CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2020 ~ 5:30 P.M.
IN-PERSON at HILL COUNTRY UNIVERSITY CENTER at
2818 E Main Street and
VIA ZOOM WEBINAR

Sharon Joseph, Chair
Larry Jackson, Vice Chair
David Bullion, Member
Jessica Davis, Member
Eric Parker, Member

Mike Penick, Member
Richard Laughlin, Member
Brad Bertrand, Alternate
Barry Kaiser, Alternate
Joe Salinas, Jr. Alternate

The City of Fredericksburg Historic Review Board will meet in a regular session on Tuesday, OCTOBER 13,
2020, at 5:30 p.m. This meeting will be held in person with room capacity limited to 40 to allow for social
distancing. The meeting will also be available for view and participation via Zoom Teleconferencing. see
details below.
Members of the public may join the Zoom Meeting by one of the following:
By web: Please click the link below to join the webinar:

Webinar ID: 862 2117 0939
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/86221170939
Telephone: Dial
US: (346) 248 7799 Toll Free at (877) 853 5247 or (888) 788 0099
1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL
3. CHAIR’S STATEMENT
4.

PUBLIC COMMENTS
PUBLIC COMMENTS
During the COVID-19 pandemic, the City of Fredericksburg is allowing written or verbal public
comments:
Written Comments must be received by 3 p.m. on October 13, 2020
Email your comments to ahudson@fbgtx.org; or
Verbal Comments:
Must submit your name, address and contact information to ahudson@fbgtx.com by 3 p.m. on
October 13, 2020.
Please log on to the meeting 15 minutes early.
Set your name in the ID on the Zoom Meeting
Wait for your name to be called.
OR In Person:
Sign up between 5:00 p.m. and 5:30 p.m. at the University Center for in-person comments.
You will be limited to 3 minutes to speak.

5. HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER’S REPORT
City of Fredericksburg Historic Review Board Agenda

OCTOBER 13, 2020
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STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG

HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
SEPTEMBER 15, 2020
5:30 PM

On this 15the day of September 2020 the Historic Review Board convened in regular session via Zoom
Webinar, with the following members present to constitute a quorum:
PRESENT:

RICHARD LAUGHLIN
DAVID BULLION
LARRY JACKSON
MIKE PENICK
BRAD BERTRAND (voting alternate)
JESSICA DAVIS
BARRY KAISER
JOE SALINAS
SHARON JOSEPH

ABSENT

ERIC PARKER

ALSO, PRESENT:

ANNA HUDSON – Historic Preservation Officer
DANIEL JONES – City Attorney
SHELBY COLLIER – Development Coordinator

Sharon Joseph called the meeting to order at 5:30 PM.
MINUTES
August 2020 Minutes are approved as presented.
STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS
Anna Hudson, Historic Preservation Officer, introduced the new Historic Review Board Member, Joe
Salinas, Jr to the Historic Review Board. As a future agenda item, the Board will consider the
Landmark designation of Fort Martin Scott.
PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comment.
CONSENT AGENDA
Application #20-97 – 204 E. Schubert - Jennifer Sutherland– replace garage door with
windows on non-historic addition.
Application #19-100 – 405 Sycamore – Ron Ross – Replace non historic door, add windows,
replace non historic windows, replace non historic siding.
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Motion to approve the Consent Agenda made by David Bullion. Seconded by Larry Jackson. All voted
in favor and the motion carried.
INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION AGENDA
Application #20-104 – 209 W. Orchard – Jan Bailey – Addition.
Anna Hudson presented brief. The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness
to:construct a new 1 story attached garage to the rear and attach a living area to the back left of main
house. Addition to include glass connectors and Hardi siding. Roofing material (shingles) and
windows (Jeldwen wood clad windows and doors W-2500 series) to match style of main house.
The proposed new garage and living additions are appropriate in size, massing, scale, materials, roof
form and color. It is compatible yet differentiated. Staff recommends approval as submitted. The lot
abuts the Middle School campus and has significant vegetation buffering it from view. This
recommendation is in keeping with SOI Standard #9 and # 10 and FBG Design Guidelines for New
Construction.
There is a small shed not included on the site plan that will need to be re-rated at the next meeting to
allow for relocation. Larry Jackson made a motion to approve Application 20-104. Seconded by
Richard Laughlin. All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Application #20-105 – 309 W. Creek- Doug Miller– New residence.
Brad Bertrand and Jessica Davis recused themselves
Barry Kaiser and Joe Salinas are voting alternates.
Anna Hudson presented brief. The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to:construct
a new 20’ tall single family residence of stone veneer with traditional full front porch, wood clad
windows, turned metal roof at 10/12 pitch
The proposed new residence is appropriate in scale, orientation, and materials. It is taller than the small,
single story historic houses on this block but the style of the house is based on historic stone structures
and nearly a mimic 105 W San Antonio St. A few small changes to make the house look less historic
and more contemporary would be appropriate to differentiate while being compatible. This
recommendation is consistent with SOI Standard #9 and FBD Design Guidelines for New Construction.
Richard Laughlin made a motion to approve Application 20-105 as presented. Larry Jackson seconded
the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Application #20-106 – 211 W. Schubert – Tony Martin – New residence.
Mike Penick recused himself.
Brad Bertrand and Barry Kaiser are voting.
2

Anna Hudson presented brief. The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to:
construct a new 16’4”’ tall single-family residence of stone veneer with traditional full front porch,
wood clad windows, turned metal roof at 8/12 pitch to be part of a series of matching houses in the
same block. The house is broken up into 3 small sections.
The proposed new residence is appropriate in scale, orientation, and materials. However, the
development of 3 (potentially 4) houses of the same style and materials made to look historic, distort
the development pattern of the neighborhood and diminish the original stone structures in the
neighborhood. Small changes to materials to help differentiate each of the new houses from each other
and not mimic historic homes. This recommendation is base on SOI Standard #9 and FBG Design
Guidelines for New Construction.
The applicant agreed with staff’s finding and proposed to have plaster finish instead of stone.
Larry Jackson made a motion to approve Application 20-106 per Staff recommendation. Seconded by
Barry Kaiser. All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Application #20-107 – 210 Mistletoe – Tony Martin – New residence.
Anna Hudson presented brief. The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to:
construct a new 16’4”’ tall single-family residence of stone veneer with traditional full front porch, wood
clad windows, turned metal roof at 8/12 pitch to be part of a series of matching houses in the same block.
The house is broken up into 3 small sections.
The proposed new residence is appropriate in scale, orientation, and materials. However, the
development of 3 (potentially 4) houses of the same style and materials made to look historic, distort
the development pattern of the neighborhood and diminish the original stone structures in the
neighborhood. Small changes to materials to help differentiate each of the new houses from each other
and not mimic historic homes. This recommendation is base on SOI Standard #9 and FBG Design
Guidelines for New Construction.
David Bullion made a motion to approve application as presented 20-107. Richard Laughlin
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Application #20-102 – 501 N. Adams – Steve Thomas – New 2 story garage, add awnings and
paint on historic house.
Brad Bertrand is voting.
Anna Hudson presented the brief. The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to:
garage to the right side to complement the Craftsman style of the main house with a horizontal smart
side, Marvin double pane windows of similar light pattern as main house. Add canvas awnings over
side windows and Paint main house including brick column bases
The proposed new garage and living space is taller than the historic house but is set back. It is
appropriate in size, massing, scale, materials, roof form and color. Staff does not recommend approval
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of the addition of canvas awnings over the side windows. The color pallette is an acceptable color for a
Craftsman bungalow, however staff does not recommend painting brick.
These recommendation is in keeping with SOI Standard #9 and # 10 and FBG Design Guidelines for
New Construction, Windows, and Masonry.
Owners stated that the brick columns were painted when they purchsed the property, they only
changed the color. There was discussion on the appropriateness of the color selection and the
material of the propoed balcony railing on the new garage.
Brad Bertrand commented that no colors were presented for approval.
Larry Jackson made a motion to approve Application 20-102 construction requiring applicant to
return for approval of color and screens. Brad Bertrand seconded the motion. All voted in favor and
the motion carried.
Application #20-108 – 210 S. Adams – Jesse Barter – Window, shutter, and door replacement.
Brad Bertrand recused himself.
Barry Kaiser is voting.
Anna Hudson presented brief. The applicant is requesting approval to: Replace wood windows
(previously modified) with Marvin double-hung wood clad windows with simulated divided lights,
wood clad sills, and aprons. Replace wood front door with wood door of similar style and material.
Replace wood shutters to match
The window sashes had been replaced with fixed window sashes to keep the look of the original
windows by the former owner. The windows, including original sills and aprons, have been removed
without approval.
Staff recommends a wood window with clear (non-tinted) with true divided lights with real wood
window sill and apron. This recommendation is in keeping with SOI #6.
The proposed replacement door appears to be an in-kind replacement, staff recommends approval as
submitted based on SOI #6.
The proposed shutters appear to be an in-kind match. Staff recommends approval as submitted based on
SOI #6.
Mike Penick commented that he felt more information was needed for the window jambs.
Mike Penick made a motion to replicate original windows based on research. Motion died for a lack
of second.
Mike Penick made a motion for applicant to provide details on jambs for windows to Anna Hudson
for approval. Seconded by Richard Laughlin. All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Application #20-103 – 605 N. Adams – Matt Lines – Window replacements, expansion of front
porch, replacement of front door and addition of front yard screen wall.
4

Anna Hudson presented brief. The applicant is requesting approval to: Replace front windows in
section previously used as a garage and add new screen wall to conceal front door. Replace nonoriginal front door with custom glass store front system. Replace clerestory window on side of front
and expand front porch with stone column and change roof pitch/shape
The house was given a medium rating in the 2018 survey. The character defining features of the house
are the applied stone, shed roof, clerestory window, and small, recessed entrance. The proposed
changes change almost all of the current character of the modest midcentury home.
The applicant suggests that the two windows on the left of the front façade were added when the garage
was infilled. As such they are not original and the proposed two taller windows will keep the current
vertical feature. Staff recommends approval.
The addition of the screen wall, extension of front porch and changes to the pitch of the roof are not
recommended since they are such drastic changes. The side clerestory window is a typical midcentury
feature that allows in natural light while providing privacy. The proposed removal and addition of a
much larger plate glass window will change the character of this façade. A more typical midcentury
front door would be appropriate, but the proposed “storefront” glass and metal design is not appropriate
for this house. These recommendations are in keeping with SOI #2,3,4,5,6&9 and FBG Design
Guidelines for Windows and Roofs.
The suggested contemporary interpretations of high-end midcentury may be more appropriate on the
rear of the property so as not to diminish the integrity of this medium rated structure. The proposed
additional features are common midcentury features, just not features found on this house.
The architect presented to project and clarified that the new windows on the front were to be site built
with wood frames not metal.
Brad Bertrand made a motion to approve Application 20-103. Motion died for a lack of second.
Mike Penick made a motion to approve Application 20-103 conditioned upon screen wall with a
maximum height of 6 ft and to preserve roof pitch and rock wall. Motion died for a lack of second.
There was discussion on whether or not this project would qualify as a rehabilitation and if it met the
Secreatry of the Interior’s Standards for Rehablitation. The biggest concern was for the change in the
roof form.
Brad Bertrand made a motion to approve Application 20-103 as presented. Seconded by Richard
Laughlin. Richard Laughlin, Brad Bertrand, Barry Kaiser and Sharon Joseph voted in favor. David
Bullion, Jessica Davis and Mike Penick voted against. The motion carried.
DISCUSSION ITEMS
Design Guidelines: New Construction
Due to time, the new construction for the Design Guidelines was not discussed.
ADJOURN
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With nothing further to come before the Board, David Bullion moved to adjourn. Jessica Davis
seconded the motion All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 7:59 p.m.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 13th day of October 2020.

SHELBY COLLIER, COORDINATOR

SHARON JOSEPH, CHAIR
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Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

20-120

Date:

October 13, 2020

Address:

209 S Acorn

Zoning:

R1

Owner:

Chris Kaiser

Applicant:

Chris Kaiser

Rating:

Low

Proposal:

demolish low rated structure

Request;
The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to:
1. Demolish a low rated structure to allow for sale of the lot
Relevant Sections of Fredericksburg Historic Preservation Ordinance:
Definitions: Low Rating….. 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.
FBG Historic Preservation Ordinance Sec. 23-63. - Demolition/removal. (b) In addition
to the criteria specified in section 23-62, the Board shall use the following additional
criteria will be used when reviewing and determining the recommendation and action on
an application for a certificate of appropriateness with regard to demolition or removal or
relocation, as applicable, of a historic landmark or a Resource within a historic district:
(2) The demolition, removal or relocation of a Resource with a rating of "low," or of a
historic resource not rated in the Fredericksburg Historic Resource Survey, may occur
only when the Board issues a certificate of appropriateness for that express purpose.
Refer to section 23-55 and the Fredericksburg Historic Resource Survey for a more
detailed definition of the preservation priority rating system.
Staff findings/recommendation
1. The building was constructed in 1976 as a Jehovah’s Wintess Kingdom Hall.
Since then it has been used as an office and residence. It is less than 50 years old
and does not meet the requirements for medium rating. Staff recommends
approval of the demolition.

_

20-115
x
October 13, 2020
x

City of Fredericksburg, Texas | Previous Historic Resources Survey Data
Compiled by Cox|McLain Environmental Consulting, Inc. 2018

2002 SURVEY DATA
Property Information
2002 ID
Parcel Number
Year Built
Area

475

Address

2603

GCAD Valuation (as of 2017; where available)

1970s

Year Altered

Historic District

209 S. Acorn

Historic District

$210,020

Yes

Recommendation
Priority
Assessment

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

2002 Photo

Photo Information & Notes
Image Name
Notes

0475_1.JPG

Photo References

0475_*.jpg

2002 SURVEY DATA (continued)
Property Description
Function

Commerce/Trade

Style

not provided

Plan

square

Exterior Walls
Porches

stone
hipped

Outbuildings

not provided

Alterations

not provided

No of Stories
Construction
Foundation
Roof
Windows
Doors

1983 SURVEY DATA
1983 Survey Site No
1983 Photo References

1983 Survey Ranking

1

wood-frame
slab
hipped
single-hung aluminum sash
double-leaf door

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

20-120

Date:

October 13, 2020

Address:

209 W Orchard

Zoning:

R2

Owner:

Jan Bailey

Applicant:

Jan Bailey

Rating:

Medium

Proposal:

re-rate outbuilding to relocate on-site

Request;
The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to:
1. Re-rate the small outbuilding directly behind the house to be able to relocate it to
the rear of the property
Relevant Sections of Fredericksburg Historic Preservation Ordinance:
Definitions: Low Rating….. 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.
FBG Historic Preservation Ordinance Sec. 23-63. - Demolition/removal. (b) In addition
to the criteria specified in section 23-62, the Board shall use the following additional
criteria will be used when reviewing and determining the recommendation and action on
an application for a certificate of appropriateness with regard to demolition or removal or
relocation, as applicable, of a historic landmark or a Resource within a historic district:
(2) The demolition, removal or relocation of a Resource with a rating of "low," or of a
historic resource not rated in the Fredericksburg Historic Resource Survey, may occur
only when the Board issues a certificate of appropriateness for that express purpose.
Refer to section 23-55 and the Fredericksburg Historic Resource Survey for a more
detailed definition of the preservation priority rating system.
Staff findings/recommendation

_

1. The small outbuilding was built in the year 2000 by the previous owner made to
look like a small tank house. Plans previously approved show the relocation of the
structure to the back of the lot. Staff recommends approval of the re-rating from
medium to low and relocation on site.

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

20-119

Date:

October 13, 2020

Address:

125 W San Antonio

Zoning:

CBD

Owner:

William Hutchison

Applicant:

Mike Harper

Rating:

High

Proposal:

new venting skylight to rear roof slope

Request:
The applicant is requesting approval to:
1. Add a 21”x 37” venting skylight to the rear roof slope
Relevant Sections of Fredericksburg Historic Design Guidelines:
Recommended:
4. Adding skylights that are flush with the roof, not "bubbled" or domed.
Not Recommended:
2. Adding skylight, or solar panels that are visible from the street.
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.
Staff recommendation:

_

1. The proposed skylight is on the rear elevation, however as a corner lot the
proposed location is visible from Crockett Street. The metal roof is not original as
the original roof was a wood shingle. The FBG Design Guidelines recommend
skylights be flush, not bubbled and not be visible from the street. SOI Standards

say not to destroy historic materials and to be differentiated. Given that the
proposed change will make the historic blacksmith shop more livable as a
residence and the proposed change is to the rear and non-original material staff
recommends approval.

Certificate of Appropriateness Application
Required for all exterior modifications of historic properties.

City of Fredericksburg
126 W Main St. FBG, TX 78264

125 W. San Antonio St.
Subject Property Address ________________________________

09/14/2020
Date Submitted _______________

William Hutchsion
Owner name: __________________________________________

214-415-4390
Phone # ______________________

125 W. San Antonio St.
Owner Address: _______________________________________________________________
Michael Harper
210-710-6466
Authorized Applicant: __________________________________________
Phone # _____________

Applicant Signature:_________________________
Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized agent
for the owner of the property.

reveillebuilders@gmail.com
Applicant E-mail: _____________________________
09/30/2020
Desired Start Date:____________________
10/02/2020
Desired Completion Date:______________

Please describe the scope of work. Include: materials to be used, how the project will impact the historic structure,
and cleaning methods. How will proposed work be in keeping with the character of the property? Are there
circumstances or financial hardships which may affect compliance with the ordinance? Submit sufficient description
and support documentation so that the project can be understood without talking to you.
We wish to add 1 Velux VSE DM C04 21"x37" electric opening skylight to the rear exterior roof of the home in order to allow moisture venting and to let natural light into

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
an existing upstairs bathroom. We have selected a low profile deck-mounted version that will protrude above the roof only 5". It comes in a cool gray treated aluminum
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
finish that will blend seamlessly with the color of the existing metal roof. The original construction of the home does not allow for standard windows or ceiling vent fans
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
so an operable skylight is our best option for removing the moisture associated with a shower and for letting in light. The shape of the house, the roof pitch, desired placement
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
of the skylight, and the tree coverage in the yard work together to help to shield the skylight from street view.
__________________________________________________________________(attach
another sheet if necessary)

Attach supporting documentation including:
paint color
site plan
X color photographs
elevations & floorplans X material specifications. Applications are incomplete without sufficient documentation.

Staff to complete
20-119
Application # ________________

Year Built: ______

Eligible for Administrative Approval Yes

No x

CBD
Zoning:_______

October 13
Historic Review Board Meeting Date ___________

Application Fee $10

paid

Survey Rating: x High

HRB Fee $40

paid

Medium

Low

Staff Comments regarding Administrative Approval:

__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________
Historic Preservation Officer Signature____________________________
Certificates of Appropriateness must be displayed on site along with building permits
and do not take the place of building permits.

Proposed location on rear roof slope

S. Crockett Street View

City of Fredericksburg, Texas | Previous Historic Resources Survey Data
Compiled by Cox|McLain Environmental Consulting, Inc. 2018

2002 SURVEY DATA
Property Information
2002 ID
Parcel Number
Year Built
Area

294

Address

17527

GCAD Valuation (as of 2017; where available)

1879

Year Altered

125 W. San Antonio

Historic District

Historic District

$588,420

Yes

Recommendation
Priority
Assessment

High
An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor
alterations or no alterations.

2002 Photo

Photo Information & Notes
Image Name
Notes

0294_1.JPG
Recorded Historic Texas Landmark

Photo References

0294_*.jpg

2002 SURVEY DATA (continued)
Property Description
Function

Domestic: Single-Family

Style

vernacular

Plan

irregular

Exterior Walls
Porches
Outbuildings
Alterations

stone
hipped
shed

No of Stories
Construction

load-bearing masonry

Foundation

stone

Roof

gable

Windows
Doors

double-hung wood sash
double-leaf door

addition

1983 SURVEY DATA
1983 Survey Site No
1983 Photo References

681

1983 Survey Ranking

2
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ENGLISH: Cut rough opening according to the
measurements in the chart.
Roof with battens:
Clear away battens from rough opening to allow
for proper installation of underlayment.

H

ESPAÑOL: Corte el hueco de acuerdo a las medidas en la tabla.
Techo con rastreles:
Quite los rastreles del hueco para permitir la
correcta instalación de la lámina de soporte.

FRANÇAIS : Coupez l'ouverture brute selon les
dimensions du tableau.
Toiture avec voliges :
Retirez les lattes de toit de l'ouverture brute
pour permettre une installation adéquate de la
membrane.

1

W

Skylight size

Rough opening

Tamaño del
tragaluz

Medida del hueco

Taille du puits
de lumière

Dimensions de
l'ouverture brute

C01

21" x 267⁄8"

C04

21" x 377⁄8"

C06

21" x 453⁄4"

C08

21" x 547⁄16"

M02

301⁄16" x 30"

M04

301⁄16" x 377⁄8"

M06

301⁄16" x 453⁄4"

M08

301⁄16" x 547⁄16"

S01

441⁄4" x 267⁄8"

S06

H
W

533 mm x 682 mm

533 mm x 962 mm

533 mm x 1162 mm

533 mm x 1382 mm

min 12"

763 mm x 762 mm

min 300 mm

763 mm x 962 mm

763 mm x 1162 mm

min 12"

763 mm x 1382 mm

min 300 mm

1123 mm x 682 mm

min 12"

441⁄4" x 453⁄4"

min 300 mm

1123 mm x 1162 mm

12 VELUX®
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ENGLISH: Remove existing roofing underlayment
around the rough opening as shown.

7"

180 mm

ESPAÑOL: Retire la lámina de soporte existente
de la zona alrededor del hueco tal como se indica.
FRANÇAIS : Retirez la membrane de toiture existante autour de l'ouverture brute, tel qu'illustré.

4½"

113 mm

4½"

113 mm

ENGLISH: Mark corners of the rough opening.

3

ESPAÑOL: Marque las esquinas alrededor del
hueco.
FRANÇAIS : Marquez les coins de l'ouverture
brute.

ENGLISH: Roof with battens: Place 1½"
(38 mm) wide battens around rough opening.
Batten thickness around rough opening should
be equal to thickness of battens used for roofing
material.
ESPAÑOL: Techo con rastreles: Coloque rastreles de 1½" (38 mm) de ancho alrededor del hueco.
Los rastreles a colocar sobre el hueco deben tener
el mismo grosor que los usados para el material de
cubierta.

1½"

FRANÇAIS : Toiture avec voliges : Placez des
lattes de largeur 1½" (38 mm) autour de l'ouverture brute. L'épaisseur des lattes utilisées autour
de l'ouverture devrait être égale à l'épaisseur des
lattes utilisées pour le matériel de toiture.

38 mm

X

X

VELUX® 13
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4

⁄8"

3

10 mm

11⁄4"

30 mm

UP

⁄16"

3

4 mm

a

Skylight size

Nails

Tamaño del
tragaluz

Clavos

Taille du puits
de lumière

Clous

C01
C04
C06
C08
M02
M04
M06
M08
S01
S06

18
20
22
24
22
22
24
26
22
26

ENGLISH: Center skylight over properly cut and
framed rough opening using alignment notches
as shown (a). Anchor skylight with 1¼" (30 mm)
nails provided with the skylight, one nail per prepunched hole in mounting flange. The carbon steel
nails are zinc-coated (double hot-dipped).
ESPAÑOL: Centre el tragaluz sobre el hueco, correctamente abierto y enmarcado, usando ranuras
de alineación, tal como se indica (a). Sujete el
tragaluz con clavos de 1¼" (30 mm) suministrados
en la caja, usando un clavo por agujero preperforado en el reborde de montaje. Los clavos de acero al
carbón tienen revestimiento de zinc (galvanizados
por doble inmersión).
FRANÇAIS : Centrez le puits de lumière au-dessus
de l'ouverture brute au moyen d'encoches d'alignement, tel qu'illustré (a). Fixez le puits de lumière
à l'aide des clous de 1¼" (30 mm) fournis avec le
puits de lumière, un clou par trou préperforé de
la bride de fixation. Les clous en acier au carbone
sont enduits de zinc (double immersion à chaud).

ENGLISH: To properly install VELUX adhesive
skylight underlayment, remove cladding as shown.

5

ESPAÑOL: Para la correcta instalación de la lámina de soporte autoadhesiva para tragaluz VELUX,
debe retirar el recubrimiento como se indica.

1

1

FRANÇAIS : Pour une installation adéquate de
la membrane de toiture autocollante pour puits
de lumière VELUX, enlevez le revêtement, tel
qu'illustré.

2

14 VELUX®
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ENGLISH: To ensure waterproofing, skylight
frames should be completely wrapped in VELUX
adhesive skylight underlayment supplied with
the flashing. This underlayment must be applied
before installing the flashing.

6

Note: If snow accumulation on the roof is likely,
waterproofing is achieved by installing a continuous self-adhesive waterproof membrane beneath
the roofing material and flashing material. VELUX
adhesive skylight underlayment around the
skylight frame must be properly integrated with
waterproof membrane on roof decking.

6"

150 mm

Peel off backing from VELUX adhesive skylight
underlayment prior to applying it to roof decking
and skylight frame. Ensure that surfaces are clean,
dry and free of debris.
Wrap the bottom frame and corners of the
skylight with the underlayment and create watershedding laps over roofing underlayment.
Note: Observe the measurements stated.

6"

150 mm

ESPAÑOL: Para garantizar la impermeabilidad, los
marcos del tragaluz deben estar completamente
envueltos con la lámina de soporte autoadhesiva
VELUX que viene con el tapajuntas. La lámina
debe aplicarse antes de instalar el tapajuntas.
Nota: Si se acumula nieve sobre el techo, se logra
la impermeabilidad instalando una membrana impermeable autoadhesiva continua por debajo del
material de cubierta y del material del tapajuntas.
La lámina de soporte autoadhesiva VELUX
colocada alrededor del marco del tragaluz debe
integrarse correctamente con la membrana impermeable del tablero.
Despegue la protección del reverso de la lámina de
soporte autoadhesiva VELUX antes de aplicarla al
tablero del techo y al marco del tragaluz. Verifique
que las superficies estén limpias, secas y sin residuos.
Envuelva las esquinas y el marco inferior del tragaluz con la lámina de soporte para crear solapas
impermeabilizantes sobre la lámina de soporte del
techo.

½"

Nota: Respete las medidas especificadas.

13 mm

FRANÇAIS : Pour en assurer son étanchéité, les
cadres du puits de lumière devraient être complètement enveloppés à l'aide de la membrane de
toiture autocollante pour puits de lumière VELUX
fournie avec le solin. Cette membrane doit être
appliquée avant l'installation du solin.
Note : Si des accumulations de neige sont probables, l'étanchéité sera assurée en installant une
membrane autocollante à l'épreuve des intempéries en continu sous le matériel de toiture et sous
les solins. La membrane de toiture autocollante
pour puits de lumière VELUX autour du cadre du
puits de lumière doit être proprement intégrée à la
membrane étanche du tablier de toiture.
Retirez le papier protecteur de la membrane de
toiture autocollante pour puits de lumière VELUX
avant de l'appliquer à la toiture et au cadre du
puits de lumière. Assurez-vous que les surfaces
sont propres, sèches et sans débris.
Enveloppez le cadre inférieur et les coins du puits
de lumière avec la membrane autocollante et
formez des rebords pour l'évacuation de l'eau pardessus la membrane de toiture.
Note : Respectez les dimensions illustrées.
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ARCHITECTURAL FEAtURES: ROOFS
Designing and Replicating

Altering and Adding

Recommended

Recommended

1. Designing features, such as a dormer window or
cupola, according to historical, physical, or pictorial
evidence and/or documentation.
For further
information on sources, see the "Research
Resources" section in the Appendix.

1. Preserving the original angle, shape, decorative
features, and materials that retain the original size,
color, and pattern of the roof.

2. Designing wooden shingles, compatible with the
building's character, that are treated to retard fire or
weathering damage.

2. Maintaining the original roof line as seen from the
street.

Not Recommended

3. Adding features, such as dormer windows or solar
panels, at a minimum, set back from the primary
facade, and that are in compliance with the character
of the building, or not visible from the street.

1. Creating a false sense of era due to insufficient
historical documentation.

4. Adding skylights that are flush with the roof, not
"bubbled" or domed.

2. Introducing new materials or features that are
incompatible to the building's character in color,
material, scale, or size.

5. Adding features that, if removed in the future, will not
damage or obscure the building's overall historical
character.

I

' {

Not Recommended

1. Adding features that obscure the original facade of
the building.
2. Adding skylight, or solar panels that are visible from
the street.
3. Installing mechanical structures that may damage or
obscure significant, historical features of the building,
or that is visible from the street.

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

20-116

Date:

October 13, 2020

Address:

1606 E Main

Zoning:

Public

Owner:

City of Fredericksburg

Applicant:

City of Fredericksburg

Rating:

National Register of Historic Places
State Antiquities Landmark

Request:_______________________________________________________________
The applicant is requesting a recommendation to City Council to designate the property
as an individual landmark with a “high” rating.
History/Significance: ___________________________________________
Originally established as a U.S. Army fort in 1848, Fort Martin Scott is also linked to the Texas
Rangers and was the Braeutigam family farm until 1959 when the City of Fredericksburg (City)
purchased it. The historic site contains one original garrison building, which has been restored,
one late 1800s old farm shed and three reproduction garrison buildings. The military fort was in
operation from 1848 to 1853 by the U.S. Army. Texas Rangers used the site as a camp, both
before and after military occupation. During the Civil War, the Confederate States Army
occupied the fort for a brief period. Later abandoned and then purchased and used by the
Braeutigam family as a farm and site of the first Gillespie County Fair, the property was
purchased by the City of Fredericksburg in 1949. Fort Martin Scott is currently operated as a selfguided tour of the historic site.
The fort has been recognized at both the state and national levels. It was listed in the National
Register of Historic Places in 1980 under multiple categories: Areas of significance include:
Archeology: Prehistoric; Archeology: Historic; Exploration/Settlement; Military. It was
designated as a State Antiquities Landmark in 1988 which requires approval for changes from the
Texas Historical Commission.
A full copy of the 2019 Fort Martin Scott Historic Site Master Plan will be handed out at the
HRB meeting, selected pages are included in this exhibit packet.

Staff Recommendation/Findings
Staff recommends that the City of Fredericksburg give this historic place a High rating. The most
significant Resources identified in Fredericksburg Historic Resource Survey 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.
Staff finds the property meets 8of the 8 criteria used to evaluate historic significance:
a.

b.
c.

d.

e.

f.
g.

h.

Character, interest, or value as a part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of the city; association with the early settlement and development of
Fredericksburg and westward expansion of Texas as a military outpost.
Location as the site of a significant historical event; first Gillespie County fair,
Embodiment of distinctive characteristics of an architectural type or specimen;
typical early frontier fort with quadrangle layout, structures built with local building
materials
Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites, districts, or structures which are
historically significant; important development relationship to the town of
Fredericksburg
Unique location of singular physical characteristics representing an established and
familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community or the city; its location on the
eastern edge of town and visibility from Hwy 290 make it a distinctive landmark below
the bluffs of Barons Creek, the quadrangle form that has been re-created is distinctly
military, unlike any other development pattern in Fredericksburg.
Value as an aspect of community sentiment or public pride; visual reminder of the
town’s early military history, family ranching history, and site of first fairgrounds
Identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the
development or culture of the city, the state or the nation; Braeutigam family hosted
the first county fairs at the site and farmed the land for decades, Captain Seth Eastman
established the fort as Fort Houston. Eastman was a well-respected military artist known
best for his documentation of native Americans. His sketch of the Vereins Kirche is one
of the earliest known drawings of the structure.
Value as protective of a historical resource. Has yielded and has the potential to yield
information relating to the history of the military in Fredericksburg through
archaeological excavations.

Designation as a local landmark would require all exterior changes, alterations to be approved
through the Certificate of Appropriateness application. Minor changes can be approved
administratively by staff. Major changes including new construction would require approval of
the Historic Review Board. Park staff has had the practice of sending projects to the Historic
Preservation Officer for review and comment. A similar review is required by the Texas
Historical Commission. Failure to comply with this process could result in the revocation of the
SAL status.

Historic Landmark Designation Application
For creation of HL overlay and designation as local historic landmark

City of Fredericksburg
126 W Main St. Fredericksburg, TX 78264

1606 E Main Street
Subject Property Address ________________________________

09/30/2020
Date Submitted _______________

Legal Description: __________________________________________
Fort Martin Scott
Proposed landmark/common name: ____________________________________________________

city of Fredericksburg - Parks Department
Owner name: __________________________________________

830-997-7521
Phone # ______________________

126 W Main St
Owner Address: _______________________________________________________________

Historic Preservation Officer
Applicant Name (if different than owner) :_________________________

830-990-2026
Phone # ____________________

Applicant E-mail: _____________________________

Provide a description of the architecture of the structure/building, property history, including any people or events
associated with the property if applicable, references/sources for your research. The Historic Review Board
recommends landmark status to City Council on the basis of historical, architectural, and cultural significance as
described in Sec. 23-58. - Designation of historic districts, historic landmarks, and preservation priority rating.
Please provide a Statement of Significance for why the property meets the criteria as outlined in the Historic
Preservation Ordinance, as indicated above.
Originally established as a U.S. Army fort in 1848, Fort Martin Scott is also linked to the Texas Rangers and was the
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Braeutigam family farm until 1959 when the City of Fredericksburg (City) purchased it. The historic site contains one original
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
one original garrison building, which has been restored, one late 1800s old farm shed and three reproduction garrison buildings
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
The property was purchased by the City of Fredericksburg in 1949.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Fort Martin Scott is currently operated as a self-guided tour of the historic site.
______________________________________________________________________________________________
Describe any appurtenances on the property and their age/significance (such as windmill or tank house)
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
extant foundations for multiple buildings, central quadrangle
___________________________________________________(attach
another sheet if necessary)

Attach supporting documentation including:

newspaper articles

✔ color photographs

architectural drawings

✔ other relevant research

Staff to complete
20-116
Application # ________________

Owner in support of designation

1847
Year Built: ________

Yes

No

public
Zoning:_______

October 13, 2020

Historic Review Board Meeting Date ___________
October 19, 2020
City Council Meeting Date___________________

HRB Action ____________________
City Council Action ______________

Fort Martin Scott Historic Site Master Plan

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Originally established as a U.S. Army fort in 1848, Fort Martin Scott is also linked to the Texas Rangers
and was the Braeutigam family farm until 1959 when the City of Fredericksburg (City) purchased it. The
site is listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and designated a State Antiquities
Landmark. The Fort Martin Scott Advisory Board (Advisory Board) oversees the site on behalf of City
Council and the Friends of Fort Martin Scott (Friends) organizes special events and provides volunteer
hosts to enhance the visitor experience.
Fort Martin Scott is a significant historic site with a complex and compelling history. Physically, the site
is stable and in good condition, and management practices are sound. But the City, Advisory Board, and
Friends clearly recognize that the site has greater potential. The team of SWCA Environmental
Consultants and Asakura Robinson was contracted to create an updated Master Plan that outlines ways to
improve the site for both area residents and visitors. The Master Plan begins with a historical overview of
Fort Martin Scott, an overview of the administering organization, and a discussion of current goals and
objectives for the site. It is then divided into six interconnected area plans. These are the Development
Plan, Preservation Plan, Use Plan, Disaster Plan, Interpretive Plan, and Business and Financial Plan.
Specific recommendations for future planning and action are contained in each area plan. These are
prioritized and summarized below. Two additional, interrelated plans will also be critical in guiding future
work, a Cultural Heritage Tourism Plan and a Long-Range Interpretive Plan.

Short term recommendations (1-2 years)


Hire a staff person (part time or full time) to manage Fort Martin Scott, facilitate planning and
fundraising efforts, coordinate volunteers and events, implement the plan recommendations, and
advocate for the needs of the Fort with both the City and the community



Collect and collate archaeology reports.



Implement the short-term recommendations of the Preservation Plan.



Implement the Maintenance Plan (a component of the Preservation Plan).



Draft and adopt a simple Disaster Plan (a component of the Preservation Plan).



Develop a process to streamline consultation with Texas Historical Commission (THC), likely by
designating the City Historic Preservation Officer (or the site manger if hired) as liaison and point
of contact for all work at the site that falls under THC’s purview.



Create a yearly financial plan to track finances, fundraising needs and efforts, and expenditures.



Apply for CLG grants and Texas Historic Preservation Trust Fund grants to fund medium-term
recommendations like a Historic Structures Report, archaeological work, and a Cultural Heritage
Tourism Plan.



Establish a social media presence to share news, events, and photographs of the site and/or
artifacts

Medium term recommendations (3-5 years)


Collaborate with Texas Rangers Heritage Center (TRHC) during the planning and design of their
new museum to integrate the interpretation and promotion of both sites, as possible.
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Draft an overarching Cultural Heritage Tourism Plan by conducting visitor research and using the
five-step process outlined by Hargrove (2017). Integrate the recommendations of the six
component plans of this Master Plan.



Prepare a Historic Structures Report (HSR) for the site.



Using the results of the HSR, update the NRHP nomination for the site.



Conduct additional archaeological investigations in support of the proposed infrastructure and
historic site improvements.



Implement the medium-term recommendations of the Preservation Plan.



Develop a Long-Range Interpretive Plan based on the results of the Cultural Heritage Tourism
Plan. This should include the use of information collected in the HSR and during archaeological
investigations to design ways to expand the story of Fort Martin Scott. It should also involve
collaboration with TRHC on educational programming, including lectures, exhibits, and special
events, as possible.



Design and implement a phased fundraising and capital improvements campaign for larger
projects.



Create and implement a marketing plan to support the recommendations of the Cultural Heritage
Tourism Plan and Use Plan.



Improve the Fort’s visitor trail network, integrate it with the (proposed) 3.1-mile recreational hike
and bike trail, and restore connectivity with Barons Creek. Use the trail to host existing
walk/run/bike events or create new ones.



Begin reconstruction of historic building foundations.



Begin research, planning, and fundraising for the reconstruction of selected historic Fort
buildings.

Long term recommendations (5-10 years)


Implement the long-term recommendations of the Preservation Plan.



Design and install new interpretive signage and displays.



Design and construct a new visitor center (and associated infrastructure like parking lots) and
replace the entry sign. Programming for the visitor center should be based on the results of the
Cultural Heritage Tourism Plan and the Long-Range Interpretive Plan.



Complete the reconstruction of historic building foundations as recommended in the
Development Plan and/or identified in the Cultural Heritage Tourism Plan and the Long-Range
Interpretive Plan.



Begin reconstruction of selected historic Fort buildings as recommended in the Development Plan
and/or identified in the Cultural Heritage Tourism Plan and the Long-Range Interpretive Plan.
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INTRODUCTION
Originally established as a frontier fort by the U.S. Army in 1848, Fort Martin Scott is also linked to the
Texas Rangers and was the Braeutigam family farm until 1959 when the City of Fredericksburg (City)
purchased it. The site is listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and designated a State
Antiquities Landmark (SAL). Today, the Fort site is open for self-guided tours. The Fort Martin Scott
Advisory Board (Advisory Board) oversees the site on behalf of City Council and the Friends of Fort
Martin Scott (Friends) organizes special events and provides volunteer hosts to enhance the visitor
experience.
The City, Advisory Board, and Friends identified the need for an updated Master Plan to outline ways to
improve the site for both area residents and the approximately 1.5 million visitors to Fredericksburg each
year. The City contracted the team of SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA) and Asakura Robinson
to prepare the Master Plan. The project kickoff meeting took place on May 30, 2018, when the key
members of the project team (Principal Investigator Anne Oliver [SWCA], Historic Preservation
Specialist Victoria Myers [SWCA], and Landscape Designer/Planner Colter Sonneville [Asakura
Robinson]) met with Fort Martin Scott stakeholders, including key City staff, Advisory Board members,
and Friends leadership, to discuss their vision for the site (Appendix A). The project team then visited
Fort Martin Scott to conduct on-site discussions, assess existing conditions, conduct research in the
Friends’ Library, and take photographs to help with the development of the Master Plan.
The Master Plan begins with a historical overview of Fort Martin Scott, an overview of the administering
organization, and a discussion of current goals and objectives for the site as articulated in the kickoff
meeting. It is then divided into six interconnected area plans. These are the Development Plan,
Preservation Plan, Use Plan, Disaster Plan, Interpretive Plan, and Business and Financial Plan. The
Master Plan concludes with prioritized recommendations for future planning and actions that will help to
realize the goals and objectives for the site. The Master Plan would not have been possible without the
passion for and interest in Fort Martin Scott by its stakeholders—most of whom were present at the May
30 meeting and are listed in Appendix A. Special thanks go to Andrea Schmidt, Parks and Recreation
Director, who managed the project for the City. She provided logistical support, research assistance, and
great insight into the management of the site to the project team, and also coordinated all stakeholder
input.

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW
This historical overview is a distillation of previous studies of Fort Martin Scott – including the 1979
NRHP nomination, the 1983 Preservation Plan (Wagner & Klein Architects), the 2003 Conceptual Master
Plan (Wagner & Klein Architects), and Joseph Luther’s 2013 work Fort Martin Scott: Guardian of the
Treaty. These previous studies focus on the history of the site as a military institution, and are all in
agreement with that portion of the narrative of the site. Each note that the site was purchased by the
Braeutigam family prior to the City’s acquisition of the site, however, most sources do not expand on the
use of the site by the family. Additional information on the Braeutigam Family History, particularly of
patriarch Johann Wolfgang Braeutigam, comes from the Braeutigam Family History website.
The German immigrants who founded Fredericksburg in 1846 worked with the Comanche Indians to
negotiate a treaty between the groups along the western frontier. Although the treaty promised peace
between the groups, continued western expansion led the Texas Legislature to establish a military outpost
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in the area for continued security of the settlement. In December 1848, 1st Infantry troops commanded by
Captain Seth Eastman arrived in Fredericksburg.
Originally, the camp established by Eastman’s troops was called “Camp Houston” or was referred to by
its geographic location near Fredericksburg. In 1849, about a year after Eastman and his troops arrived,
Camp Houston was renamed for Martin Scott, a 5th Infantry officer who had died in the battle of Molino
del Rey two years earlier. The addition of permanent buildings at the site turned the original camp into a
fort, so the new name was officially Fort Martin Scott.
During its time as an active Army establishment, Fort Martin Scott was primarily a commercial center in
the rural community and frequently the source of hard currency for the settlers. In 1850, tensions mounted
between white settlers and the Native American tribes, and soldiers at Fort Martin Scott assisted in
drafting a new treaty—known as the Fort Martin Scott Treaty. Although named for the Fort, the treaty
negotiations and signing were held in nearby San Saba County.
Fort Martin Scott was one of seven forts established from 1848–1849 to protect settlers of west Texas.
These spanned from Fort Worth on the Trinity River (the northernmost fort) to Fort Duncan near the
current town of Eagle Pass on the Rio Grande River (the southernmost fort). In August 1853, the Army
conducted an inspection of Fort Martin Scott. The inspection report included a list of the Fort buildings,
using letters to identify them on an associated map (Table 1; Figure 1). Also included was a note that the
grounds included about 10 acres enclosed with a picket fence surrounding three sides and that the fourth
side, bordering the creek, was open (Figure 2).
In December 1853, orders arrived to abandon the Fort as the continued westward expansion of the frontier
meant that it was no longer a strategic option for the continued security of settlers. From 1853 until 1866,
the Fort was used by the Texas Rangers and the Confederate Army—although both used the site
intermittently and there is no record of any significant actions during their time there. The U.S. Army
briefly re-established a presence at Fort Martin Scott in 1866 to help secure the frontier from potential
Indian attacks; however, by the end of the year, all military units permanently abandoned the site.
In 1870, the Braeutigam family moved into the site. Johann Wolfgang Braeutigam had emigrated from
Germany, arriving at Indianola near Victoria in 1845, when the state was still the Republic of Texas.
Johann was about 16 at the time and arrived with his parents and siblings. Although exact dates are
unknown, Johann moved to New Braunfels before moving to Fredericksburg. In 1850, he married
Christine Kensing and they would go on to have nine children. The family lived in town, although like
other settlers they had farm land outside of town. In 1870, they purchased the Fort Martin Scott site as
well as additional acreage for a farmstead closer to town. Of the original buildings, only the Guard House
remained as the others had been salvaged by locals for construction materials. The Braeutigam family
converted the Guard House for use as their residence, added agricultural buildings (Figure 3), and
constructed a small store and saloon/dance hall, which would be known as Braeutigam Gardens.
In either 1881 or 1883, the family allowed the first Gillespie County Fair to be held on the site, making
use of the dance hall as well as the open former quadrangle or parade grounds for the festivities. In 1884,
Johann Braeutigam was killed during a robbery at Braeutigam Gardens. The Fort Martin Scott site
remained in the family, who continued to run both the Fair and the Garden for several years before
closing it and returning to farming. As part of the Texas Centennial in 1936, the state erected a granite
marker on the site, which currently sits outside the fence near the west entry.
In 1959, the family sold the property to the City of Fredericksburg and for the first part of the City’s
ownership, the site remained abandoned and closed to the public. NRHP listing in 1980 and SAL
designation in 1988 spurred preservation and interpretation efforts at the site (Figures 3–5). Work began
with the restoration of the Guard House (Building N) in the early 1980s and with the reconstruction of
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three buildings—B and E for interpretation and R for a visitor center—and interpretative signage in the
1990s (Figure 6). The site is managed as one of the City’s parks and is open to the public, although
buildings are only open when staff is present (Figures 7–11).
Table 1.

1853 Inspection Report Building Identification, Use, and Materials

Building
Letter

Listed Use

Building Description

Current Use / Status

A

Commanding Officer’s
Quarters

Log building, 4 rooms, 15 x 17, porticos in front

Non-extant

B

Officers’ Quarters

Adobe, 14 x 16, porticos front and rear

Reconstructed

C

Officers’ Quarters

Weather boarding, 2 rooms, 12 x 14, porticos front and
rear

Non-extant, roughly
outlined with non-historic
foundation stones

D

Officers’ Quarters

Log building, 2 rooms, 12 x 14, porticos front and rear

Non-extant, roughly
outlined with non-historic
foundation stones

E

Officers’ Quarters

Adobe, 2 rooms, 12 x 14, porticos front and rear

Reconstructed

F

Officers’ Quarters

Weather boarding, 1 room, 16 x 17, portico in front

Non-extant, roughly
outlined with non-historic
foundation stones

G

Officers’ Quarters

Adobe, 4 rooms, 14 x 16, basement only finished

Foundation ruins extant

H&J

Sutler’s stores (private
property)

Built by L. G. Capers

H non-extant; J extant

K

Hospital

Undressed logs, 25 x 12, fast decaying

Non-extant

L

Laundresses Quarters
and a store room

Log, 20 x 14

Non-extant

M

Bake House

Logs, 20 x 14

Non-extant

N

Guard House

Stone, 1 officers’ room, 14 x 16, 1 guard room, 14 x 16,
1 light prison, 14 x 16, 4 cells for prisoners, ear 3 x 9,
officer’s room now used as magazine

Restored to Fort Period

O&P

Quarters for two
companies

Log, each 3 rooms and a single room, 48 X 16

Typically referred to as
“Enlisted Quarters”, Nonextant

R&S

Quarters for two
companies

One log and one jacal, 45 x 16, one used as hay house,
other for lumber

Typically referred to as
“Enlisted Quarters”; R is
new construction, not
based on historic data,
and is used as visitor
center; S non-extant,
roughly outlined with nonhistoric foundation stones

T

Stable

Frame building, 35 x 35, containing forage house and 12
stalls

Non-extant

U

Storehouse

Log, 3 rooms, 20 x 16, and an office, 14 x 16

Non-extant

V

Blacksmith Shop

Adobe, 14 x 16

Built for interpretive
activities, not a
reconstruction

W

Magazine

Stone, 14 x 14, unfinished, requiring roof and flooring

Non-extant
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Figure 1. Site map of Fort Martin Scott based on the 1853 Inspection Report (NRHP 1979)
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Figure 2. Conceptual rendering of Fort Martin Scott by G. G. H. Lentz (1963),
currently hanging in the Friends of Fort Martin Scott building.

Figure 3. Guard House with additions and alterations made by the Braeutigam
family and barn no longer extant, view southwest (NRHP 1979).
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Figure 4. Stone foundations of ruins, specific building and view not noted (NRHP
1979).

Figure 5. Detail of stone foundations of ruins, specific building and view not
noted (NRHP 1979).
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Figure 6. Fort Martin Scott Brochure image showing modern current buildings, sign topics, and walking path overlaid on historic
rendering of site.
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Figure 7. Fort Martin Scott Historic Site overview, May 2018, view northeast.

Figure 8. Fort Martin Scott Historic Site overview, May 2018, view south
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Figure 9. Fort Martin Scott Historic Site stone foundation, May 2018, view east.

Figure 10. Fort Martin Scott Historic overview, May 2018, view west.

9

Fort Martin Scott Historic Site Master Plan

Figure 11. Fort Martin Scott Historic Site Building N – Guard House, May 2018, view
northeast.

ORGANIZATION OVERVIEW AND GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
FOR USE
Organization Overview
City of Fredericksburg
Currently, the City of Fredericksburg owns and manages the Fort Martin Scott site through the Parks and
Recreation Department with recommendations from the Fort Martin Scott Advisory Board and in
collaboration with the Friends of Fort Martin Scott. The City has owned the site since 1956, but general
management of the site was under the Gillespie County Historical Society until the Advisory Board was
created in 2013. Since 2017, the City has had an Historic Preservation Officer (HPO). Although the
position has no defined role in the operation or management of the site, the HPO has been active with the
Parks and Recreation Director and the Advisory Board on preservation issues and consultation with the
Texas Historical Commission (THC) who has an interest in the protection of the site as an SAL.
THC staff are not involved in the regular management of the site—such as routine maintenance,
programming, or budgeting—but must be consulted regarding plans at the site that have an impact on the
existing historic resources. The City must consult with THC about proposed actions with potential to alter
the site (including repair work on existing buildings, new construction such as reconstructed buildings,
and ground-disturbing work such as utility lines or sign installation) and obtain a permit in order to
proceed with the plans. Even if consultation was not required based on the site’s SAL designation, new
construction, reconstruction, and other ground-disturbing work would require THC coordination under
the State Antiquities Code. It is highly recommended that THC be brought into the discussion early in the
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planning phases for all proposed construction on site to ensure that the final plan meets preservation
standards.
Current City officials and staff involved in the management of the site are:
Linda Langerhans, Mayor
Charlie Kiehne, Council Member
Jerry Luckenbach, Council Member
Tom Nusselman, Council Member
Gary Neffendorf, Council Member
Kent Myers, City Manager
Clinton Bailey, Assistant City Manager/Director of Public Works and Utilities
Andrea Schmidt, Parks and Recreation Director
Anna Hudson, Historic Preservation Officer

Fort Martin Scott Advisory Board
In 2013, the City created the Fort Martin Scott Advisory Board with the stated purpose of advising the
City of Fredericksburg on issues regarding the promotion, development, interpretation, and curation of the
site, as well as its use for special events. The board meets quarterly (although this may be reduced to
twice per year based on recent discussion) and comprises 12 members representing a cross-section of
disciplines and interests related to Fort Martin Scott. Current members of board are:
Jim McCrae, Board Chairman, retired healthcare executive and historical researcher
Mike Cox, writer and lay historian
Duke Davis, musician and Site Manager of the Texas Rangers Heritage Center
Mike Johnson, retired historic preservation professional
Joe Kammlah, St. Mary’s School President and Gillespie County Historic Society officer
Richard Laughlin, home builder and restoration expert
Ernie Loeffler, Director of the Fredericksburg Convention and Visitor Bureau
Stephen R. Schmidt, CEO of World Class Quest and Enchanted Springs Ranch
Marvin Schroeder, Living History Coordinator for the National Museum for the Pacific War
Steve Thomas, local architect
Brent Waldoch, Director with the Texas Hill Country Higher Education Development Foundation and
past president of the Gillespie County Historical Society
Barry Wagner, architect

Friends of Fort Martin Scott
The Friends of Fort Martin Scott is an affiliated membership organization with the primary function of
providing education programming and living history events at the site. It is a 501(c)(3) organization,
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Application Information
Application Number:

20-121

Date:

October 13, 2020

Address:

213 W Creek

Zoning:

R1

Owner:

Ralph & Sterling Greenlee

Applicant:

Stan Klein

Rating:

High (Pape cabin & Danger house)

Proposal:

remove non-historic rear addition, replace with 2story addition including garage, re-clad and re-roof
shed

Request:
The applicant is requesting approval to:
1. remove non-historic 1990s addition and replace with new 1 story addition
2. re-rate carport to allow for construction of new carport
3. new front yard rock wall next to Danger house
4. re-rate water tank in order to relocate on-site
FBG 1997 Design Guidelines:______________________________________________
New Additions: When reusing an older building, sometimes it may be necessary to
construct additional space. An example would be to bring a building up to building
and/or fire codes, for the expanding business, or for other various reasons. The most vital
aspect, in regard to new additions, is to respect the historic character and integrity of the
building. The addition should always be subordinate to the original structure. This can
be done if the property owner follows the standards that the Secretary of the Interior has
established.
Recommended
1. Designing additions so that they do not destroy any significant historical material.
2. Designing additions so that they are compatible in size and scale with the original
structure.
3. Recognizing additions as products of their own time.
4. Designing additions to maintain historic alignments that exist on the street.

5. Preserving original entrances.
6. Obscuring from view all additional stories or mechanical equipment.
Not Recommended
1. Diminishing the historical integrity of the building with the new additions.
2. Destroying significant features or detail during the construction process.
SOI Standards for Rehabilitation:
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.
Staff findings/recommendation

_

1. The current addition is screened by vegetation and is appropriate in scale and mass.
The proposed new addition will encroach closer to the front of the Danger House and will
cover window that is currently visible. This is not in keeping with SOI #9 and FBG
Guidelines for protecting original material. Given the size and scale of the proposed
addition it also fails to meet the FBG Design Guidelines #2 for new additions: designing
additions so that they are compatible in size and scale with the original structure. The
original Danger house measures 904 sf of conditioned pace. The current 1992 vintage
addition measures 589 conditioned square feet. The new addition measures 2,828
conditioned square feet. The addition should be pushed back further instead of coming
closer to the street so as to mitigate the impact on historic fabric and to mitigate the size
and height of the addition.
This recommendation is in keeping with FBG Design Guidelines for New Construction
and the SOI #9 and #10.
2. The existing carport was built at the same time as the addition and is not historic. Staff
recommends approval of the re-rating to low to allow for removal of the existing based
on the FBG Historic Preservation Ordinance. Staff recommends approval of the new
carport at the rear of the property as presented. This recommendation is in keeping with
the and Design Guidelines for parking and new construction.
3. The new rock wall in the front is proposed to help screen the view of the new addition.
Staff recommends the cedar say fence remain or any new fence/wall should be setback
from the front wall of the Danger house. This is in keeping with FBG Design Guidelines

4. The water tank currently has a high rating and would have to be re-rated to be
relocated on site. The tank should be kept near the windmill since they are functionally
related. At the time of review the new location was not identified on the site plan so staff
cannot comment on the appropriateness of the request. This is based on the Historic
Preservation Ordinance rating system.
Case Comments:

_

No work is proposed to the historic Pape Cabin located on this site and no work to the
historic Danger House is proposed with the addition. This property is a Recorded Texas
Historic Landmark, as such approval by the Texas Historical Commission is also
required.

20-121
x
x

R1
October 13th via
Zoom or in person at
HCUC

213 W Creek
100’ x 200’ lot

Cedar stay fence to be changed rock wall in same location

Addition to be removed, new addition to be closer to front of Danger house, enclosing window currently visible

Trees in view to be removed

Vegetation at corner of property to remain an help screen new addition
Utility pole to be relocated to corner of property

1990s addition to be
removed/replaced
Danger House
Pape cabin

Water tank to
be relocated
Mesquite tree to
be removed

NEW ADDITIONS
NEW ADDITIONS
When reusing an older building, sometimes it may be
necessary to construct additional space. An example
would be to bring a building up to building and/or fire
codes, for the expanding business, or for other various
reasons. The most vital aspect, in regard to new
additions, is to respect the historic character and
integrity of the building. The addition should always be
subordinate to the original structure. This can be done if
the property owner follows the standards that the
Secretary of the Interior has established.
Recommended
1. Designing additions so that they do not destroy any
significant historical material.

6. Obscuring form view
mechanical equipment.

all

additional

stories

or

� Figure 68: The multiple additions made to this landmark home
cannot be viewed from the front, or primary facade. This is the
preferred method in which property owners should approach new
additions.

2. Designing additions so that they are compatible in
size and scale with the original structure.
3. Recognizing additions as products of their own time.
4. Designing additions so that they maintain historic
alignments that may exist on the street.
5. Preserving original entrances.

rJFigure 69:

The addition supplies the needed room, but does not
detract from the primary facade.

I

N�WAQDITIO�Sj
Not Recommended
1. Diminishing the historical integrity of the building with
the new additions.
2. Destroying significant features or detail during the
construction process.
3. Altering the original facade, roof line, or setback of
the original building.
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1

STANDARDS & GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC PROPERTIES

2
3

3.1. INTRODUCTION

4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

The focus of these standards and guidelines is to clearly translate the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for preservation of distinct
character‐defining features, as described above in Section 2. The
breadth of Fredericksburg’s historic resources includes not only
individual landmarks, but also significant historic districts and
landscapes. As such, these standards and guidelines discuss both
Alterations to Historic Properties and Additions to Historic Properties
(Sections 3.1 and 3.2) and New Infill Construction within the historic
district or on landmark parcels (Section 3.4). To smoothly navigate the
Certificate of Appropriateness review process, consult these standards
and guidelines at the outset of planning any work impacting a historic
resource. (Refer to Appendix F for a checklist to guide project
planning.)

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Work Requiring a Certificate of Appropriateness
In general, obtaining a Certificate of Appropriateness is required for all visible
exterior work on historically zoned parcels – whether designated as an individual
landmark or within the boundaries of the historic district, for both contributing
and noncontributing resources. A Certificate of Appropriateness is required even
when a building permit is not. Even ordinary repair and maintenance requires a
Certificate of Appropriateness (with a streamlined staff review, explained in
Section 1.4.1.2.1.) For questions, contact the Fredericksburg Historic
Preservation Officer.

26

3.1.1. Standards versus Guidelines

27
28
29
30
31

The section herein provides both standards and guidelines. Standards
are regulatory requirements, while guidelines are advisory
recommendations. Standards only apply to work required to obtain a
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA). Standards versus guidelines also
are tiered depending on resources’ preservation priority.

32
33
34

Revisiting Tiers for High, Medium and Low Priorities
The process for interpreting how these standards will apply to your specific
property and project begins by understanding the priority assigned in the most

35
36
37
38
39
40
41

recent historic resources survey (High, Medium, or Low). (Current priority
rankings are included within Appendix B.) These design guidelines and standards
require a higher degree of preservation for higher priority resources. Lowpriority resources are allowed more flexible guidance. Understanding your
property’s priority will help set clear expectations at the outset of a planned
project. (Refer to Section 1.4.2.1 for additional background about priority
rankings.)

42
43
44
45
46

Each discussion item in this section breaks down each priority tier—
high, medium, and low—to provide either a required regulatory
standard or an advisory guideline. Regulatory standards are marked by
the words Required or Inappropriate. Advisory guidelines are marked
by the words Recommended or Inappropriate.
Standards versus Guidelines: Interpreting “Required” versus
“Recommended” and “Appropriate” versus “Inappropriate”
The word “Required” means that this is a
regulatory standard for High and Medium
priority resources
The word “Recommended” means
that this is an advisory guideline
for Low priority resources

Sample item a
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Inappropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

Sample item b
High Priority
Inappropriate

The word “Inappropriate” means that this is a
regulatory standard for High and Medium
priority resources.
The word “Appropriate” means that
this is an advisory guideline for
Low priority resources

47
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1

3.1.2. Treatment Sequence Options

2
3
4
5
6

The underlying philosophy used to develop these standards and
guidelines is based on the Secretary’s Standards sequence of priorities:
preservation first, then rehabilitation, then restoration of missing
elements if necessary, and finally, new construction. Table x below
explains the logic of this sequence.
Table x. Retain or Replace: Sequence of Appropriate Treatment Options
Repair rather than replace deteriorated historic features
and architectural elements whenever possible. Many
When to times, materials that initially appear beyond repair may be
Preserve preserved successfully. Guidelines for preserving historic
materials are available in NPS Preservation Briefs
(Appendix H).

When to
Rehabilitate

If an original architectural feature has deteriorated
beyond repair, replace it, matching the historic feature in
size, scale, profile, and finish. Using compatible recycled
historic materials is acceptable. Synthetic or composite
replacement materials sometimes may be appropriate,
provided that they do not compromise the surrounding
historic fabric. Synthetic or composite replacement
materials must match the original in size, scale, profile,
and finish.

When to
Restore

Missing architectural features may be restored based upon
historic photographs, historic architectural drawings, or
physical evidence. The restored elements shall match the
original in size, scale, profile, and finish. Reconstruction of
an entire missing building typically is not appropriate.

When to
Construct New

New construction within a historic district is appropriate
only if it will not entail demolition or significant alteration
of an extant contributing resource. For example, new
construction may be appropriate on an empty lot, or to the
rear of a contributing resource.

9
10
11
12
13

Section 2 above (or in the landmark designation report for the specific
resource, on file with the City of Fredericksburg). An exterior feature is
considered historic age if it was built during an individual landmark’s
period of significance (as noted in the designation report), or during
the overall period of significance for the historic district ([NEED]).

19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Historic Architectural Materials
Historic building materials embody information about a building’s style, era, and
function – available only upon close inspection. The standards and guidelines
within this section establish requirements and recommendations for when and
where to preserve or restore historic architectural materials. Treatment
guidelines detailing accepted preservation techniques—or how to repair or
restore historic materials—are provided within Appendix G.

26
27
28
29
30
31
32

3.2.1. Structural and Mechanical Systems

34
35

Avoid disturbing foundations in a way that weakens the building’s
structural stability with excavation.
High Priority
Required

36
37

Low Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Where possible, supplement or “sister” deteriorated visible
structural features.
High Priority
Required

40
41

Medium Priority
Required

Maintain and preserve historic structural elements visible from the
public right‐of way unless deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required

3.2. ALTERATIONS TO HISTORIC PROPERTIES
This section intends to help property owners rehabilitate historic
structures appropriately. The standards and guidelines within this
section apply to alterations of historic‐age character‐defining features
on designated landmarks and contributing buildings within the historic
district. An exterior feature is character‐defining if it is identified in

Behind the Scenes: Structural and Mechanical Systems
Structural and mechanical systems typically are not visible from the exterior of
a building. However, they have the potential to impact every aspect of a
building’s exterior. As a result, the Certificate of Appropriateness review process
focuses on how structural and mechanical systems impact the exterior of the
building.

33 3.2.1.1. Structural Systems

38
39

7
8

14
15
16
17
18

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

If replacing deteriorated visible historic structural elements
matching the historic profile, dimensions, and finish.
High Priority
Required

3 | Standards & Guidelines
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Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended
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1
2
3

Synthetic or composite materials may be used for replacement of
visible historic structural elements that are deteriorated beyond
repair, if matching the historic profile, dimensions, and finish.
High Priority
Inappropriate

4
5

High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

25 (g) Install thermal insulation in attics, unheated cellars, and
26
crawlspaces to conserve energy.

Low Priority
Recommended

High Priority
Recommended

Avoid creating moisture‐retention problems by installing foam,
fiber glass, or cellulose insulation into wall cavities constructed of
either wood or masonry.
High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

23 (f) Ensure adequate ventilation of attics, crawlspaces, and cellars to
24
prevent moisture problems.

Low Priority
Recommended

Stabilize and repair any weakened members of the original
structure, even if not visible.
High Priority
Recommended

8
9
10

Low Priority
Appropriate

Do not leave structural problems untreated, provoking further
damage to character‐defining features.
High Priority
Recommended

6
7

Medium Priority
Appropriate

20 (e) Remove visible non‐historic mechanical systems that diminish the
21
structure’s historic integrity and replace them with more
22
compatible systems.

Low Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

27 (h) Avoid diminishing the interior proportion and character of a room
28
by installing “dropped,” acoustical ceilings to hide mechanical
29
systems or equipment.
30

11 3.2.1.2. Mechanical Systems

Medium Priority
Recommended

High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

12 (a) Preserve and maintain visible historic mechanical system
13
components such as vents, fans, grills, and light fixtures.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

14 (b) Conceal new mechanical systems from exterior view to the greatest
15
degree possible.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

16 (c) Protect all visible historic character‐defining features during repair
17
and installation of mechanical systems.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required

18 (d) Install new mechanical systems in areas that require the least
19
amount of alteration to the structure’s historic‐age fabric.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Figure x3-1. Photo of the Kiehne-Foerster House at 405 E. Main Street,
showing load-bearing porch posts and structural beams visible at the
balcony ceiling, which are visible character-defining features that should be
preserved and maintained. Source: Library of Congress,
https://www.loc.gov/item/tx0338/.
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6
7

Maintain and repair historic roof materials and features according
to accepted preservation techniques (as defined in Appendix G).
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

8
9

Figure x3-2. Photograph of 205 W. Main Street, showing air-conditioning
units mounted on the front canopy at the time, inappropriately obscuring
character-defining transoms. Source: CMEC 2019 Historic Resources
Survey.

1
2
3

3.2.2. Roofs and Roof Features
Retain the historic roof shape, including pitches, profiles, and eave
heights.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

4
5

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline for
the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline for
the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

20
21
22

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

Original clay roof tiles should be maintained; if deteriorated
beyond repair, the smallest section possible should be patched
with matching clay tiles.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

Preserve and maintain historic roof materials and features unless
they are deteriorated beyond repair.

Medium Priority
Recommended

Composite shingles with compatible dimensions and profile are an
acceptable replacement for wood shingles.
High Priority
Appropriate

17
18
19

Low Priority
Recommended

If deteriorated beyond repair, replacement roofing materials
should resemble the dimensions, profile, appearance, and
configuration of the historic material.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

15
16

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

If research documents that historic roof features are missing, such
as cupolas or pinnacles, consider replicating and restoring them.
High Priority
Recommended

12
13
14

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not add new roof features or ornamentation where not
historically present.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

10
11

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline for
the front 15 feet

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline for
the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

Original slate roofs should be maintained; if deteriorated beyond
repair, the smallest section possible should be patched with
matching slate.
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High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

1
2
3

4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Keep historic down‐spouts and gutters clean and free of leaves,
twigs, or branches.
High Priority
Recommended

32
33
34

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

If repairs must be deferred, provide temporary protection from
leaks until repairs can be made.
High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Selecting Period-Appropriate Roofing Materials
Selecting period-appropriate roofing materials begins with identifying both your
building’s construction date and its architectural style (refer to Section 2 above).
Some styles are associated with very specific roofing materials, as detailed in
Section 2, while others used a variety of roofing materials. In these case, refer
to the discussion of roofing materials by period of construction in NPS
Preservation Brief 4: Roofing for Historic Buildings (available online at
https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/4-roofing.htm).

Standing‐seam metal roofs also may be acceptable for some roofs,
regardless of original roof material.
Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

Generally preserve and maintain historic down‐spouts and gutters,
unless they are not functioning and are promoting deterioration of
surrounding historic materials.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30
31

Low Priority
Recommended

If roof materials were altered after the end of the period of
significance, if electing to replace the roof, go back to a period‐
appropriate roof material.

High Priority
Inappropriate

16
17
18

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline for
the front 15 feet

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

Integrated Gutters
Some buildings in Fredericksburg feature gutters integrated into eaves or
cornice, making them difficult to inspect or access for cleaning and repairs.
These gutters often clog or rust, causing leaks and water infiltration and
deterioration of the surrounding historic materials. Replacement of faulty
integrated gutters is appropriate in all instances, provided that the replacement
generally maintains the profile and finish of the eaves or cornice. Damage to
surrounding historic fabric should be minimized during removal of the integrated
gutters and installation of new gutters.

Figure x3-3. Photo of the Heinrich Kammlah House, 309 W. Main Street,
showing wood shingles on the older portion of the house, juxtaposed to
standing-seam metal roofing on a historic-age addition. Source: Library of
Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/tx0336/.
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8
9

Maintain and repair the materials of historic chimneys and stove
pipes according to accepted preservation techniques (Appendix G).
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

10
11
12
13

1
2
3

3.2.3. Chimneys and Stove Pipes
Preserve and maintain historic chimneys and stove pipes unless
they are deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

4
5

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not add detail or ornamentation that was not historically
present.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

In some cases, a structurally unstable chimney may be
reconstructed using new materials that generally match the historic
materials, provided that the overall form, profile, dimensions, and
finish of the historic chimney are matched.
High Priority
Appropriate

Do not add new chimneys and stove pipes where not historically
present.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

6
7

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

14
15
16
17

Low Priority
Recommended

If parts of the chimney or stove pipe become deteriorated beyond
repair, patch the smallest area possible using materials that match
the original in profile, dimension, and finish; shore and stabilize the
entire chimney or stovepipe while patching.
High Priority
Required for the
entire roof

Figure x3-4. Example of a house with a non-historic dormer altering the
original roof form and compromising the integrity of the house. Source:
CMEC 2019 Historic Resources Survey.

Medium Priority
Required forward
from the ridgeline
for the front 15 feet

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

If a historic chimney becomes structurally unstable but most
individual masonry units remain sound, the chimney may be
reconstructed as follows: the chimney should be photographed and
measured; the historic masonry units should be numbered,
disassembled, and reassembled in their historic configuration;
individual masonry units that have deteriorated beyond repair may
be replaced matching the historic profile, dimensions, and finish;
replacement mortar must be appropriate for the hardness of the
historic brick (Appendix G) and replacement mortar joints must
carefully match the historic joints.
High Priority
Recommended
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Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended
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8
9
10

If research documents that historic features to the porch’s roof are
missing, such as decorative brackets or friezes, consider replicating
and restoring them.
High Priority
Recommended

11
12

Figure x3-5. Photo of the Heinrich Kammlah House, 309 W. Main Street,
showing the character-defining chimney on the original portion of the
house, as well as the stovepipe on the later rear addition. Source: Library of
Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/tx0336/.

1
2
3

3.2.4. Porches
Preserve and maintain historic front porch materials and features
unless deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior porches

4
5

Low Priority
Recommended

Maintain and repair historic porch materials and features according
to accepted preservation techniques (Appendix G).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior porches

6
7

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public rightof-way (ROW)

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not add new porch features or ornamentation where not
historically present.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior porches

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Non-Historic Porch Detailing
Throughout the nation, the popularity of Victorian architecture surged in the late
1960s and 1970s. Many homeowners added Victorian-inspired “Gingerbread”
detailing where it was not present historically. More recently, the Craftsman
style saw a similar burst of popularity, and tapered porch columns were added
to many porches without historical evidence. Both create a false sense of history.
If research documents that a porch feature is non-historic, consider removing it
and returning to a more authentic historic appearance. If it is unclear whether
a porch feature is historic or non-historic, consult with the Historic Preservation
Officer. Note that the City of Fredericksburg never will require a homeowner to
initiate a restoration project, but restoration may be recommended as part of a
larger owner-initiated rehabilitation project.

If replacing deteriorated historic porch materials or features, patch
the smallest area possible, matching the materials, dimensions,
profile, texture, and configuration of existing historic porch
features.
Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Synthetic replacement materials, such as fiber cement, may be
considered appropriate for replacing deteriorated porch floors in
some cases.
High Priority
Inappropriate

34
35

Low Priority
Recommended

Remove visible non‐historic porch features that diminish the
structure’s historic integrity.

High Priority
Required for all
exterior porches

31
32
33

Medium Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

Generally keep front porches open if they were open during the
period of significance.
High Priority
Required
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13

Front porch enclosures may be considered appropriate in some
cases, provided that they use materials that do not visually detract
from the historic character of the building—like non‐reflective
screening or glass—and are installed in a reversible manner that
does not damage historic features.
High Priority
Inappropriate

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

ADA Compliance: Ramps
In some cases, adding a ramp or wheelchair lift to a historic porch may be
necessary to accommodate persons with disabilities. In these instances, the
Historic Review Board may vote to approve a COA application that meets the
spirit of the Secretary’s Standards but does not precisely meet the letter of these
standards and guidelines. (Refer to Section 1.4.2.4.)

Figure x3-7. Example of original character-defining Craftsman-style porch
detailing on a bungalow at 304 E. San Antonio Street. Source: National
Register Nomination, Fredericksburg Historic District, 1983.

14
15
16

3.2.5. Exterior Walls
Retain and repair the historic exterior wall materials on walls unless
deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

17
18

Figure x3-6. Example of non-historic “gingerbread” detailing added to a
bungalow that likely originally had Craftsman porch styling. Source: HHM,
2020.

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not remove historic wall fabric to create new openings.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

20
21

Low Priority
Recommended

Maintain, repair, and clean historic exterior walls according to
accepted preservation techniques (see Appendix G).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

19

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not add new door features or ornamentation where not
historically present.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls
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Medium Priority
Required forward from
the ridgeline for the
front 15 feet

Low Priority
Recommended

City of Fredericksburg | Historic District Design Guidelines and Standards

1

Avoid painting historically unpainted exterior walls.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

2
3

19

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

If replacement of historic exterior wall materials is necessary, install
the new material maintaining spatial relationships (including depth,
dimension, and joint patterns) as historically relative to window
frames, door frames, and other exterior features.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

14
15
16
17
18

ADA Compliance: Altering Exterior Walls
In some cases, removing original wall fabric may be necessary to enlarge door
openings to accommodate persons with disabilities. In these instances, the
Historic Review Board may vote to approve a COA application that meets the
spirit of the Secretary’s Standards but does not precisely meet the letter of these
standards and guidelines. (Refer to Section 1.4.2.4.)

If replacement of historic exterior wall materials is necessary,
choose a material identical in dimensions, profile, reveal, and
texture to the historic material.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

10
11
12
13

Medium Priority
Recommended

20
21
22
23
24
25
26

If historic wall materials are deteriorated beyond repair, patch the
smallest area necessary to prevent the spread of deterioration to
the surrounding fabric.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

7
8
9

Low Priority
Recommended

Refer to the period‐appropriate paint palettes in Appendix G when
selecting exterior wall colors.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior walls

4
5
6

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

28
29
30

Identify and treat the causes of deterioration to exterior wall
materials, such as poor site drainage, moisture retention, clogged
gutters and downspouts, leaky roofs, deteriorating paint, sprinklers
pointed toward the building, and vegetation or moisture‐retaining
soil that touches wood elements.
High Priority
Required

27

Figure x3-8. Example of a Craftsman bungalow at 707 W. Main Street. Note
that the 2-inch horizontal wood siding and relationship of wall to window are
character-defining features to be preserved. Source: CMEC Historic
Resources Survey, 2019.

3.2.6. Doors and Door Openings
Do not enlarge historic door openings or create new door
openings.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors

31
32

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Preserve and maintain historic doors, door frames, and hardware
unless deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors
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1
2

Retain and repair door glazing in its historic configuration unless
deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors

3
4

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Use of synthetic or composite appropriate materials for
replacement doors, door frames, and hardware is acceptable in
some cases.
High Priority
Inappropriate

28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35

Low Priority
Recommended

If historic door hardware is missing or deteriorated beyond repair,
replace with salvaged period‐appropriate hardware if feasible.
High Priority
Recommended

25
26
27

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

ADA Compliance: Door Openings
In some cases, enlarging a historic door opening may be necessary to
accommodate persons with disabilities. In these instances, the Historic Review
Board may vote to approve a COA application that meets the spirit of the
Secretary’s Standards but does not precisely meet the letter of these standards
and guidelines. (Refer to Section 1.4.2.4.)

Low Priority
Recommended

If a new door or door frame is required, install the new
components so that they maintain the spatial relationships
(including depth and dimension) and joint patterns as existed
historically relative to door frames, exterior wall planes, and other
exterior features.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors

19
20

Medium Priority
Recommended

23
24

Low Priority
Recommended

If a historic door is missing or deteriorated beyond repair, choose a
replacement door that is similar in terms of design and appearance
with the historic character of the building, looking at other
examples of the same style and era in the Fredericksburg Historic
District or from historic catalogs of building materials (discussed in
Appendix H).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors

14
15
16
17
18

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

building, looking at other examples of the same style and era in the
Fredericksburg Historic District or from historic catalogs.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors

If the historic main entry door is missing or deteriorated beyond
repair, research the historic door’s appearance and, if documented,
replicate and restore the original.
High Priority
Required for main
entrance only

8
9
10
11
12
13

Low Priority
Recommended

Clean and treat historic doors, door frames, and hardware using
accepted preservation methods (see Appendix G).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior doors

5
6
7

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

21
22

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

If historic door hardware is missing or deteriorated beyond repair,
choose replacements that match the overall style and period of the

Figure x3-9. Example of a Folk Victorian House at 505 N. Milam Street with
a Contemporary door detracting from the overall style and character of the
house. Source: CMEC 2019 Historic Resources Survey.
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3

3.2.7. Windows and Window Openings
Do not enlarge, alter, or relocate window openings, or add new
window openings.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

4
5

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Substitute materials may be appropriate in some cases if they
maintain the profile and finish appearance of the historic window;
extruded aluminum and wood‐clad aluminum are acceptable
replacement materials; vinyl is not an acceptable material.
High Priority
Inappropriate

18
19

26
27
28
29
30

If replacement of deteriorated historic windows is necessary, use
windows that match the dimensions, profile, and configuration of
the historic windows (fig. window‐type‐3‐10).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

14
15
16
17

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Appropriate

23
24
25

Low Priority
Appropriate

39

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not add window details or finishes that were not present
historically.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

33
34
35
36
37
38

Low Priority
Recommended

If the extant windows are non‐historic, and if the owner opts to
replace the windows, select replacement windows compatible with
the historic character of the building, looking at other examples of
the same style and era in the Fredericksburg Historic District or
from historic catalogs.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

31
32

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

If the extant windows are non‐historic, consider researching the
historic windows’ appearance and, if documented, replicate and
restore the historic windows.
High Priority
Recommended

Where possible, patch the smallest feasible portion of a
deteriorated window, matching the historic material, dimensions,
profile, and configuration.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

11
12
13

Low Priority
Recommended

Maintain and repair historic windows according to accepted
preservation techniques (Appendix G).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

8
9
10

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

and dimension) as existed historically relative to window frames,
exterior wall planes, and other exterior features (fig. window‐
installation‐3‐11).
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

Low Priority
Recommended

Preserve and maintain all components of existing historic windows
unless deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required for all
exterior windows

6
7

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

20
21
22

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Improve the energy efficiency of original windows by using
methods that do not damage historic sashes, glass, or frames, such
as weather stripping, insulating weight pockets, adding interior
storm windows, applying a clear interior film, adding insulated glass
and the necessary additional balancing weights, or a combination
of these methods.
High Priority
Recommended

If replacement windows are required, install the new windows so
that they maintain the same spatial relationships (including depth
3 | Standards & Guidelines
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Figure 3-10. Illustrations depicting inappropriate types of window
replacements, not matching the historic configuration or pattern of lites.
Source: City of New Orleans, Historic District Landmarks Commission
Guidelines for Windows and Doors, updated 2019,
https://www.nola.gov/nola/media/HDLC/Guideline%20Update/20190111/20
19-01-11_08-Windows-Doors.pdf.

Figure 3-11. Illustration depicting inappropriate installation of replacement
windows. Top: the new window is set too close to the wall plane. Middle and
bottom: the new windows do not properly fit the window opening, with
inappropriate spandrels filling the gaps and disrupting the historic pattern of
solid versus void. Source: City of New Orleans, Historic District Landmarks
Commission Guidelines for Windows and Doors.
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7

3.2.8. Canopies and Awnings
The Intent of Canopies and Awnings
Canopies and awnings are functional building components, designed with a fixed
lifespan and the understanding that they will be replaced over time. As such,
standards and guidelines are more flexible for canopies than other building
elements.

Medium Priority
Required if on the
front façade

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if on the
front façade

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if on the
front façade

Low Priority
Recommended

If research documents that a historic canopy or awning is missing,
consider replicating and restoring it.
High Priority
Recommended

17
18
19
20
21

Low Priority
Appropriate

Do not add ornamentation or details that were not historically
present.
High Priority
Required if on the
front façade

15
16

Medium Priority
Appropriate

If replacement is necessary, match the original in design, profile,
finish, and texture.
High Priority
Required if on the
front façade

13
14

High Priority
Inappropriate

Repair damaged historic awning or canopy elements in‐kind
whenever possible, following accepted preservation practices
(Appendix G).
High Priority
Recommended

11
12

24

features, and is installed without damaging significant character‐
defining features.

No element of historic canopy or awning should be removed.
High Priority
Required if on the
front (street-facing)
façade

8
9
10

22
23

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Because awnings and canopies are functional building elements
with significant energy efficiency benefits, adding awnings where
they did not exist historically may be appropriate in some
situations, provided that the new awning or canopy is simple in
design, does not conceal or distract from historic character‐defining

Figure x3-12. Example of an appropriate canopy on a historic building at
121 E. Main Street. Note how the canopy is mounted so that it does not
obscure the transom windows above. Source: HHM 2003 Historic Resources
Survey.

25
26
27

3.2.9. Storefronts
Preserve and maintain all components of historic storefronts unless
deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW
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1
2

Maintain and repair historic storefront components according to
accepted preservation techniques (Appendix G).
High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

3
4
5

24

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not add details or finishes that were not present historically.
High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

If the extant storefront is non‐historic, consider researching the
historic storefront’s appearance and, if documented, replicate and
restore the historic storefront.
High Priority
Recommended

19
20

Low Priority
Recommended

23

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

If a replacement storefront is required, install it maintaining the
same spatial relationships (including depth and dimension) as
existed historically relative to exterior wall planes and other
exterior features.
High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

16
17
18

High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Substitute materials may be appropriate in some cases if they
maintain the profile and finish of the historic storefront; extruded
aluminum and wood‐clad aluminum are acceptable replacement
materials; vinyl is not an acceptable material.
High Priority
Inappropriate

12
13
14
15

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

building, looking at other examples of the same style and era in the
Fredericksburg Historic District or from historic catalogs.

If replacement of the entire deteriorated historic storefront is
necessary, match the dimensions, profile, and configuration.
High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

8
9
10
11

Low Priority
Recommended

Where possible, patch the smallest feasible portion of a
deteriorated storefront matching the historic material, dimensions,
profile, and configuration.
High Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

6
7

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

21
22

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

If the extant storefront is non‐historic, and if the owner opts to
replace it, select one compatible with the historic character of the

Figure x3-13. Example of an appropriate historic storefront at 147-149 E.
Main Street. Note how the vertical mullions holding the glass in the
storefront properly align with the mullions in the transom. Source: HHM
2003 Historic Resources Survey.

25
26
27
28
29
30
31

3.2.10. Signage
Signage: Marking our Place in Time
The function of signage intends to change as building tenants change. As a
result, signs communicate not only a district’s historic character, but how the
present-day community has agreed to manage the appearance of historic
districts. Signage is a tool that can be used to create a cohesive look and feel
within historic districts, connecting low-priority buildings to the surrounding
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2
3
4

historic fabric. As a result, new signage on low-priority buildings is regulated to
a higher degree than most other building elements.

Preserve and maintain all elements of a historic sign unless
deteriorated beyond repair.
High Priority
Required

5
6
7
8

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required

Use color schemes for signage that are compatible with the period
of the building (as shown in the palettes in Appendix G).
High Priority
Required

21
22

Low Priority
Recommended

Design new signs—including the configuration, shape, and profile—
to reflect the historic character of the building, looking at other
examples of the same style and era in the Fredericksburg Historic
District or from historic catalogs.
High Priority
Required

19
20

Medium Priority
Required

If the extant signage is non‐historic, consider researching the
historic signage and, if documented, replicate and restore the
historic storefront.
High Priority
Recommended

15
16
17
18

Low Priority
Recommended

Where possible, patch the smallest feasible portion of a
deteriorated sign, matching the historic material, dimensions,
profile, and configuration.
High Priority
Required

12
13
14

Medium Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Only one sign per public façade is permitted.
High Priority
Required

24
25

Low Priority
Recommended

Maintain and repair historic signs according to accepted
preservation techniques (Appendix G); preventing rust on
attachments is especially important to prevent expansion and
damage to the surrounding wall materials.
High Priority
Required

9
10
11

Medium Priority
Required

23

Medium Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Signs must also comply with all other City codes relevant to height
and placement.
High Priority
Required

38

Low Priority
Required

The maximum square footage of new signs may be no more than
[eight (8)] square feet.
High Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Attach new signs in a manner that does not damage the original
exterior wall material; for masonry walls, all attachments should
anchor into the mortar rather than the masonry unit; use
galvanized stainless‐steel anchors to avoid rust.
High Priority
Required

36
37

Medium Priority
Recommended

Attempt to position new signs so that they highlight and enhance
the building’s significant character‐defining features.
High Priority
Recommended

32
33
34
35

Low Priority
Required

Position new signs so that they do not obscure historic character‐
defining features.
High Priority
Required

30
31

Medium Priority
Required

Allow the lettering and graphics depicted on new signs to represent
the present day to avoid creating a false sense of history.
High Priority
Recommended

28
29

Low Priority
Recommended

Appropriate materials for new signs include wood, metal, and fiber‐
cement; vinyl and plastics are not appropriate.
High Priority
Required

26
27

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required
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Figure x3-14. Example of an appropriate projecting sign at 333 E. Main
Street. Source: HHM 2003 Historic Resources Survey.

1

National Trust for Historic Preservation Guidance for Decisions about Signs i
1) Determine the purpose of the sign.
 To identify the store?
 To project the store’s individuality or uniqueness?
 To provide product information?
2) Determine the type of sign desired.
 Awning - A sign that is painted, printed, or attached flat to the surface
of an awning or canopy.
 Flags - A rectangular piece of fabric attached on one side to a supporting
rod or pole; it can be either a free-standing pole, or mounted on a
building façade.
 Marquee - A permanent roof-like structure supported by and extended
from the façade of a building.
 Monument - A sign affixed to the ground, usually for auto-oriented
businesses.
 Product Display - A sample of products that can be purchased at that
particular store, usually lively and changing.
 Projecting - A sign that is attached to and projected from a building wall.
 Short Free-Standing - A sign, resting on the ground, supported by poles
or braces, not attached to any building.
 Wall - A sign that is parallel to the wall of a building.
 Window - A sign installed on a window, to be viewed from the outside.
3) Determine the materials to be used.
 See the standards and guidelines above (Section 3.2.10).
4) Determine what kind of signs were used on the building in the past.
 Refer to the “Historical Research Resources” in Appendix H.
5) Determine the dimensions of the sign.
 See the maximum in the standards and guidelines above.
6) Determine the placement of the sign.
 It should be visible without disrupting character-defining features.
7) Determine the message the sign is to convey.
 Keep the message direct and simple, not cluttered.
8) Determine the color scheme for the sign.
 Refer to the period color palettes in Appendix G.
9) Determine the type of lighting to be used.
 If illuminating the sign at night, use a light source that is as
inconspicuous as possible; keep it subtle.
10) Determine what is to be expressed in this sign and how to do so.
 This can be done by choosing a lettering style that best represents the
character of the store. There are three main types of lettering:
o Serif Face - historically appropriate, ranging from simple to
elaborate
o Sans Serif - more contemporary with clean, bold lines
o Script - more decorative; historically often painted on glass
11) Determine a craftsperson to create and design the sign.
 Remember that quality of craftsmanship and construction is vital in
having a sign that lasts.
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3.2.11. Landscape and Site Features

2 (a) Avoid directing irrigation and/or runoff toward historic building
3
elements susceptible to water infiltration.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

High Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

14
15

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Do not construct front‐yard fences where they were not present
historically.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Required

24
25

30

Low Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required

Use landscaping as a buffer between parking lots and streets or
buildings, as well as to break up the visual effect of a parking lot.
High Priority
Required

28
29

Medium Priority
Required

Avoid removing historic resources or landscape features in order to
construct a parking area.

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required

Design large parking lots to be broken into smaller components to
reduce the visual impact of large paved areas.
High Priority
Required

12 (g) Treat historic fence and wall materials according to accepted
13
preservation standards (Appendix G).
High Priority
Required

22
23

26
27

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Required

Locate off‐street parking to the rear of the site.
High Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

11 (f) Preserve and maintain historic fences and walls.
High Priority
Required

High Priority
Required

High Priority
Required

9 (e) Consider using landscaping to highlight character‐defining features
10
of the historic building.

Low Priority
Recommended

20 (k) Locate service areas at the rear of the site.
21

7 (d) Avoid obscuring character‐defining features with non‐historic
8
landscaping.

Medium Priority
Recommended

All new fences and walls for backyards and side yards must comply
with other applicable codes and ordinances (Appendix D).
High Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended

5 (c) Avoid removing or damaging any significant tree or identified
6
significant historic landscape feature.
High Priority
Required

If research documents that a historic fence or wall is missing,
consider replicating and restoring it.
High Priority
Recommended

18
19

4 (b) Minimize vegetation touching historic building fabric.
High Priority
Required

16
17

Medium Priority
Required

Low Priority
Required

Construct parking areas in accordance with City standards
(Appendix D).
High Priority
Required

Low Priority
Recommended
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8
9
10

Allow and promote installation of compatible energy‐efficiency
mechanical systems, provided that they do not damage character‐
defining historic features.
High Priority
Required

11
12
13

1
2
3

3.2.12. Energy Efficiency
Preserve and maintain the energy‐saving features of the original
structure.
High Priority
Required

4
5

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

19
20

Low Priority
Recommended

23

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Appropriate

Low Priority
Appropriate

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Recommended

Install draft stoppers in a chimney, if possible; open chimney
dampeners can increase energy costs by up to 30 percent.
High Priority
Recommended

Install weatherization in a way that avoids altering or damaging
character‐defining features and finishes.
High Priority
Required

Medium Priority
Recommended

When adding storm windows and doors, match the configuration,
profile, dimension, and finish of the historic windows.
High Priority
Required

21
22

Low Priority
Recommended

In some instances, consider installing new passive cooling features
like operable windows, storm windows and doors, and awnings to
enhance energy efficiency.
High Priority
Inappropriate

Low Priority
Recommended

Retain original operable windows, shutters, awnings, canopies,
transoms and porches, which allow for natural climate control.
High Priority
Required

6
7

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

16
17
18

Medium Priority
Recommended

Use reversible features like insulated window coverings and
awnings to enhance energy efficiency.
High Priority
Recommended

Figure x3-15. Example of a character-defining historic stone wall at 212 W.
Austin Street, which should be preserved and maintained. Source: CMEC
2019 Historic Resources Survey.

Low Priority
Recommended

Consider a professional energy audit to identify energy‐efficiency
improvements that will not compromise the historic character of
the structure.
High Priority
Recommended

14
15

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the ROW

Low Priority
Recommended
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1

3.3. ADDITIONS TO HISTORIC PROPERTIES

2
3
4
5
6
7
8

This section intends to help design appropriate additions to enlarge
designated landmarks and all buildings within the historic district (both
contributing and noncontributing). The goal of these standards and
guidelines is to help clarify how the Secretary’s Standards will be
interpreted for Certificates of Appropriateness for additions within
Fredericksburg, for both landmarks and all properties within the
historic district, whether contributing or noncontributing.
Compatible but Differentiated
One key philosophy underpinning the Secretary’s Standards’ for
Rehabilitation is that additions should be both compatible and differentiated.
That means that some aspects of the addition’s design should be compatible,
while others should be differentiated. Seven key aspects of an addition’s
design are listed below:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Height
Roof form
Footprint shape
Fenestration pattern (wall versus window, solid versus void)
Materials
Stylistic Elements
Color Palette

COMPATIBLE

DIFFERENTIATED

Usually
appropriate if
at least [two]
aspects are
differentiated

Avoid damaging or obstructing historic character‐defining building
features and/or site features when constructing additions.
High Priority
Required

11
12
13

14
15

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Set back new additions from the historic building so that the
historic building retains visual emphasis.
High Priority
Required set back
behind historic rear
wall

Medium Priority
Required setback a
minimum of 15 feet
measured from the
front (street-facing)
wall of the historic
building (excluding
the porch)

Low Priority
Recommended

Design new additions to be compatible with the historic building
but differentiated enough so that they are not confused as historic
or original to the building.
High Priority
Required

21
22
23

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Design new additions that are subordinate and do not visually
overpower the historic building.
High Priority
Required

18
19
20

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Use hyphens or breezeways to connect the addition to the historic
building while minimizing the impact on adjoining historic building
fabric.
High Priority
Required

16
17

In Fredericksburg, height must always be compatible. No prescribed formula
governs which of the other aspects should be compatible or differentiated.
One helpful rule of thumb is that additions generally are appropriate if at
least [two] aspects are compatible, and at least [two] aspects differentiated.
The aspects can be mixed and matched in infinite ways – allowing a wide
berth for creativity among architects and designers.

Usually
appropriate if
at least [two]
aspects are
compatible

9
10

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Always design the addition’s height to be compatible with the
historic building; at the point of contact, an addition may not rise
higher than the historic building.
High Priority
Required
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1
2
3
4

Additions may gain additional height the further they are set back,
with a maximum height no more than [ten] feet taller than the
historic building, measured from the historic building’s floor plate
to the addition’s roof peak.
High Priority
Appropriate if set
back [15] feet behind
the historic rear wall

5
6
7
8

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Modern materials, such as fiber‐cement siding, are appropriate for
additions, provided that the overall design balances compatibility
with differentiation.
High Priority
Required

17
18
19

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Contemporary architectural styles are appropriate for additions
provided that compatibility is retained among other building
aspects; for example, an addition may have a contemporary roof
form, fenestration pattern, and style if it maintains a compatible
footprint shape, materials, and color palette.
High Priority
Required

14
15
16

Low Priority
Appropriate

Balance compatibility with differentiation among the following
aspects of the addition’s design: roof form, footprint shape,
fenestration pattern (wall versus window, solid versus void),
materials, stylistic elements, and color palette.
High Priority
Required

9
10
11
12
13

Medium Priority
Appropriate if set
back [15] feet behind
the historic front wall
(excluding the porch)
or behind the roof’s
ridgeline

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

The addition should be visually cohesive as a unit; the different
parts of the addition should clearly communicate construction at
the same time. Use [one] consistent roof form for the entire

20
21

addition and avoid using more than [two] different materials or
colors on the same addition.
High Priority
Required

22
23
24
25
26
27

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Design basement additions so that they do not raise the historic
floor level of the building.
High Priority
Required

35
36
37
38
39

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

If a wood‐frame structural system is used, wood siding or fiber‐
cement siding is encouraged. Use of masonry veneer or stucco atop
a wood‐frame structure is discouraged.
High Priority
Recommended

33
34

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Revealing an addition’s structural elements – like true load‐bearing
posts and beams – is encouraged.
High Priority
Recommended

30
31
32

Low Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Design exterior walls, roof features, and window/door openings to
authentically communicate the structural system of the addition.
The size and placement of window and door openings must
accurately correspond to the bays of the structural system. Lintels
should reflect the structural system. Application of false structural
elements is prohibited.
High Priority
Required

28
29

Medium Priority
Required if visible
from the public ROW

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

Basement additions that require raising the historic floor level may
be appropriate in some cases, provided that the new floor level of
the building is not higher than either the average of the
contributing buildings on the same block face, or the average of the
adjacent buildings (if both adjacent buildings are contributing).
High Priority
Inappropriate
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1
2

Where possible, align the floor plates of additions with the historic
building.
High Priority
Recommended

3
4
5

Medium Priority
Recommended

Low Priority
Recommended

If finishing out an existing attic, the addition of dormer windows
may be appropriate in some instances.
High Priority
Inappropriate

8

Low Priority
Recommended

Consider altering existing interior spaces, including attics, to
increase living space before considering the construction of an
addition.
High Priority
Recommended

6
7

Medium Priority
Recommended

Medium Priority
Appropriate if not
visible from the public
ROW

Low Priority
Appropriate

Figure x3-17. Photo of a contemporary addition to Gothic Revival historic
buildings at Duke University in Durham, North Carolina, designed by
Grimshaw architects. Source: DETAIL - Magazine of Architecture +
Construction Details, accessed May 16, 2020, https://www.detailonline.com/blog-article/new-life-in-an-old-structure-modernisation-andexpansion-of-a-campus-building-by-grimshaw-architects-29819/.

Figure x3-16. Example of a historic stone building that connects to a new
addition on the right through a glass hyphen, minimizing impact to the
historic building. Source: National Park Service.

Figure x3-18. Example of a rear addition to a historic church that uses a
hyphen to minimize impact on the adjacent historic fabric. Note that the
addition uses a contemporary footprint, roof form, and fenestration pattern,
but the height is subordinate to the historic building and the materials and
color palette are compatible. Source: City of Fredericksburg Certificate of
Appropriateness applications.
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Figure x3-19. Example of a compatible rear addition that uses a one-story
hyphen to connect to a setback two-story addition. Note that the addition’s
materials and fenestration pattern are differentiated, but the roof form and
color palette are compatible. The addition uses only two colors while the
historic house uses three–including a pop of lighter green–which makes the
addition visually subordinate to the historic house. Source: CMEC 2019
Historic Resources Survey.

Figure x3-20. Example of an addition set too close to the front façade. The
addition potentially could be considered appropriate for this medium-priority
house if set 15 feet behind the front façade. Although the addition uses a
contemporary material—corrugated metal—and a contemporary fenestration
pattern, these differentiated aspects are balanced by its compatible height,
compact footprint shape, and compatible roof form. Source: HHM, 2020.

Figure x3-21. Photo of the front (top) and rear (bottom) of a side addition
to a historic house is Concord Massachusetts, designed by Estes/Twombly
Architects. Note its appropriate small scale, distinct setback from the front
façade, glass hyphen, and contemporary fenestration pattern. Source:
Kristin Dispenza, “House of the Month: Redesign of a Historic 1890s-era
House,” Buildipedia, accessed May 16, 2020, http://buildipedia.com/athome/design-remodeling/house-of-the-month-redesign-of-a-historic-1890sera-house?print=1&tmpl=component.
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1

3.4. NEW INFILL CONSTRUCTION

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

This section intends to help interpret property owners appropriateness
for new infill construction within the historic district or on the same
parcel of land as a designated historic landmark. Like the standards and
guidelines for additions, this section aims to clarify how the Secretary’s
Standards will be interpreted for Certificates of Appropriateness for
new construction. The philosophy of “compatible but differentiated”
set forth for additions generally applies to new construction as well,
but the breadth of what is compatible is far wider, borrowing from the
historic district as a whole.

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

New Infill Construction: A Different Set of Priorities
New infill construction is evaluated according to its potential impact on the
historic character of Fredericksburg as a whole. This perspective differs from
evaluation of an alteration or addition, which focuses primarily on impact to a
single property. As a result, the high, medium, and low priorities assigned for
historic resources in Fredericksburg are not relevant to the standards and
guidelines for new construction. Each new construction project carries a high
degree of responsibility for maintaining Fredericksburg’s overall historic
character. At the same time, each new construction project holds a high degree
of potential to become a high-priority landmark valued by future generations.

21

3.4.1. Primary Buildings

37
38
39

and if the building is sited on the lot with setbacks compatible with the nearby
contributing buildings, with appropriate landscaping surrounding it.

40
41

New construction must have the same street‐front orientation as
the contributing buildings on the same block.

42
43
44
45
46

Appropriate setbacks must be consistent with surrounding context:
front and side yard setbacks must be within [five] feet of the
average setbacks of contributing buildings on the same block; this
may allow setbacks that are deeper or shallower than the base
zoning.

47
48
49
50
51
52
53

Appropriate heights for new infill construction depend on the
surrounding context at the front but gain height as set back: for the
front [15] feet of the new building, the maximum height must be
within [five] feet of the average height of contributing buildings on
the block; for the rear portions of the building, the maximum
height must be within [10] feet of the average height of
contributing buildings on the block.

54
55

New construction must have floor‐to‐floor heights similar to those
on contributing buildings on the block.

22 3.4.1.1. New Residential Construction

56
57

Design new buildings to be subordinate and not visually overpower
the surrounding historic buildings.

23
24
25
26

Avoid demolishing a historic building to accommodate new
construction; the limited circumstances where demolition is
permitted are set forth in the Historic Preservation Ordinance in
Appendix G.

58
59
60

Design new buildings to be compatible with the historic building
but differentiated enough so that they communicate their actual
date of construction and do not create a false sense of history.

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

Avoid relocating a designated historic building to construct a new
building; moving a building into the historic district from elsewhere
may be appropriate in some circumstances.

61
62
63
64

Balance compatibility with differentiation among the following
aspects of the new building’s design: roof form, footprint shape,
fenestration pattern (wall versus window, solid versus void),
materials, stylistic elements, and color palette.

65
66

Avoid using a historical style not found among the contributing
main houses in the district.

67
68
69

Contemporary architectural styles are appropriate provided that
compatibility is retained among other building aspects; for
example, a new building may have a contemporary roof form,

Relocating Historic Buildings
In communities with little or no protection for historic buildings, relocation may
be the only viable alternative to save a building from demolition. Moving a
historic building from elsewhere onto a lot in Fredericksburg may be appropriate
if the building dates from the same period of significance, if the building’s style
and form are consistent with Fredericksburg’s inventory of historic resources,
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1
2

fenestration pattern, and style, if it maintains a compatible
footprint shape, materials, and color palette.

3
4
5

Modern materials, such as fiber‐cement siding, are appropriate for
new residential buildings, provided that the overall design balances
compatibility with differentiation.

6
7
8
9
10
11

Exterior walls, roof features, and window/door openings must
authentically communicate the structural system of the new
construction. Application of false structural elements is prohibited.
The size and placement of window and door openings must
accurately correspond to the bays of the structural system. Lintels
should reflect the structural system.

12
13

Revealing structural elements—like true load‐bearing posts and
beams—is encouraged.

14
15
16

If a wood‐frame structural system is used, wood siding or fiber‐
cement siding is encouraged. Use of masonry veneer or stucco atop
a wood‐frame structure is discouraged.

17
18
19
20
21

For new buildings, an attached garage shall not be located less than
15 feet from the front wall of the building (excluding the porch) or
one‐third of the depth of the building from the front wall of the
building, whichever is greater (see Section 3.4.2 below for
discussion of detached garages).

22
23
24

Front porches shall be present on new primary residential buildings
and must be at least [six] feet deep, with an area of at least [60]
square feet.

25
26
27
28

Protect large trees and other significant landscape features from
damage during construction and from delayed damage due to
construction activities.

Figure x3-22. Example of appropriate residential infill. While the corrugatedmetal siding, shed-roofed awnings, and exposed roof framing communicate
the buildings’ contemporary moment in time, compatibility is achieved
through the comparable height, L-plan footprint, cross-gabled roof, and
traditional fenestration pattern. Source: HHM, 2020.

Figure x3-23. Example of an appropriate contemporary house designed by
Lake | Flato borrowing from traditional Central Texas elements like
limestone and authentic timber-frame construction whiele incorporating a
contemporary roof form and fenestration pattern. Source: Lake | Flato,
accessed March 10, 2020, https://www.lakeflato.com/ranches/goatmountain-ranch.
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x3-24. Example of a house known as the “Loughloughan Barn” in
Broughshane, Northern Ireland, designed by McGarry-Moon Architects. The
traditional gabled roof form and use of stone masonry make it appropriate
for infill in a historic context, and the modern fenestration and cantilevered
awning clearly communicate that it is new. Source: HomeDSGN, accessed
May 5, 2020, https://www.homedsgn.com/2013/07/19/loughloughan-barnby-mcgarry-moon-architects/.

1

x3-25. Two examples of contemporary designs that use two separate
masses with a hyphen between—similar to the pattern of a historic house
with an addition. Both examples clearly communicate that all portions of the
building are new with contemporary fenestration patterns, avoiding a false
sense of history. Sources:(top) Residential Design Magazine, accessed May
16, 2020, https://www.residentialdesignmagazine.com/case-studyquahaug-point-house-by-estes-twombly-architects/; (bottom)
Onekindesign, accessed March 10, 2020, https://onekindesign.com/
2015/05/10/mesmerizing-blend-of-traditional-and-modern-in-nashville/.
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1

2

Figure x3-26. Illustration showing how to create a compatible residential streetscape using scale, setbacks, and roof slope. Source: Phoenix Design Guidelines.
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1 3.4.1.2. New Commercial Construction
2
3
4
5

Avoid demolishing a historic building to accommodate new
construction; the limited circumstances where demolition is
permitted are set forth in the Historic Preservation Ordinance in
Appendix G.

6
7

Avoid relocating a designated historic building to construct a new
building.

8
9

New construction must have the same street‐front orientation as
the contributing buildings on the same block.

10
11
12
13

Appropriate setbacks must be consistent with surrounding context:
front and side setbacks must be within [five] feet of the average
setbacks of contributing buildings on the same block; this may
allow setbacks that are deeper or shallower than the base zoning.

14
15
16
17
18
19

Appropriate heights for new infill construction depend on the
surrounding context: the maximum height must be within [five]
feet of the average height of contributing buildings on the block;
stepped‐back forms with increased height at the rear are not
appropriate given the low‐rise heights and flat roofs characterizing
Fredericksburg’s historic commercial buildings.

20
21

New construction must have floor‐to‐floor heights similar to those
on contributing buildings on the block.

22
23

Design new buildings to be subordinate and not visually overpower
the surrounding historic buildings.

24
25
26

Design new buildings to be compatible with the historic building
but differentiated enough so that they communicate their actual
date of construction and do not create a false sense of history.

27
28
29
30

Balance compatibility with differentiation among the following
aspects of the new building’s design: roof form, footprint shape,
fenestration pattern (wall versus window, solid versus void),
materials, stylistic elements, and color palette.

31
32

Avoid using a historical style not found among the contributing
main buildings in the district.

33
34
35
36
37

Contemporary architectural styles are appropriate provided that
compatibility is retained among other building aspects; for
example, a new building may have contemporary materials,
fenestration pattern, and style, if it maintains a compatible
footprint shape, roof form, and color palette.

38
39
40

Modern materials, such as steel and glass, are appropriate for new
commercial buildings, provided that the overall design balances
compatibility with differentiation.

41
42
43
44
45
46

Exterior walls, roof features, and window/door openings must
authentically communicate the structural system of the new
construction. Application of false structural elements is prohibited.
The size and placement of window and door openings must
accurately correspond to the bays of the structural system. Lintels
should reflect the structural system.

47
48
49

Main commercial buildings must be masonry, concrete‐frame; or
steel‐frame; wood‐frame construction is not appropriate for
primary commercial buildings.

50
51

Revealing structural elements—like true load‐bearing posts and
beams—is encouraged.

52
53
54

Canopies shall be present on new primary commercial buildings
and must be at least [six] feet deep, extending across at least [25]
percent of the front façade.

55
56

Storefronts on the ground floors of primary commercial buildings
must devote at least [50] percent of the surface area to glass.

57
58
59

Protect significant streetscape features from damage during
construction and from delayed damage due to construction
activities.

3 | Standards & Guidelines
Page 3-27

City of Fredericksburg | Historic District Design Guidelines and Standards

1

Figure x3-27. Illustrations of appropriate new commercial construction that
maintains the scale of the commercial historic district. The one-story
building form is adjacent to historic one-story buildings and has consistent
vertical and horizontal divisions. Source: City of New Orleans, Historic
District Landmarks Commission Guidelines for New Construction, Additions
and Demolition, updated 2019, https://www.nola.gov/nola/media/HDLC/
Guideline%20Update/20190111/2019-01-11-12_NewConstructionAdditions-Demo.pdf.
Figure x3-29. Photo of a boldy contemporary City Hall amid a historic
commercial district in Harelbeke, Belgium, designed by Dehullu Architecten.
Although the fenestration pattern is very modern, the lack of ornament
keeps the surrounding historic buildings the visual focus, while the scale,
massing, roof form, and color palette all help the building blend in with the
surrounding historic context. Source: arch daily, accessed May 16, 2020,
https://www.archdaily.com/221336/city-hall-harelbeke-dehullu-architects.

2

Figure x3-28 Example of appropriate new commercial infill construction. The
height of the new building (on the right) is in keeping with historic buildings,
and the materials and storefront patterns reflect adjacent buildings. Source:
HHM, 2019.
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1

3.4.2. Auxiliary Buildings

2
3

Avoid impacting significant historic site features when constructing
new auxiliary buildings.

4
5
6
7
8

Maintain historic site development patterns for the relevant
complex type discussed in Section 2.3; for example, residential rear
yards should maintain a central open space for domestic use, and
industrial complexes should maintain wide circulation paths
historically needed for machinery.

9
10
11
12

Appropriate setbacks must be consistent with surrounding context:
rear and side yard setbacks must be within [five] feet of the
average setbacks of contributing buildings on the block; this may
allow setbacks that are deeper or shallower than base zoning.

13
14

No more than two non‐historic auxiliary buildings may be
constructed on a historically designated parcel of land.

15
16

The maximum appropriate footprint for auxiliary buildings on
historically designated parcels of land is [600] square feet.

17
18

The maximum height for an auxiliary building on a historically
designated parcel is [25] feet.

19
20
21
22

Design new buildings to be subordinate and not visually overpower
the surrounding historic buildings; architectural ornament or
stylistic detailing of any kind is not appropriate for new auxiliary
buildings.

23
24

Modern materials, such as fiber‐cement siding and corrugated
metal, are appropriate for new auxiliary buildings.

Figure x3-30. Example of a compatible new auxiliary building with no
applied ornament and minimal stylistic detailing, taking a visually
subordinate role compared to the adjacent historic buildings. Source: HHM,
2020.

25
26
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Figure x3-31. Example of an appropriately scaled rear studio designed by
Clayton & Little Architects, using a roof form and materials found within the
Fredericksburg Historic District, combined with contemporary fenestration.
Source: Gardenista, accessed May 5, 2020, https://www.gardenista.com/
posts/outbuilding-of-the-week-clayton-little-travis-heights-arts-studio/.

1

Figure x3-32. Example of an appropriately scaled pool and garden pavilion,
combining traditional masonry and a traditional gabled roof form with a
contemporary fenestration pattern. Source: arch daily, accessed May 5,
2020, https://www.archdaily.com/237888/nevis-pool-and-garden-pavilionrobert-m-gurney-architect.
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1

Figure x3-33. Drawing illustrating appropriate setbacks and footprint size for new auxilary buidings. Source: Phoneix Design Guidelines.

3 | Standards & Guidelines
Page 3-31

City of Fredericksburg | Historic District Design Guidelines and Standards

1
[Textbox was reproduced from the 1997 Fredericksburg Design Guidelines.
However, HHM was unable to find the source used for the 1997 Guidelines.
Need to find that source in order to appropriately cite it here.]
i
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