City of San Marcos
Regular Meeting
Historic Preservation Commission
August 5, 2021, 5:45 PM
The Historic Preservation Commission may adjourn into executive session to consider any item on the agenda if a matter
is raised that is appropriate for Executive Session discussion. An announcement will be made on the basis for the Executive
Session discussion. The Historic Preservation Commission may also publicly discuss any item listed on this agenda for
Executive Session.

Due to COVID-19, this will be a virtual meeting. For more information on how to
observe the virtual meeting, please visit:
https://sanmarcostx.gov/2861/Historic-Preservation-Commission-VideosA
I.

Call To Order

II.

Roll Call

III. 30 Minute Citizen Comment Period: Persons wishing to comment during the citizen
comment period must submit their written comments to planninginfo@sanmarcostx.gov no
later than 12:00 p.m. (noon) on the day of the meeting. Timely submitted comments will be
read aloud during the citizen comment portion of the meeting. Comments shall have a time
limit of three minutes each. Any threatening, defamatory or other similar comments prohibited
by Chapter 2 of the San Marcos City Code will not be read.
MINUTES
1. Consider approval, by motion, of the July 1, 2021 regular meeting minutes.
ACTION ITEM:
2. Consideration of Recommendation Resolution 2021-05RR-HPC recommending the City
Council support alternative designation options, such as Neighborhood Conservation
Districts and Cultural Heritage Districts, as recommended in My Historic SMTX.
PUBLIC HEARINGS
Interested persons may join and participate in any of the public hearing items (3-4) by:
1) Sending written comments, to be read aloud*; or
2) Requesting a link to speak during the public hearing portion of the virtual meeting,
including which item you wish to speak on*.
*Written comments or requests to join in a public hearing must be sent to
planninginfo@sanmarcostx.gov no later than 12:00 p.m. (noon) on the day of the hearing.

Comments shall have a time limit of three minutes each. Any threatening, defamatory or
other similar comments prohibited by Chapter 2 of the San Marcos City Code will not be read.
Any additional information regarding this virtual meeting may be found at the following link:
https://sanmarcostx.gov/2861/Historic-Preservation-Commission-VideosA
3. HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive) Hold a public hearing and consider a request for a
Certificate of Appropriateness by Margaret Parrish to allow the demolition of the singlefamily detached dwelling unit on the property.
4. HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street) Hold a public hearing and consider a request for a
Certificate of Appropriateness by Kristy Money for the addition of a 180-square foot
accessory structure, a storage shed, on the property.
DISCUSSION ITEMS
5. Update and discussion regarding the Dunbar Home Economics Building and provide
direction to staff.
6. Discussion regarding formal adoption of the National Alliance of Preservation
Commissions Code of Ethics and provide direction to staff.
7. Discussion and consideration of the formation of a committee as described in the
Commission bylaws to review the demolition review for historic properties process.
8. Discussion and consideration of recommendations from the Local Landmarks committee
and provide direction to staff.
9. Discussion and consideration of recommendation from the My Historic SMTX committee.
10. Discussion regarding the Texas Historical Commission’s FY22 Certified Local
Government Program Grant Letter of Intent and Application and provide direction to staff.
11. Discussion regarding returning to in-person Commission meetings and provide direction
to staff.
12. Updates on the following:
a. Landmark plaques
b. Accessory Dwelling Unit and Other Accessory Buildings Guidelines Workshop
c. PastForward, the National Trust for Historic Preservation’s Annual Conference
d. Commission e-mail addresses
IV. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
Board Members may provide requests for discussion items for a future agenda in accordance with
the board’s approved bylaws. (No further discussion will be held related to topics proposed until
they are posted on a future agenda in accordance with the Texas Open Meetings Act.)

V. QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION WITH PRES AND PUBLIC
This is an opportunity for the Press and Public to ask questions related to items on this agenda.
Persons wishing to participate in the Q&A session must email planninginfo@sanmarcostx.gov the
day prior to the meeting and before 12:00 PM the day of the meeting. A call-in number to join by
phone or link will be provided for participation on a mobile device, laptop or desktop computer.
VI. ADJOURNMENT

Notice of Assistance at the Public Meetings
The City of San Marcos is committed to compliance with the American with Disabilities Act. Reasonable
modifications and equal access to communications will be provided upon request. If requiring Sign
Language Interpreters or alternative formats, please give notice at least 2 days (48 hours) before the
meeting date. Individuals who require auxiliary aids and services for this meeting should contact the
City of San Marcos ADA Coordinator at 512-393-8000 (voice) or call Texas Relay Service (TRS) by
dialing 7-1-1. Requests can also be faxed to 855-461-6674 or sent by e-mail to
ADArequest@sanmarcostx.gov.
For more information on the Historic Preservation Commission, please contact Alison Brake, Historic
Preservation Officer at 512.393.8232 or abrake@sanmarcostx.gov.

630 East Hopkins
San Marcos, TX 78666

CITY OF SAN MARCOS
Meeting Minutes
Historic Preservation Commission
Thursday, July 1, 2021

5:45 PM

Virtual Meeting

Due to COVID-19, this was a virtual meeting. For more information on how to
observe the virtual meeting, please visit:
https://sanmarcostx.gov/2861/Historic-Preservation-Commission-VideosA
I.

Call To Order
With a quorum present the regular meeting of the San Marcos Historic Preservation
Commission was called to order at 5:48 p.m. on Thursday, July 1, 2021.

II.

Roll Call
Present 5 – Commissioner Perkins, Commissioner Holder, Commissioner
Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua, and Commissioner Rogers
Absent 1 – Commissioner Lunkenheimer

III.

30 Minute Citizen Comment Period:
1. Linda Coker, 153 Tallow Trail, stated that she was concerned with development
in the City, and the City’s anti-preservation response to growth. She stated that
she was concerned with so many City employees not living inside the city.
2. Lisa Marie Coppoletta, 1322 Belvin Street, echoed the concerns of Ms. Coker.
She also had concerns that the demolition review process for historic resources
and Neighborhood and Cultural Districts are only political statements.
Additionally, she stated that she would like a response to her Public Information
Request regarding the CIP.
3. Lila Knight stated that she was a resident of Kyle, Texas and thanked the
Commission. She stated that she hoped the Commission would support the
restoration of the two buildings proposed for resolutions at the Hays County
Historical Commission: 218 W. MLK Drive, also known as the Naomi Cephas
House, and the Dunbar Home Economics Building.
4. Kate Johnson, no address given, sent in written comments which were read into
record. She stated the Hays County Historical Commission passed two
resolutions at our monthly meeting on June 24, 2021 and had attached the
resolutions to the email. Her email explained that the preservation of Dunbar and
its historic resources are critical to documenting the history of African Americans
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in Hays County and offered the help of the members of the Hays County
Historical Commission.
5. Dr. Elvin Holt, Past President and Archivist of the Calaboose African American
History Museum, no address given, sent in written comments which were read
into record. He stated that he was in support of the preservation and restoration
of the Naomi Cephas Wade House and the home economics building located at
Dunbar Park. His letter explained that the buildings help tell the story of a black
middle-class family in San Marcos and shed light on the vocational education
movement that the home economics building represents.
6. Dr. Shetay Ashford, no address given, sent in written comments and a memo
which were read into record. They communicated her support of the preservation
of the Dunbar Home Economics Building and the Naomi Cephas House. Her
memo outlined additional historical resources that she feels should be
considered of high significance.
7. Robin Blackburn, 800 West MLK Drive, sent in written comments which were
read into record. She stated her support for the Hays County Historical
Commission’s resolutions supporting the restoration of the Dunbar School home
economics building in Dunbar Park and the preservation of the Naomi Cephas
House. Her email stated the neighborhood deserves restoration and
preservation.
8. Jillian Bliss, Dripping Springs, sent in written comments which were read into
record. She stated her support of the restoration and preservation of the
properties in the Dunbar neighborhood. She stated that visitors and new Bobcats
can learn from them and absorb the special impact these sites not only had on
the area’s African American community, but San Marcos as a whole.
9. Wayne Kraemer, no address given, sent in written comments which were read
into record. He questioned the City’s responses to a few open records requests.
He also stated that he wondered when the city will do something pro-actively to
save historic resources in San Marcos and that it is unfortunate that citizens must
continually fight for buildings that are threatened.

MINUTES
1. Consider approval, by motion, of the June 3, 2021 regular meeting minutes and the
June 16, 2021 special meeting minutes.
A motion was made by Commissioner Arlinghaus, seconded by Commissioner Paniagua to
approve both sets of minutes as submitted. The motion carried by the following vote:

For:
Against:

5 – Commissioner Perkins, Commissioner Holder, Commissioner
Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua, and Commissioner Rogers
0
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ACTION ITEM
2. Consideration of Recommendation Resolution 2021-04RR-HPC recommending the
City Council support the restoration and preservation of the Dunbar School Building,
also known as the Dunbar Home Economic Building.
Alison Brake gave a presentation outlining the Recommendation Resolution.
Discussion between the Commission and staff ensued.
A motion was proposed by Commissioner Perkins, seconded by Commissioner
Arlinghaus, to approve 2021-04RR-HPC recommending the City Council support the
restoration and preservation of the Dunbar School Building, also known as the
Dunbar Home Economic Building with the following amendments:
a. Inclusion of the “whereas” language included in the Hays County
Historical Commission’s Resolution in support of the preservation of
the Dunbar Home Economics Building.
b. Inclusion of language that the City of San Marcos seek out the service
of a qualified and professional Historic Preservation Architect to
prepare a Historic Structures Report for this building. That report
should include a set of measured drawings of the building (“as-built”
drawings), an assessment of its structural needs (a condition report
and needs assessment), recommendations for its preservation and
restoration, and possible future uses.
The motion carried by the following vote:
5 – Commissioner Perkins, Commissioner Holder, Commissioner
Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua, and Commissioner Rogers
Against: 0
For:

PUBLIC HEARINGS
3. HPC-21-05 (734 West Hopkins Street) Hold a public hearing and consider a request for
a Certificate of Appropriateness by Wayne Latchford, on behalf of the Ballard Family,
to replace the aluminum siding on the existing, historic age carriage house with new
Hardie Horizontal Lap Siding, install new, aluminum clad wood windows along the
south elevation of the existing, historic age carriage house, and install a new awning
along the south elevation of the existing, historic age carriage house.
Chair Perkins recused himself from the dais prior to the public hearing to avoid the
appearance of impropriety.
Alison Brake gave a presentation outlining the request. She concluded the request to
replace the aluminum siding on the existing, historic age carriage house with new Hardie
Horizontal Lap Siding, install new, aluminum clad wood windows along the south elevation
of the existing, historic age carriage house, and install a new awning along the south
elevation of the existing, historic age carriage house was inconsistent with the San Marcos
Development Code [Section 4.5.2.1(I)(1)(c)] but consistent with the San Marcos
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Development Code [Section 4.5.2.1(I)(1)(g)], the Secretary of the Interior Standards for
Rehabilitation [Standard Numbers 1, 2, 3, and 9], and the Historic District Design Guidelines.
Lisa Marie Coppoletta, 1322 Belvin, spoke in favor of the request. She commended the
applicant for thinking through the request and wanting to give the existing building character
that fit in with the district.
The applicant was available for questions. There were no further questions and Vice Chair
Holder closed the public hearing.
Discussion between the applicant and the Commission ensued. The proposal was
considered under three separate motions.
A motion was proposed by Commissioner Paniagua, seconded by Commissioner
Rogers, to approve the replacement the aluminum siding on the existing, historic age
carriage house with new Hardie Horizontal Lap Siding as presented
The motion carried by the following vote:
For:
Against:

3 – Commissioner Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua, and Commissioner
Rogers
1 – Commissioner Holder

A motion was proposed by Commissioner Arlinghaus, seconded by Commissioner
Paniagua, to deny the request for the installation of new, aluminum clad wood
windows along the south elevation of the existing, historic age carriage house, and
installation of a new awning along the south elevation of the existing, historic age
carriage house.
The motion tied by the following vote:
For:
Against:

2 – Commissioner Holder and Commissioner Arlinghaus
2 – Commissioner Paniagua and Commissioner Rogers

Discussion among the Commission ensued.
A motion was proposed by Commissioner Paniagua, seconded by Commissioner
Rogers, to approve the request for the installation of new, aluminum clad wood
windows along the south elevation.
The motion carried by the following vote:
For:
Against:

3 – Commissioner Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua, and Commissioner
Rogers
1 – Commissioner Holder

A motion was proposed by Commissioner Arlinghaus, seconded by Commissioner
Holder, to deny the request for the installation of a new awning along the south
elevation.
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The motion carried by the following vote:
For:
Against:

3 – Commissioner Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua and Commissioner
Rogers
1 – Commissioner Rogers

4. HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive) Hold a public hearing and consider a request for a
Certificate of Appropriateness by Margaret Parrish to allow the demolition of a singlefamily detached dwelling unit on the property.
Commissioner Perkins announced that the request had been postponed by the applicant to
the regular meeting scheduled for August 5, 2021 at 5:45 PM.
5. HPC-21-08 (1128 West Hopkins Street) Hold a public hearing and consider a request
for a Certificate of Appropriateness by Robert B. Launius to allow the replacement of
the existing composite shingle roof with a standing seam metal roof for both the main
structure and the accessory building on site.
Alison Brake gave a presentation outlining the request. She concluded the request the
replacement of the existing composite shingle roof with a standing seam metal roof for both
the main structure and the accessory building on site is consistent with the San Marcos
Development Code [Section 4.5.2.1(I)(1)(g) and Section 4.5.2.1(I)(1)(j), the Secretary of the
Interior Standards [Standard Numbers 1, 2, 3, and 9], and the Historic District Design
Guidelines.
Lisa Marie Coppoletta, 1322 Belvin, spoke in favor of the request, stating that she could see
how much the applicant cared for the property. She said that she was sorry to hear that the
roof was damaged by hail and that her metal roof has protected her historic home for years.
The applicant was available for questions. There were no further questions and Chair
Perkins closed the public hearing.
A motion was proposed by Commissioner Paniagua, seconded by Commissioner
Rogers, to approve the request for the installation of new, aluminum clad wood
windows along the south elevation.
The motion carried by the following vote:
For:
Against:

3 – Commissioner Holder, Commissioner Arlinghaus, and Commissioner
Paniagua
1 – Commissioner Rogers

6. HPC-21-09 (202 North LBJ Drive, Suite A) Hold a public hearing and consider a request
for a Certificate of Appropriateness by Kypruos Design Group, on behalf of Axis Bar,
to allow the replacement of the existing shade structure over an existing outdoor
seating area with metal roofing material along with a new metal awning above the rear
door located along the alley.
Alison Brake gave a presentation outlining the request. She concluded the to allow the
replacement of the existing shade structure over an existing outdoor seating area with metal
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roofing material along with a new metal awning above the rear door located along the alley
is consistent with the San Marcos Development Code [Section 4.5.2.1(I)(1)(f), Section
4.5.2.1(I)(1)(g), and Section 4.5.2.1(I)(1)(j)], the Secretary of the Interior Standards
[Standard Numbers 1, 2, 3, 9, and 10], and the Historic District Design Guidelines.
Lisa Marie Coppoletta, 1322 Belvin, spoke in opposition of the request, stating that she
found it troubling that the applicant proper was not in attendance and that the representative
did not turn on his video during his presentation. She also stated that she had been
displeased when the building was painted.
The applicant was available for questions. There were no further questions and Chair
Perkins closed the public hearing.
Discussion between the applicant and the Commission ensued. The proposal was
considered under two separate motions
A motion was proposed by Commissioner Perkins, seconded by Commissioner
Arlinghaus, to approve the request to install a new metal awning above the rear door
located along the alley as presented.
The motion carried by the following vote:
For:
Against:

5 – Commissioner Perkins, Commissioner Holder, Commissioner
Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua and Commissioner Rogers
0

A motion was proposed by Commissioner Perkins, seconded by Commissioner
Holder, to postpone the request to a future meeting to allow replacement of the
existing shade structure over an existing outdoor seating area with metal roofing
material citing that the Commission would like more information on the materials
proposed along with 1-2 new alternate designs.
The motion carried by the following vote:
For:
Against:

5 – Commissioner Perkins, Commissioner Holder, Commissioner
Arlinghaus, Commissioner Paniagua and Commissioner Rogers
0

DISCUSSION ITEMS
7. Discussion regarding Chapter 2, Article 7, Division 4: Demolition Review for Historic
Age Resources and provide direction to staff.
Staff presented the regulations for the demolition review for historic resources to the
Commission. Commissioner Holder suggested that the Commission should explore ways of
making the ordinance more effective and improving the mechanism for the exploring and
enable alternatives to demolition. Commissioner Perkins suggested that a committee be
formed to review the demolition review process. Staff stated a discussion item would be
placed on the August 5th regular meeting agenda.
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8. Discussion regarding a potential Recommendation Resolution encouraging City
Council to support alternative designation options, such as Neighborhood
Conservation Districts and Cultural Heritage Districts, as recommended in My Historic
SMTX.
The Commission discussed the use of Neighborhood Conservation Districts and Cultural
Heritage Districts as an alternative to Historic Districts, as mentioned in the MyHistoricSMTX
2019 Report. Commissioner Perkins suggested that the City undertake community
engagement during designation to ensure that community members understand the
implications of these designations. Commissioner Arlinghaus mentioned that he would be
supportive of a recommendation resolution to City Council.
9. Updates on the following:
a. Landmark plaques
b. Website
c. Workshop Schedule for the Historic District Design Guidelines for Accessory
Dwelling Units and Other Accessory Buildings
d. From the Local Landmarks Committee
e. From the My Historic SMTX Committee
Staff provided an update to the Commission on each of these items. On (a) Landmark
Plaques, staff noted that the plaques would be ordered shortly. Commissioner Perkins
suggested that a workshop on the Historic District Design Guidelines for ADUs and other
Accessory Buildings be held in late August

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
Commissioner Perkins asked that requests for future agenda items be emailed to him so he
could coordinate with staff.
THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS CHAIR PERKINS DECLARED THE MEETING
ADJOURNED AT 9:10 P.M.

______________________________
Ryan Patrick Perkins, Chair

ATTEST:
_________________________

__

Alison Brake, Historic Preservation Officer

RECOMMENDATION RESOLUTION
Historic Preservation Commission
Recommendation Number: (2021-05RR): Recommending that the City Council
support alternative designation options, such as Neighborhood Conservation Districts and
Cultural Heritage Districts, as recommended in My Historic SMTX.
WHEREAS, the City’s Comprehensive Plan, “Vision San Marcos: A River Runs Through Us,”
recognizes that the citizens of San Marcos “are conscious of preserving our rich historical past
and will pursue future cultural enrichment”; and
WHEREAS, historic district designation is not always recommended and may not be applicable
for areas that have experienced loss of original historic buildings, significant alterations, and
modern infill development; and
WHEREAS, these areas may be significant culturally and historically and may merit alternative
designation options such as Neighborhood Conservation Districts and Cultural Heritage
Districts; and
WHEREAS, Neighborhood Conservation Districts areas designated by zoning overlays that
provide specific regulations to preserve and revitalize communities where regulations generally
focus on requirements for new construction, such as setbacks, massing, and height of buildings,
to ensure that new development is in keeping with the overall character of the area; and
WHEREAS, Cultural Heritage Districts, designated by the Texas Commission on the Arts, are
largely honorific but can serve as economic development tools to attract businesses, artists, and
cultural arts to areas by highlighting the history, culture, and identity of a particular community;
and
WHEREAS, the My Historic SMTX historic resources survey of 2019 recommends the City
review alternative designation options in Section IX.B.2.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Historic Preservation Commission
recommends that the San Marcos City Council consider supporting alternative designation
options, such as Neighborhood Conservation Districts and Cultural Heritage Districts, as
recommended in My Historic SMTX.
Date of Approval: August 5, 2021
Record of the vote:
Attest: ___________________________________________________
Ryan Patrick Perkins, Chair, Historic Preservation Commission

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER WORK

A Heritage Grant Program, such as the one offered by the City of Austin in conjunction with the Austin
Convention and Visitors Bureau, could be established to provide funding for rehabilitation of designated
historic resources. The Austin Heritage Grant Program uses funds collected from the Hotel Occupancy
Tax for preservation, restoration, or rehabilitation of historic sites and properties for public or non-profit
organizations that support and attract tourism. Further information about Austin’s incentives and grants
for historic resources is available through the City of Austin Planning and Zoning Department
(http://www.austintexas.gov/page/incentives-and-grants). A grant program would be especially
beneficial for residential areas such as the East Guadalupe, Dunbar, and Victory Gardens neighborhoods
to encourage the retention of original housing stock and deter demolition.
IX.B.2.

Alternative Designation Options

Historic district designation is not always recommended and may not be applicable for areas that have
experienced loss of original historic buildings, significant alterations, and modern infill development.
Areas such as these, however, may be significant culturally and historically and may merit alternative
designation options. Examples from other Texas cities include Neighborhood Conservation Districts
(NCDs) and Cultural Heritage Districts. The East Guadalupe, Victory Gardens, and portions of the Dunbar
neighborhood outside of the local historic district boundary may benefit from this type of designation
option.
IX.B.2.a. Neighborhood Conservation Districts (Overlays)
Cities such as San Antonio have a number of Neighborhood Conservation Districts (NCDs). Similar to local
historic districts, NCDs are areas designated by zoning overlays that provide specific regulations to
preserve and revitalize communities. Regulations generally focus on requirements for new construction,
such as setbacks, overall massing, and building heights, and are often more inclusive than the design
guidelines or regulations within local historic districts. Regulations are usually created specifically for each
NCD, through community input and participation, to cater to the specific characteristics of the
neighborhood. Areas that may lack cohesiveness and may not be eligible for historic designation may
benefit from the creation of an NCD to ensure that new development is in keeping with the overall
character of the area. NCDs can encourage neighborhood pride of place and can help stabilize property
values against gentrification and incompatible development. 177 Neighborhood conservation district
designation should take into consideration the relevance to the local community, and residents and
property owners should be active participants in the process.
IX.B.2.b. Cultural Heritage Districts
Cultural heritage districts are designated by the Texas Commission on the Arts (TCA) to “harness the
power of cultural resources to stimulate economic development and community revitalization.” 178 These
districts, although largely honorary, can serve as economic development tools to attract businesses,
artists, and cultural arts to areas by highlighting the history, culture, and identity of a particular
community. 179 Specifically for commercial areas within the Dunbar and East Guadalupe neighborhoods
that are experiencing new development and loss of historic character, the designation of cultural districts
could foster community pride and encourage new development and rehabilitation of existing resources
My Historic SMTX City of San Marcos Historic Resources Survey Report, San Marcos, Texas, Phases 1 & 2 – September 2019
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in keeping with community values and cultural heritage. If pursued, cultural district designation should
take into consideration the relevance to local residents and seek support, close involvement, and
partnerships from the local community. 180 Austin’s East End Cultural Heritage District is a successful
example that celebrates and promotes local art, music, heritage, historic sites, and business and
neighborhood development (http://www.eastendculturaldistrict.org/cms/)
IX.B.2.c. OTHMs and Interpretive Material
In addition to district or individual historic designation, commemorative markers such as OTHMs through
the THC may be an appropriate mechanism for celebrating and sharing the history and significance of local
communities and resources, especially those that have historically been underrepresented. Other
educational materials such as local interpretive signage utilizing historic photographs, maps, and other
images can help to convey the story of a community or particular site. Neighborhood banners or
decorative street signs can also identify a particular community and foster a sense of pride and civic
engagement. The City is encouraged to solicit input from neighborhood associations and local residents
and business owners within the Dunbar, East Guadalupe, and Victory Gardens neighborhoods. Citizen
stakeholder groups could be established to determine areas of greatest local interest and to fully
recognize and represent the history and culture of these neighborhoods. Interpretive materials should
also be created in Spanish within the East Guadalupe and Victory Gardens neighborhoods.

IX.C.

Third Phase Recommendations
IX.C.1. Resources Meriting Further Study

Numerous resources were evaluated in the reconnaissance survey area as medium priority but may have
significant historical associations to local communities, events, or people. The resources identified below
in Table 12 are recommended for further research and may be eligible for individual historic designation
based on historical significance. It is recommended that the City solicit assistance with this undertaking
from community members and volunteers who signed up to participate in the survey initiative during the
My Historic SMTX Historic Resources Survey public meetings.

My Historic SMTX City of San Marcos Historic Resources Survey Report, San Marcos, Texas, Phases 1 & 2 – September 2019

82

R1 67107 St
W 141 Ho pkins

R
W 6048
Ant 414 Sa8
onio n
St

R2
Ce 40 469
ntr 1 2
eS
t

20 R
7 2
R2 Her 464
He 2 46 ndo 2
rn 13 38 n S
do
t
nS
t

R41568
E 101 MLK Dr

R
He 2 246
rn 16 37
do
nS
t

R41567
R41566
S 169
S 165
Guadalupe St
Guadalupe St

R117398
122
Nance St

R120607
S 135
Guadalupe St

R45939
S 208
Guadalupe St

Document Path: G:\_HPC\_Staff Reports\2010-2019 Case Files\2018\HPC-18-07 218 W MLK (Building Demolition)\07.01.21 Mtg\GIS\HPC-18-07 NotificationMap.mxd

´

Dr
EMLK

R45 941
S 217
Fre dericks burg St

R45 942
S 221
Fre dericks burg St
R45 943
S 225
Fre dericks burg St

R45944
S 229
Fredricksb urg St

R45 946 St
S Fred ericksburg

R155410
S 228
Guadalupe St

St

0

Valley St

0

R41541
S 194
Guadalupe St

Par
cel

R45940
W MLK Dr

400'Buffer

ey
l
l
Va

R41542
W 104
MLK Dr

R41540
W 138
MLK Dr

40 R1
8 V 33
all 202
ey
St

23 n
78 L
R8 hady R89145
S
504

Subj
ect Pr
oper
ty

37
R415
W 120Dr
MLK

R27297
R27299
W 201 MLK Dr S 208 rg St
Fredericksbu

77
46 1 t
R2 51 tre S
n
Ce

75
46 3 t
R2 51 tre S
n
Ce

74
46 3 t
R2 52 tre S
n
Ce

47
46 4 t
R2 52 tre S
n
Ce
36
46 0 St
R2 22 on
d
rn
He
t
35 S
46 tre
R2 Cen
2 3
27
60 63
46 07 r
24 10 St
26
R2 W 6 K D 246 11 r R 6entre
6 D
C
R
ML
W LK
M

R2 Sha
4
31

R41539 St
S Fredericksburg

Fre SCH0
de 22 02
ric 4
ksb
urg
St

08
95 0 t
R8 41 ey S
ll
Va

2
25
05 03 St
1
5
e
R
ntr
1
Ce
80
13 10 Ln
1
R 3 dy 8 n
a
8 L
Sh 46 dy

Si
teLocati
on

Ci
ty Li
m i
t

gSt
cksbur
i
eder
SFr

St
re
t
en
C

R27294

t
3 eS
29 ch
27 an

R27289
S 207
Comanche St

R137868
W 213
MLK Dr

e St
R140127 214 Centr
W 217
R27292
MLK Dr 216 Centre St

R27290
S 209
Comanche St

R41543
S 174
Guadalupe St

R41 538 St
S Fred erick sbu rg

R41591
S 168
St
Fredericksburg

R41588
W 224
MLK Dr

R41615
W 302
MLK Dr
R41614
W 306
MLK Dr

R41612
W 312
MLK Dr
R41613
W 316
MLK Dr

R27401
W 322
MLK Dr

4 R
Sh04 C 24
ad en 656
y tre
Ln St

H
er
nd
on
St

_
^

R60395
W 219
MLK Dr

R41525
S 152
Guadalupe St

R41544
St
S 166 Guadalupe

R41 594
S 160
Fre dericks burg St

R41590
W 200
MLK Dr

R41565
S 145
Guadalupe St

R41545
St
S 164 Guadalupe

R41 593
S 158
St
Fredericksburg

Dr
W MLK

R27298
W 315
MLK Dr

R2
Sh 21 464
ad 2 5
yL
n

29055
R41587 R1W 202
S 145
MLK Dr
Feltner Alley

R41587
S 141
Comanche St

5
R om
C
R60396
65
8
0
4
0 t
S2
W 303
R2 40 tre S
MLK Dr
n
Ce
R27300
W 307
52
46 2 t
MLK Dr
R2 50 tre S
54 Ln
46 dy
n
R2 ha
Ce
3S
21
50
46 8 t
R2 50 tre S
53
46 23 r
n
R2 W 3 K D
Ce
ML
46
r
46 03 r
R2 W 5 K D 643 K D
4 L
r
ML R2 7 M 644 K D
50 24 L
W R 11 M
5
W 41
46 15 r
R2 W 5 K D 9
3
ML 6 7
4
1
r
R2 W 5 K D 0
4
ML 46 23 r
R2 W 5 K D
ML

9
39
17 8 St
R1 12 ce
n
Na

R1
W 1
ML 5 740
K 14 0
Dr

R41592
S 127
Feltner Alley

R41526
S 140
Guadalupe St

upeSt
al
SGuad

ey
l
tnerAl
Fel

St
anche
SCom

62
R379 San
W 421nio St
Anto

1
72 an
01 S St
R1 433 nio
W nto
A

20
46 5 t
R2 12 ce S
t
n
22 S
Na
N
46 nce
an
2
R Na
ce
9
St
12

R41578
sburg St
S 152 Frederick

R41585
St
S 139 Comanche

R41586
S 141
Comanche St

R41536
urg St
S 153 Fredericksb
R41535
urg St
S 151 Fredericksb

R41579
urg St
S 146 Fredericksb

R41583
S 128 Feltner
Alle y

12 R
3 N 24
an 623
ce
St

R41534
g St
S Fredericksbur

R41580
S 140
St
Fredericksburg

R6 07 91
S Gu ad alu pe St

R41527
S 128
Guadalupe St

ey
l
Al
ephone
Tel

R41582
W 215 San
Antonio St

R
W 3801
Ant 411 Sa4
onio n
St

R41533
S 127
St
Fredericksburg

R134855
S 126
Guadalupe St

R41562
io St
E 110 San Anton

R167061
W 205 San
Antonio St

R41611
W 315 San
Antonio St

R41609
W 301 San
Antonio St
R41610
W 307 San
Antonio St

R32185
W 400 San
Antonio St

R41531
W 133 San
Antonio St

R41563
E 100 San
Antonio St

vey St
Har

R41530
W 119 San
Antonio St

oSt
Antoni
W San

R41529
W 101 San
Antonio St

St
anche
NCom

R41602
W 302 San
Antonio St

R41604
W 310 San
Antonio St

R41603
io St
W 312 San Anton

R41605
W 316 San
Antonio St

R32192
400
Harvey St

R32191
406
Harvey St

HPC1807
400'Noti
fi
cati
onBuffer
Dem ol
i
ti
onof Str
uctur
e— 218West MLKDr
i
ve
3
R1 37 83 4 R137683
San
W 208 San WAn20
tonio St
Antonio St

R41574
W 222 San
Antonio St

100

200

2

4
Miles

400
Feet

This product is for informational purposes and may not have
been prepared for or be suitable for legal, engineering, or
surveying purposes. It does not represent an on-the-ground
survey and represents only the approximate relative location of
property boundaries.

Map Date: 6/16/2021

HPC-18-07
Aerial View
Demolition of Structure — 218 West MLK Drive

ey
one All
Teleph

Alley
Feltner

S Frederi
cksburg
St

W ML K

anc
S Co m

dy

t
he S

Sh
a

Dr

t
Centre S

^

Ln

0

^

Site Location
Subject Property
Parcel
City Limit

´

0

62.5

125

2.5

5

Miles

250
Feet

This product is for informational purposes and may not have
been prepared for or be suitable for legal, engineering, or
surveying purposes. It does not represent an on-the-ground
survey and represents only the approximate relative location of
property boundaries. Imagery from 2017.

Document Path: \\san_marcos\files\DeptShares\Planning & Dev\Planning\_HPC\_Staff Reports\2010-2019 Case Files\2018\HPC-18-07 218 W MLK (Building Demolition)\07.01.21 Mtg\GIS\HPC-18-07 Aerial Map.mxd

Map Date: 6/16/2021

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive)
Summary
Request:
Applicant:

Demolition of a single-family detached structure
Margaret Parrish
Property Owner:
th
801 W. 5 Street, Ste.
1603
Austin, TX 78703

Santa Margarita
Properties, LLC
801 W. 5th Street, Ste.
1603
Austin, TX 78703

Notification
Personal Mailing:
Response:

July 23, 2021
Eight (8) responses in opposition as of the date of this report; see attached.

Property Description
Address:
Location:
Historic District:
Date Constructed:
National Register of
Historic Places:
Building Description:

218 West MLK Drive (See: Aerial Map)
Across the street from the Ulysses Cephas House, the Old African American
Baptist Church, and the Calaboose African American History Museum
Dunbar
Contributing Structure:
Yes
ca. 1910
My Historic SMTX
High
Resources Survey:
Not Listed
Recorded Texas Historic No
Landmark:
One story, single-family cottage/bungalow; original wood 4/4-light windows and
original wood board and batten siding. Small shed roof with side and rear
additions that are of historic age.

My Historic SMTX Historic Resources Survey Summary
Low
Medium

X High

High: High priority properties are those resources which have retained integrity, are significant or rare examples of a
particular type or style, and/or have significant associations with the community. Typically, high priority properties are
recommended as National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) or local landmark eligible either individually or as part of
a potential historic district based on the results of research and survey efforts.
The database states the property is an intact example of resource type and one of the earliest remaining residences
within the neighborhood. A similar statement was issued in the 1996 Historic Resources Survey of the Dunbar and East
Guadalupe Neighborhoods – “This building is a unique interpretation of the bungalow building type and is
representative of the vernacular houses constructed in the Dunbar neighborhood.”

(See Attached, Historic Resources Survey Form, My Historic SMTX)
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive)
Current Request
The structure has sat vacant for several years. In 2018, the applicant obtained two inspections from local
general contractors who noted that the structure is damaged; both reports conclude that the structure
cannot be salvaged.
Please refer to attached documents for inspection reports and applicant photos of the structure. City
Building Inspector photos are also included as an attachment.
My Historic SMTX Photograph
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive)
Staff Evaluation

Affect

N/A
No
See Analysis Below

Criteria for Approval (Sec.2.5.5.4)
Consideration of the effect of the activity on historical, architectural or cultural
character of the Historic District or Historic Landmark
Approval of the request would affect the area within the Dunbar Historic
District. The boundary for the district contains the greatest concentration of
building stock and it forms the most cohesive grouping of early domestic and
institutional buildings tied to the African American community. The Historic
Resources Survey of the Dunbar and East Guadalupe Neighborhoods (1996)
explained the area lost a great deal of its historic character through
construction of post-1950 buildings and alterations to the existing historic
dwellings and that many historic homes were lost due to advanced
deterioration. The reevaluation of the Dunbar neighborhood in the My Historic
SMTX survey (2019) illustrates that, despite those changes, the neighborhood
remains crucial to preserving the history of African American culture in San
Marcos.
Additionally, the demolition of a designated High Priority structure could set a
precedent for future cases and could potentially impede a nomination for the
Dunbar Historic District to be included on the National Register of Historic
Places. A single major alteration such as demolition may lower the assessment
of a property thus lowering the possibility for the district to qualify for
inclusion on the National Register.
For Historic Districts, compliance with the Historic District regulations
The request is not for a Historic District.
Whether the property owner would suffer extreme hardship, not including loss
of profit, unless the certificate of appropriateness is issued
The property owner will not suffer an extreme hardship.
The construction and repair standard and guidelines cited in Section 4.5.2.1

3

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive)
Construction and Repair Standards (Sec.4.5.2.1(I))
New construction and existing buildings and structures and
appurtenances thereof within local Historic Districts that are moved,
reconstructed, materially altered or repaired shall be visually
compatible with other buildings to which they are visually related
generally in terms of the following factors; provided, however, these
guidelines shall apply only to those exterior portions of buildings and
Staff Evaluation
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral sites visible from adjacent public streets:
a. Height. The height of a proposed building shall be visually
N/A
compatible with adjacent buildings.
b. Proportion of Building’s front Facade. The relationship of the width
N/A
of a building to the height of the front elevation shall be visually
compatible to the other buildings to which it is visually related.
c. Proportion of openings within the facility. The relationship of the
N/A
width of the windows in a building shall be visually compatible with
the other buildings to which it is visually related.
d. Rhythm of solids to voids in front Facades. The relationship of solids
N/A
to voids in the front facade of a building shall be visually compatible
with the other buildings to which it is visually related.
e. Rhythm of spacing of Buildings on Streets. The relationship of a
building to the open area between it and adjoining buildings shall be
N/A
visually compatible to the other buildings to which it is visually
related.
f. Rhythm of entrance and/or porch projection. The relationship of
entrances and porch projections to sidewalks of a building shall be
N/A
visually compatible to the other buildings to which it is visually
related.
g. Relationship of materials, texture and color. The relationship of the
materials, and texture of the exterior of a building including its
N/A
windows and doors, shall be visually compatible with the predominant
materials used in the other buildings to which it is visually related.
h. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually
N/A
compatible with the other buildings to which it is visually related.
i. Walls of continuity. Appurtenances of a building including walls,
fences, and building facades shall, if necessary, form cohesive walls of
N/A
enclosure along a street, to ensure visual compatibility of the building
to the other buildings to which it is visually related.
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive)
Staff Evaluation

Construction and Repair Standards (Sec.4.5.2.1(I))

Consistent Inconsistent Neutral
N/A

See Attached Historic District
Guidelines (if necessary)
See Secretary of the Interior
Standards Analysis Below

j. Scale of a Building. The size of a building, the mass of a building in
relation to open areas, the windows, door openings, porches and
balconies shall be visually compatible with the other buildings to
which it is visually related.
The Historic Preservation Commission may use as general guidelines,
in addition to the specific guidelines contained in this section, the
Historic District Guidelines located in Appendix C of the San Marcos
Design Manual, and the current Standards for Historic Preservation
Projects issued by the United States Secretary of the Interior.
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-18-07 (218 West MLK Drive)
Staff Evaluation
Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral
1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use
X
that requires minimal change to its distinctive materials, features,
spaces and spatial relationships.
2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved.
The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of features,
X
spaces and spatial relationships that characterize a property will
be avoided.
3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time,
place and use. Changes that create a false sense of historical
N/A
development, such as adding conjectural features or elements
from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.
4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in
X
their own right will be retained and preserved.
5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction
X
techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
property will be preserved.
6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than
replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match
X
the old in design, color, texture and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by
documentary and physical evidence.
7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken
N/A
using the gentlest means possible. Treatments that cause damage
to historic materials will not be used.
8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If
N/A
such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be
undertaken.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction
will not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial
relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be
X
differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic
materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to
protect the integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be
undertaken in such a manner that, if removed in the future, the
N/A
essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired.
6
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Historic Resources Survey Form

Project #: 00046

Local Id: R129055a

County: Hays County

City: SAN MARCOS

Address No: 218

Street Name: W MLK DR

Block: 200

SECTION 1

Basic Inventory Information
Current Name:
Historic Name:
Name: GONZALES LEONOR ESTATE

Owner Information
Address:

City: SAN MARCOS

202 W MARTIN LUTHER KIN

Geographic Location

Latitude:

Legal Description (Lot\Block):

State: TX

Longitude:

29.880084

Zip: 78666
Parcel Id

-97.942999

ORIGINAL TOWN OF SAN MARCOS, BLOCK 16, Lot 13A, ACRES 0.17

Addition/Subdivision:
Property Type:

Year:
Listed NR Distrct Name: Dunbar Local Historic District

Building

Current Designations:
NHL

NR

Phase 1

NR District

RTHL

OTHM

HTC

Architect:

SAL

Local

Other

Is property contributing?

Builder

Contruction Date:

Source

ca. 1910

Recorded By: Elizabeth Porterfield/Hicks & Company

Field survey

Date Recorded: 11/16/2018

Function
Current: Vacant
Historic:

Domestic

SECTION 2
Architectural Description
Small board and batten cottage/bungalow; identified as high priority in 1996 Dunbar Survey; original wood 4/4-light windows and
board/batten siding; small shed-roof side and rear additions of historic age; intact example of resource type and one of the earliest
remaining residences within the neighborhood; appears to be currently vacant; shares parcel with 202 W MLK
Additions, modifcations

Explain:

Relocated

Explain:

Small shed-roof rear and side additions (historic age)

103

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Historic Resources Survey Form

Project #: 00046

Local Id: R129055a

County: Hays County

City: SAN MARCOS

Address No: 218

Street Name: W MLK DR

Block: 200

Stylistic Influence
Bungalow

Structural Details
Roof Form

Plan

Gable

Rectangular

Roof Materials

Chimneys

Metal

Wall Materials

Porches/Canopies

Wood Siding: Board-and-Batten

FORM

Windows

SUPPORT

Double hung

MATERIAL

Doors (Primary Entrance)

Landscape Features

Single
ANCILLARY BUILDINGS:
Garage:

Barn:

SECTION 3

Shed:

Other:

Historical Information

Associated Historical Context
Architecture, Planning/Development
Applicable National Register (NR) Criteria:

A
B

Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of our history

C

Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction or represents the work of a
master, or possesses high artistic value, or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components
lack individual distinctions

D

Has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in prehistory of history

Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past

Areas of Significance:
Architecture as intact and early remaining example of resource type; community development
Periods of Significance:
ca. 1910-1975
Levels of Significance:

National

State

Local

Integrity:

Design

Materials

Workmanship

Location

Setting

Feeling

Association

Integrity Notes:
Individually Eligible? Undetermined

Within Potential NR District?: Yes

Is Property Contributing?:

Potential NR District Name: Dunbar Historic District
Priority High

Explain: Within Dunbar Local Historic District (contributing)

Other Information
Is prior documentation available for this resource?

Yes

Type

HABS

Documentation Details:
Historic Resources Survey of the Dunbar and East Guadalupe Neighborhoods, Newlan Knight & Assoc., 1996

Survey

Other

City Building Inspector Photos (from 2018)

Elaine H. Cárdenas, MBA, PhD
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Brake, Alison
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hernandez, Amanda
Tuesday, June 22, 2021 9:13 AM
Brake, Alison
FW: [EXTERNAL] HPC-18-07

Amanda Hernandez, AICP, CNU-A
Assistant Director of Planning | Planning & Development Services | City of San Marcos
630 E Hopkins, San Marcos, TX 78666
512.393.8237 | AHernandez@sanmarcostx.gov | sanmarcostx.gov
-----Original Message----From: Kurt <kurt.tx@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 8:37 PM
To: Planning Info <PlanningInfo@sanmarcostx.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] HPC-18-07
Dear SMHPC,
Please do not issue a demolition permit for 218 W MLK Dr. So many African American historical properties have been
lost due to our community’s neglect of the Dunbar District. Where the telephone company sits today was a once vibrant
Black downtown. 904 Belvin is also a vacant historic home. Ask yourself, would you issue a demolition permit for that
home? Homes in the Dunbar District are every bit as important to our city’s history as homes on Belvin St. Please protect
them.
Sincerely,
Kurt Waldhauser

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Links or attachments may be dangerous. Click the Phish Alert button
above if you think this email is malicious .

1

July 1, 2021

I write in support of the preservation and restoration of the Naomi Cephas Wade House
located and the home economics building located at Dunbar Park. The significance of
these buildings is stated clearly in the resolutions. Since most of the historic buildings in
the Dunbar Historic District have been demolished, we must save the Naomi Cephas
Wade House and the home economics buildings. These buildings help us tell the story
of a black middle-class family in San Marcos and shed light on the vocational education
movement that the home economics building represents.
I have been much encouraged by the positive attention that the City of San Marcos and
Hays County have given to historic preservation in the Dunbar Historic District. I urge
those charged with preserving our history to deny the request to demolish the house at
218 MLK and to support the preservation and restoration of the home economics
building.
Sincerely,

Elvin Holt
Past President of the Calaboose African American History Museum
Archivist, Calaboose Museum

MEMORANDUM
TO:

City of San Marcos, City Council

FROM:

Dr. Shetay Ashford-Hanserd
Founder & President, The P2P Movement dba ACCEYSS Network|
info@thep2pmovement.org | 512-667-7444
Assistant Professor, Department of Organization, Workforce, and Leadership Studies –
Texas State University | sashford@txstate.edu | 512.245.3027

DATE:

June 24, 2021

SUBJECT:

Resolutions in Support of the Preservation of the Dunbar Home Economics Building,
Naomi Cephas House, and Additional Historical Resources for Future Consideration

The purpose of this memorandum is to communicate my adamant support the preservation of the Dunbar
Home Economics Building and additional historical resources that should be considered of high
significance in the 2019 My Historic SMTX Historical Resources Survey. I also support the preservation
of the Naomi Cephas House if it aligns with the owner’s wishes. Today, I am submitting my comments
as a concerned resident, local nonprofit leader, and professor at Texas State University. However, I
acknowledge and respect the decisions of the current residents, congregants and property owners within
the Dunbar Historic District and historically recognized Dunbar neighborhood.
The historic Dunbar neighborhood was once marked as a “thriving community” shattered by segregation,
outmigration, business closures, demolished buildings, and the onslaught of gentrification [3,4].
Historical accounts of the Dunbar neighborhood have not shed light on the damaging effects of slavery,
tragedies, and contextual influences that have plagued the community. For over a century, Dunbar has
faced numerous barriers to preserving its history, culture, and overall economic prosperity. Therefore, I
fully support the efforts to preserve the Dunbar Home Economics Building and the Naomi Cephas House.
Additionally, I would like to use this opportunity to call to your attention additional historical resources
for future consideration.
As an assistant professor in the Department of Organization, Workforce, and Leadership Studies at Texas
State University, I have served as the principal investigator of the #ReclaimDunbar SMTX research
project in collaboration with Texas State faculty, Dunbar community leaders, congregants, and residents
to illuminate the lived experiences of current and former residents, and current and former congregants of
Dunbar churches in the historically African American Dunbar neighborhood. Since 2018, we have
actively been engaged in exploring the current and desired boundaries of the Dunbar Historic District, and
THE P2P MOVEMENT | ACCEYSS NETWORK
174 S. Guadalupe Street, Suite 105| San Marcos, Texas 78666-4616
phone: 512.667.7444 | WWW.THEP2PMOVEMENT.ORG
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the cultural assets that contribute to the lived experiences of these Dunbar natives. Based on our research
to date, I have compiled the following list of historic African American churches in the Dunbar
neighborhood that I propose should be considered of high significance: Jackson Chapel United Methodist
Church, Antioch Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ, Pentecostal Temple Church of God in Christ, and
Greater Bethel Baptist Church. However, I recognize that my assertions may not align with the intentions
of these historically African American congregations, and current residents, and/or property owners
within the Dunbar Historic District and other parts of the Dunbar neighborhood.
Thank you in advance for accepting my comments and for your future consideration of the additionally
referenced historical resources. Unfortunately, I am unable to attend tonight’s meeting in person. Please
let me know if you need any further information.
Additional Historical Resources for Future Consideration
• 524 Centre Street (R154920) - Jackson Chapel United Methodist Church (UMC)
Years in existence/Year erected: 55 years/1964
Jackson Chapel UMC’s church should be added as a high resource due to its historical and cultural
significance to the historic Dunbar neighborhood. The UMC was founded in 1784, but African
American members were prominent beginning in 1968 [2].
•

401 Centre Street – Antioch Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ (COOLJC)
Years in existence/Year erected: Unknown
More in-depth research is needed to investigate the history of this historical and cultural resource
related to the historically African American Dunbar neighborhood. Antioch COOLJC is affiliated
with the Church of our Lord Jesus Christ Christian denomination, which was founded in 1919 as a
historically African American denomination [1].

•

625 Centre Street (R24658) - Pentecostal Temple Church of God in Christ (COGIC)
Years in existence/Year erected: 50+
Pentecostal Temple COGIC’s building should be added as a high resource due to its historical and
cultural significance to the historic Dunbar neighborhood. The international COGIC is one of the
oldest historically African American Christian denominations in the United States, which was
founded in the early twentieth century [2]. The current pastor has occupied the building for at least 46
years. Prior to the tenure of the current pastor, the father of Ora Thompson served as pastor in the
same building for at least four years.

•

726 Centre Street (R21964) - Greater Bethel Baptist Church
Contact: Pastor Derrick Benn
THE P2P MOVEMENT | ACCEYSS NETWORK
174 S. Guadalupe Street, Suite 105| San Marcos, Texas 78666-4616
phone: 512.667.7444 | WWW.THEP2PMOVEMENT.ORG
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Years in existence/Year rebuilt: 54 years/1965
Greater Bethel’s building should be added as a medium-high resource due to its historical and cultural
significance. The current building was rebuilt in 1965, which supersedes the requirement for
historical significance. Additionally, Greater Bethel was established with one of three historically
African American Baptist denominations, which warrants its cultural significance [2].

References:
1. Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ (n.d.). The history of the Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ is a grand
and glorious one.
2. Faith Communities Today (n.d.). Historically African American denominations. Retrieved from
http://faithcommunitiestoday.org/historically-african-american-denominations
3. Dunbar Heritage Association. 2018. n.d. Unpublished Document. January
4. Ashford-Hanserd, S., Sarmiento, E., Myles, C. C., Rayburn, S. W., Roundtree, A. K., Hayton, M.-P.,
Ybarra, E., et al. (2020). African American Experiences in the Historic Dunbar Neighborhood in San
Marcos, Texas: A Case Study of Counter-Life Stories. Social Sciences, 9(10), 177. MDPI AG.
Retrieved from http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/socsci9100177

THE P2P MOVEMENT | ACCEYSS NETWORK
174 S. Guadalupe Street, Suite 105| San Marcos, Texas 78666-4616
phone: 512.667.7444 | WWW.THEP2PMOVEMENT.ORG
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Wayne Kraemer
733 Belvin Street
San Marcos, TX 78666
I am wondering why the city is refusing to release some correspondence requested on the
Dunbar Home Economics Building because of attorney-client privilege? What is so confidential
that has to be kept from the public? The city frequently requests opinions and directives from
the city attorney in open forums, so why is this different?
I am also wondering why the city said there were no documents related to the Naomi Cephas
Wade Home (218 MLK) when another request was made through open records? There has
been a demolition order on this property for three years, and there has been a robust
discussion about the house, so I am really wondering why nothing turned up for that open
records request? This home needs to be preserved. It is a historically significant property in a
historical district that is being slowly decimated, which leads me to my last bit of
contemplation.
I am wondering when the city will do something pro-actively to save historic resources in San
Marcos? Sadly, I can name more historic structures that have been lost in San Marcos, than
those that have been preserved. It is unfortunate that citizens have to continually fight for
buildings that are threatened. I challenge the Historic Preservation Officer for the city to come
up with a list of 10 initiatives for preserving historical properties in the city and bring that to the
HPC and City Council.
Finally, I want to take this opportunity during citizens’ comments to wish everyone a happy
Fourth of July. This holiday does not celebrate a military victory that gave us independence, no
shots were fired and no lives lost, but rather, it celebrates the power of a rhetorical
document—the Declaration of Independence—to demonstrate the will, aspirations, and
fortitude of the American colonists. In that same spirit, I think you will find a very passionate
band of San Marcos citizens, who are willing to fight for the preservation of the cultural and
historical treasures of the city we love.
God bless San Marcos, and God bless America.

Brake, Alison
From:
Sent:
Subject:
Attachments:

Brake, Alison
Thursday, July 1, 2021 8:19 AM
FW: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Resolutions for Two Buildings in Dunbar
Resolution Cephas House .pdf; Resolution for Dunbar Home Ec.pdf

Good morning Commissioners,
Please see the email below and the attached resolutions from the Hays County Historical Commission. The comments in
Mrs. Johnson’s email will be read into record at tonight’s meeting.
Thank you,
Alison Brake, CNU-A
Historic Preservation Officer | Planning & Development Services
630 E Hopkins, San Marcos, TX 78666
512.393.8232

From: Ryan Patrick Perkins <ryanpatrickperkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 30, 2021 8:29 PM
To: Bob Holder <mesa.verde@yahoo.com>; Brake, Alison <ABrake@sanmarcostx.gov>; Mattingly, Shannon
<SMattingly@sanmarcostx.gov>; Pantalion, Joe <JPantalion@sanmarcostx.gov>
Cc: Aguirre, Sam <SAguirre@sanmarcostx.gov>; Derrick, Melissa <MDerrick@sanmarcostx.gov>; Hughson, Jane
<JHughson@sanmarcostx.gov>; Kate Johnson <katejhalifax@aol.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Resolutions for Two Buildings in Dunbar
Alison,
Please see attached correspondence. Will you please forward to all of the HPC commissioners, and include Mrs
Johnson’s comments as well as the Hays County Historic Commission’s two resolutions as part of the public record and
comments for the July 1, 2021 meeting.
Thank you,
Ryan Patrick Perkins
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Kate Johnson <katejhalifax@aol.com>
Date: Wed, Jun 30, 2021 at 7:29 PM
Subject: Resolutions for Two Buildings in Dunbar
To: ryanpatrickperkins@gmail.com <ryanpatrickperkins@gmail.com>

Commissioner Perkins:
As you are aware, the Hays County Historical Commission passed two resolutions at our monthly
meeting on June 24. The Dunbar Historic District, along with the historic buildings throughout the
1

Dunbar Neighborhood, represent the best surviving examples of African American architecture in
Hays County. The preservation of Dunbar and its historic resources are critical to documenting the
history of African Americans in Hays County.
The members of the Hays County Historical Commission are committed to help preserve this
important part of our county's history. Please let us know if there is anything we can do to help.
I have attached the two resolutions and would appreciate it if the San Marcos Historic Preservation
Commission could concur with our actions or support similar resolutions for both of these properties.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Kate Johnson, chair
Hays County Historical Commission
-Inline image

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Links or attachments may be dangerous.
Click the Phish Alert button above if you think this email is malicious .
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Brake, Alison
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mattingly, Shannon
Thursday, July 1, 2021 12:01 PM
Brake, Alison
Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Comments for upcoming HPC meeting re the Naomi Cephas House
and Dunbar

Shannon Mattingly
Director of Planning and Development
City of San Marcos
(512) 393-8230
From: Robin Blackburn <robin.blackburn@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 1, 2021 12:00:12 PM
To: Planning Info <PlanningInfo@sanmarcostx.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments for upcoming HPC meeting re the Naomi Cephas House and Dunbar
I am writing to voice my support for the Hays County Historic Commisson's resolutions supporting the restoration of the
Dunbar School home economics building in Dunbar Park and the preservation of the Naomi Cephas House. I am a thirdgeneration resident of San Marcos, and own property across the street from Dunbar Park and down the street from the
Naomi Cephas house. The preservation and restoration of these resources is crucial to the preservation of Black history,
Black culture, and the entire Dunbar community. The Dunbar Historic District has eroded so much over time, displacing
people whose families had lived there for generations and literally covering up cultural treasures. This neighborhood
deserves restoration and preservation.
Robin Blackburn
800 W Martin Luther King Dr., San Marcos, TX

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Links or attachments may be dangerous.
Click the Phish Alert button above if you think this email is malicious .
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Brake, Alison
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hernandez, Amanda
Wednesday, June 30, 2021 10:43 PM
Brake, Alison
Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Citizen Comment on Cephas House and Dunbar Home Economics
Building

Get Outlook for Android
From: Jillian Bliss <jbliss@braungresham.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 30, 2021 9:22:42 PM
To: Planning Info <PlanningInfo@sanmarcostx.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Citizen Comment on Cephas House and Dunbar Home Economics Building
While this comment comes from my law firm email, I am filing on my own personal behalf.
See my public comment on resolutions both below:
My name is Jillian Bliss and I am an attorney specializing in issues of historic preservation and environmental
conservation. I attended two years of my undergraduate studies at Texas State University-San Marcos, where I had the
privilege of writing for the University Star newspaper as senior news reporter covering local government issues, and it
was in this role I had the opportunity to explore the history establishing this special city. In covering these issues, I
visited the Dunbar district during African American History Month in 2011 to cover an event at the Dunbar Home
Economics Building and to explore the stories of the Calaboose Museum to share them with the students of Texas State.
Experiences like this significantly impacted not only my undergraduate journalism education, but my ultimate career
goals following graduation from law school. I learned more about myself, San Marcos, and what it meant to advocate for
something you believe in from the stories of those shared in the Calaboose Museum and other community history I
learned while reporting in San Marcos than I did attending any classes at Texas State, and these stories very clearly
impacted my goals and interests following graduation, as I’ve focused my legal practice on issues integral to the stories I
wrote. I covered the demolition and removal of the former Aquarena Springs theme park attractions, and while my
heart is happy to see the environment flourishing the way this land was originally intended, a piece of my heart will
forever be saddened visitors to San Marcos and new Texas State students will never be able to visit the site to learn
directly from the cultural impact of these theme park attractions. Visitors and new Bobcats still have the opportunity,
however, to learn from the Cephas House and the Dunbar Home Economics Building, and absorb the special impact
these sites not only had on the area’s African American community, but San Marcos as a whole. I support preservation
of the Naomi Cephas House and the African American Home Economics Building in San Marcos so that all may continue
to learn from these sites, in hopes their role in the community influences the paths and dreams of other newcomers the
way they did mine.
Thank you,
Jillian

1

Jillian G. Bliss
Attorney & Counselor
Braun & Gresham, Attorneys at Law
PO Box 1148 – Dripping Springs, TX 78620
(512) 894-5426 phone (512) 894-3405 fax
http://www.braungresham.com
BRAUN & GRESHAM, PLLC E-MAIL NOTICE - This transmission may be: (1) subject to the Attorney-Client Privilege, (2) an attorney work product, or (3) strictly confidential.
If you are not the intended recipient of this message, you may not disclose, print, copy or disseminate this information. If you have received this in error, please reply and
notify the sender (only) and delete the message. Unauthorized interception of this e-mail is a violation of federal criminal law.
This communication does not reflect an intention by the sender or the sender's client or principal to conduct a transaction or make any agreement or enter an attorney-client
relationship by electronic means. Nothing contained in this message or in any attachment shall satisfy the requirements for a writing, and nothing contained herein shall
constitute a contract or electronic signature under the Electronic Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act, any version of the Uniform Electronic Transactions Act or
any other statute governing electronic transactions.
The use of the Internet or email for communication with this firm or any individual member of this firm does not establish an attorney-client relationship. Before we represent
any client, the client and the attorney will sign a written retainer agreement. If you do not have a signed, written retainer agreement with us, we are not representing you and
will not be taking any action on your behalf. Confidential or time-sensitive information should not be sent through email.

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Links or attachments may be dangerous.
Click the Phish Alert button above if you think this email is malicious .
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Summary
Request:
Applicant:

New approximately 180-square foot accessory structure, a storage shed
Kristy Money
Property Owner:
Kristy Money
804 Burleson Street
804 Burleson Street
San Marcos, TX 78666
San Marcos, TX 78666

Notification
Personal Mailing:
Response:

July 23, 2021
None as of the date of this report

Property Description
Address:
Location:
Historic District:
Date Constructed:
National Register of
Historic Places:
Building Description:

804 Burleson Street (See: Aerial Map)
Corner of Burleson Street and Brown Terrace
Burleson Historic District Contributing Structure
1932
My Historic SMTX
Resources Survey:
Not Listed
Recorded Texas Historic
Landmark:
Two-story stone residential home

My Historic SMTX Historic Resources Survey Summary
Low
X Medium

Yes
Medium
No

High

Medium: Medium priority properties are those that could be contributing to an eligible National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP) or local historic district. These resources may also have significant associations but are generally more
common examples of types or styles or have experienced some alterations.
The database states the property is the home of Willie (Holloway) & Frank Zimmerman. Mr. Zimmerman was the
owner of the movie theaters in town in the 1930s and known as "Mr. Theater". Information from the property owner
states that Mr. Zimmerman came to San Marcos in 1922 from Los Angeles and was inspired by Hollywood Art
Deco/Mediterranean styles. Mr. Zimmerman later became the Mayor and guided the effort to establish the police
department, water and sewage facilities, the City jail, traffic lights, and garbage service. The database states that the
stone used for this house was quarried from father in law's ranch in Dripping Springs. The survey notes that the flat
roof was altered to gabled and that the side porch was enclosed, and a roof added, with a rear carport addition in
1960s. (See Attached, Historic Resources Survey Inventory Table)
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Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Current Request
In March 2021, staff received information from Code Enforcement that the applicant had installed an
accessory structure on site that could be seen from the right-of-way along Burleson Street. Staff made
contact multiple times with the applicant with regards to submitting a Certificate of Appropriateness
application for the structure. However, the application was not submitted until June 2021.
The application states that the new storage shed’s dimensions are 10-feet by 18-feet or 180 square foot
total. The application also states that there is no electrical or plumbing attached to the building. The
applicant explains the need for this shed as they do not have a garage nor much storage within the house.
Please refer to attached documents for images of the storage shed from the applicant as well.
My Historic SMTX Photograph

Staff Evaluation
No Affect
N/A
No
See Analysis Below

Criteria for Approval (Sec.2.5.5.4)
Consideration of the effect of the activity on historical, architectural, or cultural
character of the Historic District or Historic Landmark
Approval of the request would not affect the activity noted above.
For Historic Districts, compliance with the Historic District regulations
The request is not for a Historic District.
Whether the property owner would suffer extreme hardship, not including loss
of profit, unless the certificate of appropriateness is issued
The property owner will not suffer an extreme hardship.
The construction and repair standard and guidelines cited in Section 4.5.2.1
2

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Construction and Repair Standards (Sec.4.5.2.1(I))

Staff Evaluation
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral

X

X

X

New construction and existing buildings and structures and
appurtenances thereof within local Historic Districts that are moved,
reconstructed, materially altered or repaired shall be visually
compatible with other buildings to which they are visually related
generally in terms of the following factors; provided, however, these
guidelines shall apply only to those exterior portions of buildings and
sites visible from adjacent public streets:
a. Height. The height of a proposed building shall be visually
compatible with adjacent buildings.
The main building is a two-story structure, and the new storage shed
is a one-story structure.
b. Proportion of Building’s front Facade. The relationship of the width
of a building to the height of the front elevation shall be visually
compatible to the other buildings to which it is visually related.
The front façade of the new storage shed faces Browne Terrace and
is not visible due to its location behind the primary building.
c. Proportion of openings within the facility. The relationship of the
width of the windows in a building shall be visually compatible with
the other buildings to which it is visually related.
The windows on the new storage shed are smaller than those on the
primary building. However, the new structure is set back
approximately 165 feet from the property line along Burleson Street
and that view is somewhat obscured by landscaping. The new
structure will not be visible from Browne Terrace as the home blocks
the view. (See attached: Photo from June 2021 staff visit and Aerial
View from City’s GIS)
d. Rhythm of solids to voids in front Facades. The relationship of
solids to voids in the front facade of a building shall be visually
compatible with the other buildings to which it is visually related.
There is one entrance door located on the front façade of the new
storage shed which faces Browne Terrace. However, the front façade
will not be visible from Browne Terrace as the home blocks the view.

X

3

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Staff Evaluation
Construction and Repair Standards (Sec.4.5.2.1(I))
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral
e. Rhythm of spacing of Buildings on Streets. The relationship of a
building to the open area between it and adjoining buildings shall be
visually compatible to the other buildings to which it is visually
X
related.
The storage shed is in the rear yard along the interior lot line and is
set back from the property line approximately 165 feet.
f. Rhythm of entrance and/or porch projection. The relationship of
entrances and porch projections to sidewalks of a building shall be
visually compatible to the other buildings to which it is visually
related.
The front of the storage shed faces Browne Terrace whereas the
X
front of the home faces Burleson Street. However, the new structure
is set back approximately 165 feet from the property line along
Burleson Street and that view is somewhat obscured by landscaping.
The new structure will not be visible from Browne Terrace as the
home blocks the view. (See attached: Photo from June 2021 staff
visit and Aerial View from City’s GIS)
g. Relationship of materials, texture and color. The relationship of the
materials, and texture of the exterior of a building including its
windows and doors, shall be visually compatible with the
predominant
X
materials used in the other buildings to which it is visually related.
The structure is constructed out of wood that appears to be painted
a shade of blue. The primary structure is constructed of stone that is
more natural in coloration. Red roofing material was chosen to
match the red roof of the primary building.
h. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually
compatible with the other buildings to which it is visually related.
X
The applicant has chosen a gable style roof to match the primary
building.
i. Walls of continuity. Appurtenances of a building including walls,
fences, and building facades shall, if necessary, form cohesive walls of
enclosure along a street, to ensure visual compatibility of the building
to the other buildings to which it is visually related.
N/A

4

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Staff Evaluation
Construction and Repair Standards (Sec.4.5.2.1(I))
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral
j. Scale of a Building. The size of a building, the mass of a building in
relation to open areas, the windows, door openings, porches and
balconies shall be visually compatible with the other buildings to
X
which it is visually related.
The main building is a two-story structure, and the new storage shed
is a one-story structure.
The Historic Preservation Commission may use as general guidelines,
in addition to the specific guidelines contained in this section, the
See Attached Historic District
Historic District Guidelines located in Appendix C of the San Marcos
Guidelines (if necessary)
Design Manual, and the current Standards for Historic Preservation
See Secretary of the Interior
Projects issued by the United States Secretary of the Interior.
Standards Analysis Below
See attached Section C.1.2.4, Historic District Design Guidelines,
Appendix C, San Marcos Design Manual

5

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Staff Evaluation
Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral
1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use
that requires minimal change to its distinctive materials, features,
X
spaces and spatial relationships.
The property’s use a single-family home is not changing.
2. The historic character of a property will be retained and
preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of
N/A
features, spaces and spatial relationships that characterize a
property will be avoided.
3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time,
place and use. Changes that create a false sense of historical
N/A
development, such as adding conjectural features or elements
from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.
4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in
N/A
their own right will be retained and preserved.
5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction
techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
X
property will be preserved.
This is new construction that will not be attached to the primary
building.
6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than
replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match
N/A
the old in design, color, texture and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by
documentary and physical evidence.
7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken
N/A
using the gentlest means possible. Treatments that cause damage
to historic materials will not be used.
8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place.
N/A
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be
undertaken.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction
will not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial
relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be
differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic
X
materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to
protect the integrity of the property and its environment.
The new accessory structure is subordinate to the primary
building.
6

Certificate of Appropriateness
HPC-21-10 (804 Burleson Street)
Staff Evaluation
Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation
Consistent Inconsistent Neutral
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be
undertaken in such a manner that, if removed in the future, the
essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
X
environment would be unimpaired.
The storage shed can be easily removed from the site without
impairing the essential form and integrity of the property.
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Local Id# / Image
R27369

Address

Current Name/
Historic Name

Current Function/
Historic Function
Domestic

804
BURLESON ST
SAN MARCOS

Zimmerman Home

Domestic

Stylistic Influence/
Historical Context
Vernacular; Art
Deco/Mediterranea
n (influences)

Construction
Date
1932

Architecture,
Community
Development

Domestic

826

Minimal Traditional

ca. 1945

Domestic

828

Kasch Corner

Domestic

Ranch Style

ca. 1950

Domestic

Domestic

902

Kasch House

Domestic

Queen Anne

1890-94

Architecture,
Community
Development

904

Domestic
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Domestic
Burleson Street Local Historic District
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Local
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Local
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Local

In District
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In District?: Yes
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In District?: Yes
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In District?: Yes
Contributing

Individually: Yes High
In District?: Yes
Contributing
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Burleson Street Local Historic District
R27392

Local

Individually: No

Contributing

BURLESON ST
SAN MARCOS

HTC

SAL

In District

Burleson Street Local Historic District
R70902

OTHM

Contributing

BURLESON ST
SAN MARCOS

RTHL

In District

Burleson Street Local Historic District
R27357a

NR

Priority
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BURLESON ST
SAN MARCOS
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In District

Burleson Local Historic District
R27357b

Existing
Designation

Colonial Revival

ca. 1935

NR

RTHL
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HTC

SAL

Local

In District

Individually: No
In District?: Yes
Contributing

Contributing
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Medium

HPC-21-10 New Storage Shed Photographs (from applicant)

Storage Shed Entrance – Faces towards interior of lot (towards Browne Terrace)

Side Elevation of Storage Shed – Faces towards rear of the lot

Rear Elevation of Storage Shed – Faces interior lot line between subject property & 826/828 Burleson Street

Side Elevation of Storage Shed – Faces Burleson Street

June 2021 Staff Visit – Photo of New Storage Shed

New Storage Shed as seen from Burleson Street

HPC-21-10 Aerial Photo of Subject Property (from City’s GIS)

APPENDIX

Historic District Guidelines

Section C.1.2.3 Residential Buildings
A. Porches are frequently the most modified portion of a house.
Returning a porch to its original design, when possible,
will make a positive visual impact to the house and the
neighborhood.
B.

If a porch has been lowered, consider raising it to its original
level.

C.

If the original columns have been replaced with another
material and design, consider replacing the columns with
columns which are compatible with the original design and
material.

6.

Utilize floor heights common to adjacent buildings.
Maintain the horizontal continuity of the elevations in
commercial buildings.

7.

Roof forms and roof lines or cornices should be consistent
in shape and detail.

8.

Maintain the solid-to-void pattern established in the
window openings and follow the proportions established
in these openings.

9.

Materials used in the construction of new buildings should
reflect the period in which they are built but should respect
the established scale of adjacent buildings.

D. If porches have been closed to provide additional space in the
house, look for other locations for this space when remodeling.

10. Construct garages and carports to the rear of the property,
behind the face of the house.

E.

If porches have been removed, consider reconstructing them.

11. Orient garage doors away from the street when possible.

F.

Synthetic siding which has been applied over the original siding
changes the character of the house. Consider removing the
synthetic siding and restoring the original detail of the house.

12. Consider the density of a neighborhood when constructing
new buildings on vacant or subdivided lots.
13. Maintain the orientation of building entrances on a street.

G. When windows have been removed and placed with windows
of a different material and proportion, consider replacing them
with windows to match the original.

14. Construct additions to existing buildings that do not
overpower the original building.
15. Seek guidance and assistance early in a project. Look at
options that will enhance the historic district and satisfy
your needs.

Section C.1.2.4 New Construction in Historic Districts
1.

2.
3.

4.

5.

As opportunities arise, new construction will take place
in historic districts and this is to be encouraged in
order to maintain a viable living community. However,
new construction should follow the characteristics and
guidelines outlined in this document.
Respect and maintain the overall height of buildings in the
immediate vicinity.
Maintain the building relationship to the street. Set the new
building back a distance equal to that of the surrounding
structures and orient the new building in the same way.
Maintain the established rhythm of the structural piers
in the surrounding buildings, consider a similar rhythm,
structural bay or width.
Respect the overall proportion and form. Maintain the
width to height relationship.

16. Avoid creating a false history when constructing new
buildings. New buildings are new buildings and should not
be confused with historic structures.

Section C.1.2.5 Priority Planning - Renovation Guidelines
A. Evaluate the existing structure to establish the most important
work to be completed.
B.

What may be the most visible to the eye may not be the most
important to the life of the building. For example, a new coat of
paint for the front of the building will not do much to extend the
life of the building if the roof is leaking badly.

C.

Identify the “character defining” features of the building and
relate their importance to the character of the street as well as
the building itself.

San Marcos Design Manual

C:3

C

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
APPLICATION FORM
Updated: September, 2020

CONTACT INFORMATION
Applicant’s Name

Kristy Money

Property Owner

Kristy Money

Company

Company

Applicant’s Mailing
Address

Owner’s Mailing
Address

804 Burleson St, SM

Applicant’s Phone #

Owner’s Phone #

512-571-0769

Applicant’s Email

Owner’s Email

kristy.money@gmail.com

PROPERTY INFORMATION
804 Burleson St
Address of Proposed Work: ________________________________________________________________

Burleson
Historic District: __________________________________

Tax ID #: R____________________________

Legal Description: Lot ___________ Block ___________ Subdivision ___________________________
Historical Designation(s) of Property, if applicable:

□ National Register of Historical Places □ Recorded Texas Historic Landmark

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK
Please use this space to summarize the proposed work (Please be specific. Use additional pages if necessary.)

Shed with no electrical or plumbing, because we don't have a garage or much storage in the home.
10 ft by 18 ft dimensions. 180 sq ft total. Copied the gable height to match that of the house (front
stone part of house), which is also a gable roof but steeper than your typical shed roof. Red roofing
materials to match home red roof.
AUTHORIZATION
Applicants or their agent are advised to attend the meeting to present information to the Historic Preservation
Commission and to answer any questions the Historic Preservation Commission may have regarding the
project. Failure to attend an HPC meeting may result in postponement or denial of the application.
I certify that the information on this application is complete and accurate. I understand the fees and the process
for this application. I understand my responsibility, as the applicant, to be present at meetings regarding this
request.
Filing Fee $0

Technology Fee $13

TOTAL COST $13

Submittal of this digital Application shall constitute as acknowledgement and authorization to process
this request.

APPLY ONLINE – WWW.MYGOVERNMENTONLINE.ORG/
Planning & Development Services • 630 East Hopkins • San Marcos, Texas 78666 • 512-393-8230

Page | 1

AGREEMENT TO THE PLACEMENT OF NOTIFICATION SIGNS
AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

The City of San Marcos Development Code requires public notification in the form of notification signs on the subject
property, published notice, and / or personal notice based on the type of application presented to the Planning
Commission and / or City Council.


Notification Signs: if required by code, staff shall place notification signs on each street adjacent to the subject
property and must be placed in a visible, unobstructed location near the property line. It is unlawful for a person
to alter any notification sign, or to remove it while the request is pending. However, any removal or alteration
that is beyond the control of the applicant shall not constitute a failure to meet notification requirements. It shall
be the responsibility of the applicant to periodically check sign locations to verify that the signs remain
in place had have not been vandalized or removed. The applicant shall immediately notify the
responsible official of any missing or defective signs. It is unlawful for a person to alter any notification
sign, or to remove it while the case is pending; however, any removal or alteration that is beyond the
control of the applicant shall not constitute a failure to meet notification requirements.



Published Notice: if required by code, staff shall publish a notice in a newspaper of general circulation in
accordance with City Codes and the Texas Local Government Code. If, for any reason, more than one notice
is required to be published it may be at the expense of the applicant. The renotification fee shall be $91
plus a $13 technology fee.



Personal Notice: if required by code, staff shall mail personal notice in accordance with City Codes and the
Texas Local Government Code. If, for any reason, more than one notice is required to be mailed it may be
at the expense of the applicant. The renotification fee shall be $91 plus a $13 technology fee.

I have read the above statements and agree to the required public notification, as required, based on the attached
application. The City’s Planning and Development Services Department staff has my permission to place signs, as
required, on the property and I will notify City staff if the sign(s) is/are damaged, moved or removed. I understand the
process of notification and public hearing and hereby submit the attached application for review by the City.

Signature: __________________________________

6/20/21

Date: _____________________________

Print Name: _________________________________

Form Updated October, 2019

Planning & Development Services • 630 East Hopkins • San Marcos, Texas 78666 • 512-393-8230
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
TO:

Historic Preservation Commission

FROM:

Alison Brake, CNU-A, Historic Preservation Officer

DATE:

July 22, 2021

RE:

AGENDA ITEM 5: UPDATE
ECONOMICS BUILDING

AND

DISCUSSION REGARDING

THE

DUNBAR HOME

During the standing agenda setting meeting with the Chair, Commissioner Perkins
requested this item be placed on the agenda for discussion. Staff spoke with Joshua
Farrell, Construction Manager, regarding the recent cleaning out of the building which
occurred on May 10, 2021; see the photos below showing the building cleaned out. Mr.
Farrell is planning on being in attendance should the Commission have questions for him.

Additionally, staff has been working on the temporary interpretive signage requested by
the Commission to be added to the site while the fencing is in place around the building.
During internal staff discussions the idea for a quick, cost effective sign popped up. This
would involve creation of a QR code that would point the user to an ArcGIS StoryMap or
a website that would include more detailed information about the history of the building
and ways to get involved.
Please note that staff will be presenting signage options to the Commission for discussion
and direction during the meeting.

630 EAST HOPKINS ● SAN MARCOS, TEXAS 78666 ● 512.393.8147 ● FACSIMILE 512.754.7745
SANMARCOSTX.GOV
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
TO:

Historic Preservation Commission

FROM:

Alison Brake, CNU-A, Historic Preservation Officer

DATE:

July 22, 2021

RE:

AGENDA ITEM 6: ADOPTION OF
COMMISSIONS’ CODE OF ETHICS

THE

NATIONAL ALLIANCE

OF

PRESERVATION

Commissioner Perkins requested this item be placed on the agenda for discussion. The
National Alliance of Preservation Commissions (NAPC), a recognized national
preservation organization, was established in 1983. Commissioners may learn more
about the organization, of which the City is a member, at https://napcommissions.org/.
The Code of Ethics have been included as backup to help facilitate discussion.
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National Alliance of
Preservation Commissions

Code of Ethics
for Commissions and Staff

Preamble

			 Preservation commissions have been established by
local governments throughout the United States to promote
the preservation and appropriate development of heritage
resources in their communities. National Alliance of
Preservation Commissions (NAPC) is the only organization
devoted solely to representing the nation’s preservation
commissions. Its mission is “to build strong local preservation programs through education, advocacy and training.”
As part of that mission, NAPC has developed this Code
of Ethics to promote and maintain the highest standards
of honesty, integrity and professionalism among the
commissioners and staff who serve their communities
through preservation commissions.
			 These principles are derived from general societal
values and recognized principles of professional responsibility. As societal values compete, so may ethical principles.
The need for full public disclosure may compete with the
need to respect confidential information, for example.
The ethical commissioner or staff member must carefully
balance various public and private interests based on the
facts and context of each situation guided by the commitment to serve the public interest. Individual commissioners
should be knowledgeable, accurate, honest and forthright
in their dealings with other commissioners, local elected
officials and staff, applicants and the general public.
			 Although not elected by the public, preservation
commissioners are accountable for their actions in the
communities they serve.
			 This Code of Ethics comprises guidelines for ethical
conduct organized under three main categories:
• Responsibility to the Community
• Responsibility to the Profession
• Standards of Professional Conduct
			 Under each category are statements of principle to
guide preservation commissioners and staff in choosing
ethical courses of action for heritage preservation in their
communities. NAPC endorses this Code as the ethical
benchmark to which all its members should aspire. In the
absence of professional licensure for preservation commissioners and staff, the adherence to a code of ethics is
a matter of personal responsibility. However, preservation
commissions may wish to adopt these principles and
standards as a guide. Although stated in the plural, each
suggested rule also applies to an individual commissioner
or staff member.

“BUILDING STRONG LOCAL
PRESERVATION PROGRAMS
THROUGH EDUCATION,
ADVOCACY, AND TRAINING”

Responsibility
to the
Community
THE COACHING
SKILLS
PROGRAM

			 The most effective historic preservation takes place
locally, and all preservation commissioners and staff should
remember that it is their duty, as public servants, to advance
the greater good of the community.
Commissioners and Staff should:
• Be advocates for the community’s heritage resources, 		
		 striving to protect their integrity while recognizing the 		
		 rights of citizens, individually and collectively, to their 		
		 beneficial use and enjoyment.
• Promote public awareness, appreciation, access and
		 support for the preservation of heritage resources.
• Develop standards and guidelines that are appropriate for
		 historic resources and protect the community’s unique 		
		 character, environment and quality of life.
• Respect the diversity of heritage resources that may
		 hold different meanings for various groups and
		 communities.
• Respect the public’s right to know by providing full, clear
		 and accurate information and observing both the letter
		 and spirit of open meetings and open records laws.
• Provide opportunities for meaningful public participation
		 in the work of the commission.
• Make timely, fair, informed and impartial decisions that 		
		 guarantee citizens’ rights to due process and equal
		 protection under the law.
• Be sensitive to the interrelatedness of their decisions and
		 the long-term implications for the resources and the 		
		 community.
• Seek compromises or search for alternatives where
		 necessary to achieve overall preservation goals and provide
		 substantial justice for citizens.
• Recognize that the historic built environment changes 		
		 over time and encourage new development that respects
		 the historic character and fabric that preceded it.
• Continually evaluate and update their plans, ordinances,
		 standards, guidelines and procedures to ensure they meet
		 the community’s current and future needs.
• Always strive to make decisions that are in the best interest
				 of the community.

PO Box 1011 | Virginia Beach, VA 23451 | (p) 757.802.4141 | www.napcommissions.org | director@napcommissions.org

Responsibility to the Profession

			 Preservation commissioners and staff are drawn from
many disciplines and backgrounds. The common thread
that joins them is their interest and commitment to preserve
heritage resources in their communities. A multi-disciplinary
profession has developed over the years from the historic
preservation movement, and commissioners and staff have
an obligation to advance the best interests of this profession
in the context of their commission work.
Commissioners and Staff should:
• Be mindful that they are representatives of the greater
		 local, state, and national preservation community and
		 conduct themselves in a way that brings credit to their
		 commission and the profession.
• Share their knowledge and experience and contribute to
		 the development of other colleagues, particularly newly 		
		 appointed commissioners, students, and interns.
• Actively promote heritage preservation and strive to
		 increase the involvement of underrepresented groups.
• Support through their memberships and other
		 contributions organizations that promote heritage
		 preservation.
• Work collaboratively with related professionals and
		 professional organizations whose actions also affect
		 heritage conservation including, but not limited to,
		 planners, code officials, architects, landscape architects,
		 archaeologists, attorneys, realtors, and developers.
• Treat fairly and comment responsibly on the professional
		 views of colleagues and members of other professions.
• Render all practicable assistance to other colleagues 		
		 and organizations in an emergency when heritage 		
		 resources are at risk.
• Acquire a depth of knowledge that will enable them to 		
		 explain to others the role of heritage preservation in 		
		 a complex, modern world.
• Recognize that the field of heritage preservation is
		 constantly evolving and actively pursue continuing
		 educational opportunities in order to maintain, refine,
		 and enhance their capabilities as practitioners

Standards of Professional Conduct

			 As public servants, commissioners and staff are
expected to conduct themselves in accordance with the
law. These standards set forth both a baseline for such
legal conduct as well as aspirational goals for ethical
behavior that may require a conscientious effort to attain.
Commissioners and Staff:
• Should thoroughly understand the legal framework of
		 heritage preservation and consistently operate within the
		 bounds of their authority and responsibility under the law.
• Should treat all citizens fairly, impartially and with respect,
		 and refrain from discrimination or harassment of any kind.
• Should not accept gifts or favors under any circumstances
		 where it might appear that acceptance could influence 		
		 their judgment.

•
		
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
•
		
•
		
		
•
		
		
		

Should disclose all personal or financial advantages that
might accrue to them, their business interests or family
members either directly or indirectly from a recommendation or decision.
Who have an actual or apparent conflict of interest in a 		
matter coming before them should recuse themselves
entirely from deliberations and decisions.
Are obligated to utilize their knowledge and experience to
make decisions and therefore should abstain from
participating and voting only in cases of a bona fide conflict
of interest.
Should not disclose confidential information obtained in the
course of their duties, except as required by the law, or use
confidential information to further a personal interest.
Should not abuse their office by advancing an agenda that
is not in the best interest of the community or heritage
preservation.
Should seek the advice of colleagues or other professionals
on matters that fall outside their expert knowledge or
competence.
Should be consistent in their actions and recommendations,
treating similarly situated properties similarly and providing
clear explanations when different treatment is required.
Should reveal illegal conduct on the part of other commissioners, staff, officials, applicants or their representatives
to an appropriate higher authority.
Should not participate in deliberations or decisions without
adequate preparation and knowledge of the matter before
them.
Should avoid dishonesty, never misrepresenting facts or
distorting information to achieve a desired outcome.
Should recognize the uniqueness of heritage properties,
applying preservation theories, methods, and standards
appropriate to each particular case.
Should be sensitive to ethical issues and ensure they are
raised, critically analyzed, and addressed by the commission
and other appropriate authorities.

		 This Code of Ethics was developed by members of NAPC
through an interactive process beginning with a series of
facilitated sessions held during the July 2006 NAPC FORUM
in Baltimore, MD. The resulting set of principles was further
developed and refined by members during the following
three-month period leading up to the November 2006 annual
meeting of NAPC in Pittsburgh, PA. The effort was supported
by the Board of Directors and staff of NAPC and coordinated by Professor James K. Reap, an attorney and member of
the Board, with the involvement of the Historic Preservation
Advocacy and Professional Development class in the Master
of Historic Preservation Program at the University of Georgia.
NAPC would like to acknowledge the organizations whose
guidelines and materials were relied on in developing this
code: the American Institute of Architects (AIA), American
Planning Association (APA), American Institute of Certified
Planners (AICP), American Institute for Conservation of Historic and Artistic Works (AIC), and International Council on
Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS).

PO Box 1011 | Virginia Beach, VA 23451 | (p) 757.802.4141 | www.napcommissions.org | director@napcommissions.org
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
TO:

Historic Preservation Commission

FROM:

Alison Brake, CNU-A, Historic Preservation Officer

DATE:

July 22, 2021

RE:

AGENDA ITEM 7: FORMATION OF AND NOMINATION TO THE DEMOLITION REVIEW
PROCESS COMMITTEE

During the July regular meeting, the Commission discussed the requirements for
demolition review for historic age resources in Chapter 2, Article 7, Division 4 of the San
Marcos Development Code. During the discussion, formation of a committee to review
the requirements and process was discussed.
Article 9 of the approved Commission bylaws allows the formation of ad hoc committees
as necessary. Each committee must be established by an affirmative vote and shall
consist of at least three members approved by the Commission. There are no location
requirements set forth in the bylaws and the requirements of the Texas Open Meetings
Act do not apply to these ad hoc committees (i.e. no requirement to post meetings). The
bylaws do require that the ad hoc committees update the Commission at least quarterly
on their work. The bylaws have been attached to help facilitate discussion.

630 EAST HOPKINS ● SAN MARCOS, TEXAS 78666 ● 512.393.8147 ● FACSIMILE 512.754.7745
SANMARCOSTX.GOV

3

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
TO:

Historic Preservation Commission

FROM:

Alison Brake, CNU-A, Historic Preservation Officer

DATE:

July 22, 2021

RE:

AGENDA ITEM 10: FY22 TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION’S CERTIFIED LOCAL
GOVERNMENT PROGRAM’S GRANT CYCLE

Commissioner Perkins requested this item be placed on the agenda for discussion. The
FY22 THC CLG Letter of Intent and Grant Application are now available. The letter of
intent is a short paragraph helping THC staff understand the proposed project, and it also
gives the City a chance to talk with THC staff about any concerns or questions about the
process. Letters of intent are not a requirement, but the THC strongly recommends
submitting one; they are due by September 30, 2021.
The Grant Application packet is due by 5pm Monday, November 1, 2021. Per the email
sent by the CLG staff, THC expects to have between $140,000-$150,000 available for
CLG grant projects and they are encouraging and giving special consideration to projects
that benefit and enhance underrepresented communities. Also, third parties like a nonprofit organization within the City’s jurisdiction may also apply for these funds without the
CLG needing to put up matching funds or manage the project.
The letter of intent, grant manual, and application are attached as backup to help facilitate
discussion. Commissioners can view more information on their grants page here:
https://www.thc.texas.gov/preserve/projects-and-programs/certified-localgovernment/grant-information
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CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUBGRANT
FISCAL YEAR 2022 GRANT LETTER OF INTENT
Deadline for submission is September 30, 2021
Please fill out this section completely and use only the space provided below.
CONTACT INFORMATION:
Organization Name
Contact Person
Address
City | State | Zip
Telephone | Fax
Email
PROPOSED PROJECT TYPE (check one that applies):
Archeological Project

Construction/Development Project*

Preservation Planning Project

Education & Outreach

National Register Nomination(s)

Preservation Travel/Training

Design Guidelines

Preservation Ordinance or By-laws

Survey/Inventory Project
Historic Preservation Plan or Element/Chapter of Comprehensive Plan
*Property must be listed on National Register

Please briefly describe your proposed project in the space below:

HPO or CLG Representative Certification:
SIGNATURE: ___________________________ TITLE: ______________________ DATE: ______________
Please submit completed CLG Letter of Intent to PO Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711 or email the letter to maria.mougridis
@thc.texas.gov. This CLG Letter of Intent does not replace a completed CLG Grant Application and does not guarantee
funding of the proposed project.

This grant manual has been financed in part with Federal funds from the National Park Service, U.S. Department of
the Interior and administered by the Texas Historical Commission. However, the contents and opinions do not
necessarily reflect the views or policies of the Department of the Interior.
This program receives federal financial assistance for identification and protection of historic properties. Under
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, the Department of the Interior prohibits discrimination on the basis of
race, color, national origin, or disability or age in its federally assisted programs. If you believe you have been
discriminated against in any program, activity, or facility as described above or you desire further information, please
write to:
Office for Equal Opportunity
National Park Service
1849 C Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240
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INTRODUCTION
Certified Local Government (CLG) grants provide funding to participating city and county governments to develop
and sustain an effective local preservation program critical to preserving local historic resources. The Texas
Historical Commission (THC), the state agency for historic preservation, administers the Texas CLG grant program
utilizing federal funding it receives from the U.S. Department of Interior, National Park Service (NPS) Historic
Preservation Fund Program. Under this program the NPS requires that at least ten percent (10%) of Texas' annual
federal allocation be subgranted exclusively to participating Certified Local Governments (CLGs). The program
serves as a great resource for participating county and city governments to offset the costs of self-sustaining
preservation and planning-related projects. Currently, there are 77 CLGs in Texas. Contingent on resolution of the
federal budget, we anticipate approximately $140,000 to $150,000 will be available for this round of grants.
ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION
Administration
Grants will be administered in accordance with the National Park Service Historic
Preservation Fund Grants Manual, June 2007; Texas Administrative Code Title 13, Part
2, Chapter 15.6, Rules and Procedures for Certified Local Governments; and this manual.
Grant Period

The grant period is October 1, 2021, to September 30, 2023. Project preparation,
including drafting any applicable RFPs, may begin before your grant request is awarded
and a grant contract signed, however, costs incurred prior to the execution of a
signed contract with the THC are not eligible for reimbursement. Despite the
official grant period beginning October 1st, grants will be awarded in 2022 following
funding notification from the National Park Service.

Application Package

The grant application form is included in this manual. A complete application
submittal package consists of 1 unbound hard copy and 1 digital copy of the following
documents:
•
•
•
•

•
•

Application Form (with original signatures)
Budget Worksheet (template is attached to the application form)
Resume of Project Manager (City or County staff, and/or representative of the thirdparty organization)
Resumes of all outside consultants, contractors, and/or individuals responsible for
project oversight
o Persons supervising grant projects must meet the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards
o If the applicant is planning to hire a consultant or subcontractor,
resumes may be submitted following the selection process
Any applicable cost estimates, maps, drawings, or photographs
Determination of Eligibility Statement
o Required for all National Register nomination grant requests
o Required for all Construction/Development grant requests for
properties not already listed on the National Register
o Recommended for all Survey/Inventory projects

Visit http://www.thc.texas.gov/preserve/projects-and-programs/national-register-historic-places/requestdetermination-eligibility for instructions on how to request a Determination of Eligibility Statement.
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Submittal Deadline

A complete grant application package (hard copy and electronic) must be received no
later than 5 p.m. Monday, November 1, 2021.

One electronic copy of the application must be submitted via e-mail and one printed copy must be delivered to:
HAND DELIVER OR COURIER SERVICE
Texas Historical Commission
Community Heritage Development Division
ATTN: Maria Mougridis, CLG Program Specialist
1304 Colorado Street
Austin, Texas 78701

U.S. MAIL
Texas Historical Commission
Community Heritage Development Division
ATTN: Maria Mougridis, CLG Program Specialist
PO Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711-2276

EMAIL: Maria.Mougridis@thc.texas.gov or Lorelei.Willett@thc.texas.gov
WHO MAY APPLY
Only city or county governments, and state recognized Native American Tribes that have been individually
"certified" by the National Park Service before November 1, 2021, are eligible to apply for CLG grants. The THC
reserves the right to disqualify applications from CLG communities that are not in compliance with the
CLG Certification Agreement.
In an attempt to distribute CLG grant funds to as many CLGs as possible, preference will be given to
applicants that have not received or directly benefited from CLG grant funds in the past five years.
A CLG may submit more than one grant application; however, a separate application package must be submitted
for each project request.
The following entities may also be eligible:
•

An organization such as a non-CLG city or another unit of local government, a commercial firm, a nonprofit entity or educational institution that has administrative capabilities that comply with applicable federal
standards and has been delegated as a third-party to administer the grant on behalf of the CLG. The
contributed services of the third party to the CLG may be counted toward the matching share requirements
of the grant. The third party may apply for the CLG grant directly, in which case, the Historic Preservation
Officer or CLG Representative and the Chief Elected Official must sign the application.

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS
Activities eligible for CLG grant funding must be tied to the statewide comprehensive preservation planning
process. A copy of the THC’s Statewide Preservation Plan can be found at:
http://www.thc.texas.gov/preserve/projects-and-programs/texas-statewide-preservation-plan as well as in the
grant application. In an effort to encourage local governments to develop and sustain an effective local preservation
program critical to preserving local historic resources, priority for funding shall be given to those projects that
directly relate to the following work categories:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Architectural, historical, archeological surveys/inventories
Preparation of nominations to the National Register of Historic Places
Preparation of a local preservation plan
Writing or amending a preservation ordinance
Development of local design guidelines
Research and development of a local preservation incentive program
4

The above list should not dissuade an applicant from applying for assistance towards other eligible projects such as:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Development of educational publications and activities, slide shows, videos, websites, etc.
Development of publication of walking/driving tours
Development of architectural drawings and specifications
Preparation of facade studies or condition assessments
Rehabilitation or restoration of properties individually listed in the National Register of Historic Places or
contributing to a National Register historic district
Training expenses for individual commission members and staff

SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR UNDERREPRESENTED COMMUNITIES
The CLG program is committed to enhancing undertold stories, and engaging and including a wider range of
communities, perspectives, and voices in our state’s and nation’s historical narrative. To further this goal, we
encourage projects from or related to communities currently underrepresented, including but not limited to Black
Americans, Hispanic Americans, Asian Americans, Native Americans, Women, and LGBTQ Americans. Projects
can include but are not limited to oral history projects, National Register nominations, historic resources surveys,
diversity and inclusion trainings, and projects with an emphasis on cultural heritage or broader themes such as the
Civil Rights movement, women’s history, and immigrant history.
Projects will be considered as part of the regular CLG grant cycle. Please reach out to program staff if you have any
questions about deadlines, match requirements or project type.
PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS STANDARDS
To ensure that appropriate historical, architectural, archeological and cultural properties are identified for public
benefit through grant-in-aid assistance, persons supervising grant projects must be professionally qualified in
accordance with 36CFR61. The Professional Qualification Standards can be found here:
https://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm
SECTION 106
CLG Grants are funded with federal monies, and construction projects will require a formal Section 106 Review by
the THC. This review will take place following the grant awards. Failure to obtain a review will result in forfeiture of
the CLG Grant. The CLG State Coordinator will provide additional guidance once the grants are awarded.
Additional information regarding Section 106 Review is available from the THC and the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation.
MATCHING FUNDS
Proposed projects are required to provide a local match for grant monies budgeted on a one-to-one (dollar for
dollar) match equal to a 50-50 ratio for the total cost of the project. The local match may be any combination of
cash and verifiable in-kind services. Projects may utilize all or partial match of verifiable in-kind services and/or
goods as long as the local match equals a 50-50 ratio for the total cost of the project. For example, if a CLG has a
project that costs $40,000 and applies for a $20,000 grant, the CLG may match $15,000 in cash, and $5,000 in staff
services. It is important to note that the grant is reimbursement based, meaning the CLG will need to spend the
grant amount plus the match upfront ($40,000), and be reimbursed for the grant amount ($20,000) as project
milestones are achieved, or at the completion of the project.
In order to maximize the limited CLG grant funds, the THC may give preference to applications
demonstrating a higher cash match. The THC reserves the right to waive the local match requirements, in full or
part, at its sole discretion. The THC also reserves the right to fund grant requests in part or in full.
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Only non-federal monies may be used as a match, with the exception of Community Development Block Grants.
All projects shall comply with federal requirements for state and local financial responsibility as stipulated in the
Texas Administrative Code Title 13, Part 2, Chapter 15.6, Rules and Procedures for Certified Local Governments.
In extending this grant opportunity to your project, THC assumes the responsibility for ensuring that public money
will be spent appropriately and with the maximum effectiveness. The THC is held accountable by the NPS for
compliance with all applicable federal laws and regulations.
APPLICATION REVIEW PROCESS
Upon the receipt of applications and supporting materials, an interdisciplinary committee of agency staff will score
each application based on the criteria specified on the application form. The scoring committee will make a funding
recommendation to the Texas Historical Commission at the January Quarterly Meeting to fund the maximum
number of projects based on the federal funding THC receives from the U.S. Department of Interior, National Park
Service (NPS) Historic Preservation Fund Program. All applicants will be notified of the THC’s decision.
If two or more applicant’s scores are tied, the THC will select the applicant that has not received or directly
benefitted from CLG grant funds in the past five years. If the scores are still tied, the THC will give preference to a
project it can fully fund rather than partially fund.
GRANT TIMELINE AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE GRANTEE
Summer 2021

Applications for the FY2022 CLG grant period are made available.

November 1, 2021

A signed and complete application package, including all supporting materials, must be
received by the THC no later than 5 p.m. on Monday, November 1, 2021.

November 2021

Review of applications by an interdisciplinary committee of THC staff.

January/Feb 2022

Final award decisions made by the Texas Historical Commission at its Quarterly Meeting.
All applicants are contacted by mail, and phone or email regarding the THC’s decision.

Feb 2022 - April 2022 THC sends preliminary notification to grant recipients that will include a request for a
revised/amended project scope of work and budget. Once the scope of work and budget
are agreed upon by the Grantee and THC, the grant contract will be sent to the Grantee
for signatures. The contract must be signed by all parties before the commencement of
project work. Failure to submit any or all of this documentation by the required deadlines
may cause the requested grant monies to revert back to the THC.
The project manager, fiscal manager, and anyone else who will be significantly involved
with the grant-funded project shall participate in a CLG Grant Orientation coordinated
by the THC. The purpose of the orientation is to review project-specific requirements,
expectations for project deliverables, important deadlines and milestones, and
reimbursement procedures. The orientation requirement may be waived at the sole
discretion of the THC.
The recordation of a Preservation Easement will be required for all construction and
certain other projects prior to the commencement of any work. Duration of Preservation
Easement will be based on award amount, see table below.
Award Amount:
Less than $10,000

Duration of Easement:
10 years
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$10,000 – $30,000
$30,001 – $50,000
Greater than $50,000

15 years
20 years
30 years

If the Grantee is not doing the actual work, it must execute a contract with a
subcontractor. All subcontracted services and products must be procured according to
Federal procurement standards set forth in Chapter 17 of the Historic Preservation Fund
(HPF) Grants Manual and 2 CFR Part 200.317- 200.326. THC will review and approve all
RFPs and contracts between the Grantee and subcontractor.
Work conducted, or costs incurred, prior to the execution of the contract is not eligible for
reimbursement.
April 2022 - Sept 2023 THC staff routinely review projects to monitor progress and provide assistance. Each
Grantee is required to provide the THC with status reports on each project funded, as
requested.
The Grantee shall submit drafts of project deliverables, as available.
September 30, 2023

Deadline for the completion of all work eligible for reimbursement. Any work done after
September 30, 2023, will not be eligible for reimbursement.

October 31, 2023

All final work products are due. All deliverables must be reviewed and approved by the
THC and accompanied by a Completion Report before the project is considered complete.
All final reimbursement requests are due. Eligible project expenditures incurred on a
one-to-one (dollar for dollar) basis up to a 50-50 ratio of the total project cost shall be
reimbursed to the CLG.
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CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUBGRANT
FISCAL YEAR 2022 GRANT APPLICATION FORM
Deadline for submission is November 1, 2021
Please fill out this section completely and use only the space provided below.
Handwritten applications will not be accepted.

NAME OF PROPOSED PROJECT:
CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT NAME:
THIRD PARTY NAME (IF APPLICABLE):
CONTACT INFORMATION:
Organization Name
Contact Person
Address
City | State | Zip
Telephone | Fax
Email
POLITICAL CONTACTS:
Contact Person
Address
City | State | Zip
Telephone | Fax
Email

Project Manager

Fiscal Manager

Historic Preservation Officer, or
CLG Representative

City Mayor or County Judge

FUNDING REQUEST:
Grant Funds
$
Requested:

Matching
Funds:

Total Project
Cost:

$

$

PROPOSED PROJECT TYPE (check one that applies):
Archeological Project

Research & Development

Preservation Planning Project

Education & Outreach

National Register Nomination(s)1

Design Guidelines

Survey/Inventory Project
Historic Preservation Plan or Element/Chapter of Comprehensive Plan
Construction/Development Project2
Preservation Training
1 Applications
2 Property

submitted without THC Determination of Eligibility will not be reviewed
must be listed or deemed eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
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CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUBGRANT
FY 2022 Grant Application Narrative Template
NAME OF PROPOSED PROJECT:
CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT NAME:
THIRD PARTY NAME (IF APPLICABLE):
Applicants will be scored on each question equaling the sum of available points in that category.
Applicants will be scored on the CLG’s compliance with CLG Program Requirements. For more information about CLG
Program Requirements for both Cities and Counties, visit http://www.thc.texas.gov/preserve/projects-andprograms/certified-local-government/requirements-clgs

CLG Performance (15 Points):
1. Did the CLG submit a complete FY19 and FY20 Annual Report on or before the deadline. CLGs that
have not completed CLG Annual Reports for the past two fiscal years will not be eligible for grant funds.
Yes

No

2. Does the CLG routinely submit preservation commission or CLG committee meeting minutes to the
THC?
Yes

No

3. Has the HPO or CLG Representative attended at least one preservation-related training in the past
year? Please list the trainings below.
Yes

No

Description and Date of Training:
4. Has at least one member of the preservation commission or CLG committee attended at least one
preservation-related training in the past year? Please list the trainings below.
Yes

No

Description and Date of Training:
5. Has the CLG returned CLG grant funds in the past five years?
Yes, I understand that up to five points will be deducted

No

1. Project Summary
Provide a summary of the proposed project.

2. Project Need (15 Points):
How did the CLG identify the need for this project? Has the need been documented? If so, how?
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How was the project initiated? (City Council, the public, preservation commission, etc.)
How does the project address a goal of the local government’s preservation program or a specific preservation need?

3. Project Objective (15 Points):
Define the objective for the proposed project.
Identify the steps the applicant and/or the consultant must take to accomplish the project objective.
What is the estimated timeframe to accomplish each of these steps?
Who will be leading the project? What qualifies this person to lead such a project? Resumes must be provided.

4. Significance and Impact (16 Points):
Does the project involve a threatened or potentially threatened resource?
Will the project result in a National Register nomination or Survey/Inventory?
Does the project directly address a deficiency in the local preservation program?
How will the project reach and inform broad sectors of the public?

5. Public Involvement and Benefit (13 Points):
Will the public be involved in the proposed project? How?
Does the project address or benefit an underrepresented group within the community?
How will this project enhance public and private support for local preservation?
Will this project result in educational publications or activities?

6. Budget and Cost Effectiveness (15 Points):
How necessary are CLG funds in order to accomplish the proposed project?
How did the applicant develop the project’s budget? (research, past experience, etc.)
What is the applicant’s source and commitment of matching funds?
Is the proposed project the most cost-effective way of addressing those needs?

ATTACHMENTS: Please include all applicable attachments to the grant application. Resumes of
Project Manager and all outside consultants are required for all projects. Below is a list of
possible attachments for each project type.
Survey and Inventory: Survey area boundary map, street view images, Determination of Eligibility Letter (recommended
but not required)
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National Register Nominations: Physical address, Boundary or location map, Determination of Eligibility Letter
(required), photograph(s)
Design Guidelines: current design guidelines, outline of sections or chapters of proposed guidelines
Education and Outreach: Outline of script, draft agenda clearly defining the subject of the training
Other Projects: Please contact the CLG Program staff to discuss recommended attachments for projects not previously
listed.

3.

STATEWIDE COMPREHENSIVE PRESERVATION PLANNING PROCESS (11 Points Total):
CLG funded projects should meet at least one of the goals outlined in the THC’s Statewide Preservation Plan. Please
select the Statewide Preservation Plan Goals addressed by your project and explain how they are addressed. It is not
necessary for your project to address all the goals listed in the Statewide Preservation Plan.

SURVEY AND ONLINE INVENTORY: Texans undertake a comprehensive survey to document the
state’s diverse historic and cultural resources resulting in a publicly accessible online inventory.

EMPHASIZE CULTURAL LANDSCAPES: Preservation practices are enhanced by emphasizing cultural
landscapes.

IMPLEMENT POLICIES AND INCENTIVES: Cities, counties and the state implement preservation
policies and incentives to effectively manage historic assets.

LEVERAGE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT TOOLS FOR PRESERVATION: Communities
leverage preservation-based and traditional economic development tools to revitalize historic areas.

LEARN AND EXPERIENCE HISTORY THROUGH PLACE: Texas residents and guests learn and
experience the state’s diverse history through formal education, recreation, and everyday interactions with historic
places.

CONNECT PRESERVATION TO RELATED FIELDS: Preservation is connected and integrated into
related fields and activities, building a broader, stronger, and more diverse community.

CULTIVATE POLITICAL COMMITMENT: Political commitment is cultivated for historic preservation.
BUILD CAPACITY OF PRESERVATION COMMUNITY: The existing preservation community
develops its capacity to function more effectively and efficiently.

Please summarize how your project addresses the goals selected above:
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS - By checking below the applicant acknowledges:
One electronic copy of this request must be received via email by the Texas Historical Commission no later than 5 p.m.
on Monday, November 1, 2021, in order to be considered.
One signed hard copy of this request must be received (hand delivered, US Mail, UPS, FedEx, etc.) by the Texas
Historical Commission no later than 5 p.m. on Monday, November 1, 2021, in order to be considered.
Consideration for funding is based on the demonstrated need, a compelling explanation of how the expanded project
scope of work will benefit the CLG, and the applicant’s ability to match the funds being requested.
Commencement of grant-funded work may not begin prior to receipt of a signed grant contract between the THC and
the grantee, and participation in a grant orientation meeting.
Verified by the signature below, the chief elected official of the CLG is aware of this application and supports the
proposed project.
For requests involving construction projects, the property owner will be required to file a preservation easement for
the property that will run with the land for a specific period of time based upon the amount of the final grant award.
The applicant hereby acknowledges that the information provided on this application is accurate to the best of their
knowledge.

APPLICANT’S CERTIFICATION:
SIGNATURE: ___________________________ TITLE: ______________________ DATE: ______________

HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER OR CLG REPRESENTATIVE’S CERTIFICATION: Only
applicable if the “applicant” is a third-party designee.

SIGNATURE: ___________________________ TITLE: ______________________ DATE: ______________

CHIEF ELECTED OFFICIAL CERTIFICATION: Application must be signed by the chief elected official of the
CLG (e.g. Mayor or Judge) or chief administrative official (e.g. City Manager).

SIGNATURE: ___________________________ TITLE: ______________________ DATE: ______________
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CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUBGRANT
FY 2022 Grant Budget Worksheet
NAME OF PROPOSED PROJECT:
CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT NAME:
THIRD PARTY NAME (IF APPLICABLE):
BUDGET
ITEM

GRANT
FUNDS

LOCAL
CASH (source)

LOCAL
IN-KIND
(source)

TOTAL
COSTS

TOTALS

Please complete the attached budget form and provide any supplemental information
necessary to confirm or support the issues described above.
Proposed projects can use a local cash match for grant monies budgeted on a one-to-one (dollar for dollar) match equal
to a 50-50 ratio for the total cost of the project. Proposed projects utilizing all or partial match of verifiable in-kind services
and/or goods may also qualify as long as the local match equals a 50-50 ratio for the total cost of the project. The Texas
Historical Commission (THC) reserves the right to fund grant requests in part or in full based on the review criteria
outlined in the application form, and the amount of federal funding available. Final decisions will also take into
consideration the annual performance of each CLG applying for assistance. Only non-federal monies may be used as a
match, with the exception of Community Development Block Grants (CDBG).
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DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS IS
Monday, November 1, 2021, by 5 p.m.
PRINTED APPLICATIONS (REQUIRED)MUST BE RECEIVED AT
Certified Local Government Program
Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711-2276
(Physical Address: 1304 Colorado Street, Austin, Texas 78701)
ELECTRONIC APPLICATIONS (REQUIRED) MUST BE RECEIVED AT
Maria Mougridis, CLG Program Specialist
Maria.Mougridis@thc.texas.gov
-orLorelei Willett, CLG Program Coordinator
Lorelei.Willett@thc.texas.gov

•
•

One electronic copy of this request must be received via email by the Texas Historical Commission no
later than 5 p.m. on Monday, November 1, 2021, in order to be considered.
AND
One signed hard copy of this request must be received (hand delivered, US Mail, UPS, FedEx, etc.) by
the Texas Historical Commission no later than 5 p.m. on Monday, November 1, 2021, in order to be
considered.

•

Late applications will not be accepted

•

Faxed applications will not be accepted

•

Handwritten applications will not be accepted

