

-1: " I , .: I;' 
JUN 1 1 2011 " I 

i,-' _____ jL0\ 
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KM3961· ' Pale Face 

KM3962-1 Creamy Natural 

KM3963- 1 Sand Castle 

KM3964- 1 Beach Bum 

Head for the Beach 
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<Xl 

Llr 



JL-!U 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: _________ _ Application Complete:. _________ _ 

Property Address:.~·~~(J~~'---lN~.,-,Acom=~2-_________________ _ 

Owner: Gc\'1 \ ??DR'TSMAN 

Address: '? 0 ~ ?--70 I 
CJ4ME'tt D. ') 

~€fl \)G 

Phone No.---"0'-.;7'-!Ot;_'~1!...!~,--....::.3..!..7.!...:7 (p=--

Applicant:. __________________ Phone No .. __________ _ 

Address: ____________________ Fax No .. _________ _ 

Description of External AiterationiRepair or Demolition: _________________ _ 

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

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

unlrawing o Sketch Date Submitted: ______ 0 Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Date:_-:(P==· ::I(f-Llk..y II:-:,-,I!o:- / Desired Completion Date:_---!:!;~/.:../44!...:I.!..J--
SURVEY RATING: OHlgb OMedlUm OLow ONone 

o R _~tiJ!ji~ e of Construction ________ _ 

APPLICANT SIGNATURE:_~WJ.Wu~~'r1(.Wl~~--=========---
r duly authorized Agent Jor the Owner oj the Property 

_-It.~~~~ __ Date 6h}t 
(Max 7 days) 

.Insignificant OSignificant 

=--'~--:A=-.L...::e",::=:r=,,-,,:-==-------- Date 0)1'1 III iJInsignificant OSignificant 
(Max i days) 

lication) Notice to A lican!: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO.OO plus DBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 

~; i::~ (G, !~ 0 ·:i\·/ le.:. : . 
. ;.1 i ··· ~ -~·' ~· '-::;:-~--~- ···- -- l \ \ ',; 

" \ 

JUIJ 1 3 2011 ' ! 
, ; i i 
: ,--- i 

.•• _., ._ . , . ___ • • ..J \ 
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44-11,--~ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date:_ .....Ih'--l!l.L1¥1=i'· "'/'-.(( ____ _ Application Complete:--""-, ________ _ 

Property Address:.~&,,-,-I .!?;;:l,:::...._\N::!.><..L' ---"S""J:.l.=..u",-...!.f..",9 wN'-"-..L7 -"'o""rJ=-f...,O"'-_.::S-"'T _______ _ 

Owner: 'IT A- ~1 1i.-!> .J.- , 3 ":;/GIJA(~N Tt+ONf~SPhoneNo, C).JO 9 1 ;;'" D<.{JJ" 1 .I(­
o re.. .2.-t D '-F I 6'8 8' I s-' 

Address: ( n I 2... LJ, 5,1:;\ fL} A tJ I () 0 I U .5 T. 

( 

(/ 0 'if 0 /l1 If:) fJ I..-fs ~It. r2A -' 7 'It (,. J.I..f Fe a..- S (.? ~ WI &~ LD 1'1 ) 

Applicant: srI fVt oJ- f5 f¥?-:0P>-1'2../4. 7 U-o /U .4-s Phone No, d-IO <.(./ .- '¥ 8' J .!:.~ 

Address: (5 f.:..1vl. E- ) 

Description of External AlterationlRepair or Demolition: A 0 (J F-&I...J ~G T(J 

J ) 

:5, 0 (,:- 0 T-- U-cJ '0 "G of- P E>f2-< 1"1 G- T~ rG F<Gr /..J e..<s , R£-PA1 R.., &if I :;, J 110'<" 
% 
~ vI;' w 1-L 1'0 ~ f\J (i; E- f::!, b'-I.::J 

Description of how the proposed cbange will be in character with the arcbitectural or historic aspect of the ' 
structure or site: (' 4 Q A-fl., "" .... /Vee:;. -I- PI'-fl.-M ·cPA. T€:. 

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

anrawing t:l Sketch Date Submitted: 0/ /1 / LI PlJistoric Photograph 

Desired Starting Date: 4 SA- P Desired Completion Date: ~ I, loll 

SURVEY RATING: DHigb DMedium 'Brow DNone 
o RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction ~ Yo, 20// 

t> 
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: 6~..-fV d ~ 

The Applicant certijies that he/she is e Owner or duly authorized Agent/or the Owner o/the Property 

___ ~~~~?2~~~~==~--~-Date fl2 ~k/ TaInsignijicant DSignijicant 
(Mfr; 7 days) 

C:::::~~tf;;.;!1~~.1\J:':::=-.------- Date (0/ 2. zJ il ffJinsignijicant DSignijicant 
(Mbx 7 its) 

Notice to A Iicant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$IO.OO plus OBoard Review; CERTlFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20,OO 
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lL-~ 
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness 

Application Date: t,Uc" ,I;; Application Complete: __ Y _ ___ ____ _ 

Property Address: 61:2 u/. J4 IV 4 fIJ 7 ?J 11./1<;" fT 

Legal Description: 7tJ LV (l.J L O T 2 15' </! 

Phone No. ,;J { CJ <I, ocr if I b 
01<-'; /0 '7/.:2 0 'I" '1 

Phone No. :2./0- 'I' 0" 3 8' t r ApplicantN//'1. -I- rs"..~ f'>.-'Z.A Tt4oA-t A-S 

Address: 0/"2 t....:>. 54A..l A<l7t9,u~D S-r: 
(/0%0 n?'OL) l..6 Ce{;G-1C 12.0 FIer;/.J~'2 

Description ofExtemal AlterationlRepair or Demolition : __________________ _ 

" 
3-:1: 7ue./LJG-O {O 5INP~ 

Description of how the proposed change will be in character with the architectural or historic aspect of the 
structure or site: 5P- "-1 G.4-.:; 31 A-7 1'- AR.... i~ '-' 5G-S 

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

IZJ-Drawing o Sketch "'-f'J Historic Photograph 

Desired Starting Datr .Jo, .20// Desired Completion Date: g,.~ 5t9J 'l.£) /,/ 
i/ 

SURVEY RATING: OHigh OMedium ~ ONone 
o RTHL: Estimated Date of Construction ~ l..c>-'o d 2& / / • 

APPLICANT SIGNATURE: ~./ ~ 
The Applicant certifi s that e/sh is the Owner or duly authorized Agentfor the Owner of the Property 

---::::=ii6~fc#;~~~;;~~;_----Date 6!Z-z;!( flInsignificant DSignificant 
(Max 7 days) 

o:..:::=;;;;:~o:=_::r-4::~~~~d.------ Date <-R I 2.2) II Wnsignificant DSignificant 
(Max 7 doyl) 

Notice to A Ii cant: 

APPLICATION FEE:-$JO.OO plus DBoard Review; CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS-$20.00 
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Van Deusen Blue HC-156 

Lancaster Whitewash HC-174 

white dove ! 


