CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 10, 2019 ~ 5:30 P.M.
LAW ENFORCEMENT CENTER~1601 E MAIN ST

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

Mike Penick, Member
Richard Laughlin, Member
Karen Oestreich, Alternate
Brad Bertrand, Alternate
Barry Kaiser, Alternate

The City of Fredericksburg Historic Review Board will meet in a regular session on December 10, 2019, at 5:30
p.m. in the Law Enforcement Center, 1601 E Main St, Fredericksburg, Texas. This is an open meeting, open to the
public, subject to the Open Meetings Law of the State of Texas, and as required by law, notice is hereby posted on
December 6, 2019, before 3:00 p.m., providing time, place, date and agenda thereof. The meeting facility is
wheelchair accessible and accessible parking spaces are provided. Requests for accommodations or interpretative
services must be made to the City Secretary 48 hours prior to this meeting.

(Please silence all mobile phones, except emergency on-call personnel.)
1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL
3. CHAIR’S STATEMENT
4.

PUBLIC COMMENTS
The Historic Review Board (HRB) welcomes public comments concerning items on this agenda.
Each member of the public who desires to address the HRB regarding an item on this agenda is
required to sign up to speak, prior to the start of the meeting. All public comments shall be limited
to discussion of items on this agenda, and shall be limited to 3-minutes in duration. At the
discretion of the HRB Chair, or upon an affirmative vote of the HRB, the public comment time
limit applicable to all speakers may be lengthened or shortened as required to allow the HRB to
complete its legislative agenda. Persons addressing the HRB are prohibited from trading time with
other speakers or reserving of time.

5.
•
•
•

HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER’S REPORT
List of administrative Certificates of Appropriateness issued
Wood Window Workshop – Bethany Lutheran Church – Brent Hull of Hull Millwork January 18th
Historic District Design Guidelines – Tuesday, January 28th - Steering Committee 1:30 p.m.
Public Meeting 6:00 p.m.

6. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES
November 12, 2019, HRB meeting minutes
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7. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATIONS
INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION AGENDA
A. Application #19-56- 418 W Austin – Robert Zamora – STR unit
B. Application #19-133- 610 W Travis – Ashley Nardiello – re-rate rear structure for demolition,
new house in rear of property
C. Application #19-149 – 100-300 blocks of E Main & 100 block of W Main – CoF
Electric Dept – replace light poles
D. Application #19-146 – 342 W Main– SKT Architects – Conceptual approval of rehabilitation
of stone buildings, remove exterior stair, enclose porch addition along Milam St., new 200 sf
addition, outdoor seating with pergolas, replace door with window
E. Application #19-148 – 207 E San Antonio– Mustard Design- new structure, rehab main
house, remodel existing non-historic addition, fenestration change to tank house, remove non
historic carport
F. Application #19-136- 616 E Main St- City of Fredericksburg – recommendation on
landmark designation

8.

DISCUSSION ITEMS
Upcoming joint meeting with City Council and Planning & Zoning in February

9. ADJOURN

This is to certify that I, Anna Hudson, posted this Agenda by 3:30 p.m. on Friday, December 6, 2019, on
the entrance door and bulletin board at the City of Fredericksburg City Hall, 126 W. Main St.,
Fredericksburg, Texas.

Anna Hudson
Historic Preservation Officer
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STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF GILLESPIE
CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG

HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
NOVEMBER 12, 2019
5:30 PM

On this 12th day of November 2019 the Historic Review Board convened in regular session at the Law
Enforcement Center, with the following members present to constitute a quorum:
PRESENT:

LARRY JACKSON
SHARON JOSEPH
RICHARD LAUGHLIN
MIKE PENICK
BARRY KAISER
BRAD BERTRAND
DAVID BULLION
JESSICA DAVIS arrived at 5:36 PM

ABSENT

KAREN OESTREICH
ERIC PARKER

ALSO PRESENT:

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

Sharon Joseph called the meeting to order at 5:30 PM.
MINUTES
Larry Jackson stated he voted in opposition to the motion on application 19-115. Sharon Joseph stated
on page 4 of the minutes Richard Laughlin’s name was misspelled. It was also noted that application
#19-123 was approved with the stipulation that the door not be moved. Minutes approved as amended.
STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS
Anna Hudson, Historic Preservation Officer, passed out a list of Administrative COA’s issued in the
past month. Anna also discussed the Preservation Grant applications that have been received and
reviewed. Funds have been awarded for two projects so current fiscal year.
PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comments.

CONSENT AGENDA
1

Application #19-139 – 108 W. Creek – Mustard Design – Addition to Main House and Guest house.

Application #19-138- 418 W. Plum St – Mustard Design – Rear addition to Main House and Side
Addition to Guest House.
Application #19-137 – 301 E. Main – Julia Grossman – Patio Enclosure with New Garage Doors.
Brad Bertrand recused himself from Applications 19-139 & 19-138.
All voted in approval and the motion carried.
INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION
Application #19-56- 418 W. Austin – Robert Zamora – STR Unit.
Anna Hudson, Historic Preservation Officer, stated the applicant is providing more information
previously requested of the HRB to make a decision regarding new construction at the rear of the
property. Requesting approval of the 2 story unit (H6) in lieu of previously approved 1 story unit based
on information regarding neighboring property.
Staff recommendation:
The remainder of the project was approved with other two story units approved. The applicant has
provided more information regarding the neighboring property that will have the greatest impact from
the new construction. The neighboring property is also an STR built near the rear property line. Staff
recommends approval of unit H6 as a two story as previously presented.
Robert Zamora presented the application.
Larry Jackson made a motion to approve application #19-56 as presented. Seconded by Mike Penick.
Mike Penick, Jessica Davis, and Larry Jackson voted in favor. Sharon Joseph, Richard Laughlin, Brad
Bertrand and David Bullion voted in opposition. The motion failed.
Application #19-132- 412 W. Creek – Craig Enderlin – Replace Front Siding, Enclose Garage,
Replace Windows and door.
Jessica Davis recused herself and left the table.
Anna Hudson stated the applicant is requesting approval to convert the garage to living quarters and
change garage door to siding to match rest of front of house and replace asbestos siding on front of house
with 8 ¼” horizontal cement lap siding with 7” reveal. Replace all aluminum windows with vinyl
windows and replace 2 exterior doors as well as expand drive to allow parking for 2 cars.
Staff findings and recommendation:
The house was given a low rating in the 2002 survey. It appears to have mostly original features
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including siding and windows and could be described as minimal traditional.
Enclosing small garages is a common request since the garage size does not fit modern vehicles. Staff
recommends conversion of the garage to living space with the stipulation that the siding is offset in a
way to mark the original location of the garage. Damaged asbestos siding should be replaced with a
material in dimensions as close to the original size as possible. The proposed replacement is
appropriate.
Staff recommends approval of the window replacement with the stipulation that aluminum replacement
windows be used instead of vinyl. The original muntin pattern should be replicated or at least the new
windows should have a similar pattern as the horizontal lines of the original windows line up with the
horizontal lines of the asbestos shingles. Replacement doors should be similar in style and material as
original. The current front doors does not appear to be original and can be replaced.
Conversion of single family homes to STRs is putting pressure to convert more lawn to parking.
Parking should be screened and placed to the side or rear of the house. This recommendation is in
keeping with Parking Guidelines in the FBG Design Guidelines.
Mrs. Enderlin presented the application, she was concerned about the egress of the windows. The
driveway with egress to the side of the house, provide parking at the back of property.
Mr. Enderlin asked for clarification on the conversion of the garage. He asked about the siding being
offset to show a change. Anna explained demarcation.
Brad suggests to approve the application as presented. He does not believe the Garage door needs to be
offset or a demarcation provided.
Richard Laughlin made a motion to approve Application #19-132 as presented with horizontal muntins
in the windows, windows be aluminum material. Seconded by Larry Jackson. All voted in favor and the
motion carried.
Application #19-133- 610 W. Travis – Ashley Nardiello – Enclose Garage, Replace Windows,
Alterations to Rear Structure.
Jessica Davis returned to the table as a voting member.
Anna Hudson stated the applicant is requesting approval to convert the garage to living quarters and
change garage door to translucent panel and metal door and paint brick and asbestos siding white. Replace
all aluminum windows with black vinyl windows and replace exterior doors.
The applicant would also like to relocate drive way, replace roof with new dark grey shingles, replace
front porch posts and demolish outbuilding and replace with Bungalow style cottage
Staff findings and recommendation:
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Enclosing small garages is a common request since the garage size does not fit modern vehicles. Staff
recommends conversion of the garage to living space. Previously unpainted brick should not be painted.
Bricks need to “breathe”. Staff does not recommend approval based on FBG Design Guidelines for
treatment of masonry and NPS Preservation Brief on masonry. Staff recommends approval of the
window replacement with the stipulation that aluminum replacement windows be used instead of vinyl.
The original muntin pattern should be replicated or at least the new windows should have a similar
pattern as the horizontal lines of the original windows line up with the horizontal lines of the asbestos
shingles. This recommendation is in keeping with FBG Design Guidelines and SOI Standards.
Replacement doors should be similar in style and material as original. The current front doors appears
to be original should be repair or replaced in kind. This recommendation is in keeping with FBG
Design Guidelines for doors and SOI Standards 2 and 6. Conversion of single family homes to STRs is
putting pressure to convert more lawn to parking. Parking should be screened and placed to the side or
rear of the house. This recommendation is in keeping with Parking Guidelines in the FBG Design
Guidelines.
The roof is currently shingle and the proposed change in color will not impact the integrity of the
structure. Staff recommends approval as submitted. The existing front porch posts appear to be original
and should be repaired rather than replaced. This recommendation is in keeping with SOI Standards 2
and 6. The existing guest house has the same rating as the front house unless it can be proven that it not
of the same vintage as the main house. Staff recommends the existing guest house be renovated with an
addition in lieu of demolition and replacement. This recommendation is in keeping with FBG Historic
Preservation Ordinance for demolition.
Ashley Nardiello presented the application. She would like to demolish the guesthouse and not attempt
to remodel or provide an addition.
David Bullion asked if the guesthouse has the same rating as the main house. Anna said that is correct.
David stated the Medium rating does not allow for demolition. The applicant could request a rerating of
the building.
Motion to approve Application 19-133 per staff findings for items 1-8. Seconded by Richard Laughlin.
All voted in favor and the motion carried.
Application #19-136 – 616 E. Main – City of Fredericksburg – Recommendation on Landmark
Designation.
Mike Penick recused himself and left the table.
Anna Hudson stated The City of Fredericksburg is requesting a recommendation to City Council to
designate the property as an individual landmark with a “high” rating.
A demolition permit has been submitted to the City triggering review by the HPO. Staff is currently
conducting research including interviews with previous employees who worked at the station. Anna
stated she would like to postpone action on this request as she would like to conduct more research.
James Chapman, legal counsel, presented the application. Mr. Chapman handed out a letter to HRB
4

members on behalf of his client. He stated he does not object to Staff’s Recommendation to postpone
action until she concludes her research.
Motion made by Barry Kaiser to postpone till the December meeting. Seconded by Larry Jackson. All
voted in favor and the motion carried.
DISCUSSION ITEMS
Upcoming public meeting for Design Guidelines. Anna stated she will be speaking with the consultants
regarding this meeting and she is targeting January 2020. The Board commented evening meetings
work better for them.
Brad Bertrand commented that the Development process needed some work. The process with the City
of Fredericksburg is fairly informal and a flow chart would be helpful.
Jessica Davis asked Staff what direction Council planned on taking regarding density and parking in the
Historic District.
ADJOURN
With nothing further to come before the Board, Mike Penick moved to adjourn. Jessica Davis
seconded the motion. All voted in favor and the meeting was adjourned at 6:31 p.m.
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of December 2019.

SHELBY COLLIER, COORDINATOR

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

19-56

Date:

December 10, 2019

Address:

418 W Austin

Zoning:

C1

Owner:

Z Towers REIP

Applicant:

Kevin Vinall

Rating:

High (RTHL)

Proposal:

2 story unit instead of 1 story

Request:
The applicant is providing more information previously requested of the HRB to make a
decision regarding new construction at the rear of the property. Requesting approval of
the 2 story unit (H6) in lieu of previously approved 1 story unit based on information
regarding neighboring property.
Relevant Secretary of Interior’s Standards:
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.
Fredericksburg Design Guidelines:
1. Designing new construction within the same scale, size, and massing of its
surroundings.
2. Using materials, colors, and finishes compatible to the surrounding historic structures.
3. Maintaining the same roof lines, setbacks, and street and porch orientations as its
neighbors.
4. Minimizing the visual and physical impact of parking.
Not Recommended
2. Designing a building as a style, scale, or proportions that never occurred in the area.

3. Designing the building with materials, colors, and finishes not compatible with its
neighborhood.
4. Designing new buildings with inaccurate interpretations of original styles, thus
distorting the perception of genuine historic buildings.
Case Comments:
At the November 12, 2019, HRB meeting a motion was made to approve the application
as presented, however that motion failed. The HRB needs to take action on the
application either to deny the application or approve it.
Staff recommendation:
Staff recommendation from November 12, 2019. The remainder of the project was
approved with other two story units approved. The applicant has provided more
information regarding the neighboring property that will have the greatest impact from
the new construction. The neighboring property is also an STR built near the rear
property line. Staff recommends approval of unit H6 as a two story as previously
presented.

Good Morning Anna,
Pursuant to our conversation, here is the additional information that I hope and Pray will influence the
HRB in changing their decision regarding H6. In this situation, the Board has requested that we change
our two story two-bedroom unit (herein referred to as H6) to a one-story unit. Since May when we first
showed our original drawings it has always been a two-story unit. At this particular meeting after we
conformed to all of the requests of the historical board over a 6-month time period this issue arose.
Reversal of drawings and architectural adjustments at this point will cause major financial burden to
this project.
We feel that this decision was based on lack of knowledge of the properties in regards to heights and
structure of our neighboring structures. I have attached pictures and rough sketch dimensions of what
our neighbor’s houses heights are. Our unit would be lower and in-between sizes of those structures.
Our neighbor has multiple structures. These structures have a modern contemporary appearance to
them. We have taken approximate measurements of the shortest and tallest structures that are next
to us. As seen in the pictures our proposed unit would be right in the middle of those units. I feel if the
Historic Board had these pictures and measurements that their decision would be different.
See attached
Additionally, Is there a way to make our neighbor provide coverage of their outdoor shower area. We
do not want our clients to have to look at that????
We request that you please allow Unit H6 to stay as a two-story structure and remain in compliance
with the density requirements of the city. This particular unit will be the only two bedrooms on the
property.
Thank you in advance, for your reversal of the approved requirement of Unit H6.
God Bless!

207 N Edison St Front view

207 Edison front view

Side view

Our proposed unit will be in between sizes
of our neighbors sturctures.

Not Wxactly what I want my tenants to see from their windos

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

19-133

Date:

December 10, 2019

Address:

610 W Travis

Zoning:

R1

Owner:

Ashley Nardiello

Applicant:

Ashley Nardiello

Rating:

Medium

Proposal:

paint brick, replace doors, re-rate rear structure,
construction of new residence, new fencing

Request:
The applicant is requesting approval to:
1. paint brick and asbestos siding white
2. re-rate outbuilding to allow for demolition
3. replace fencing with new 9’ fencing
4. remove front sidewalk and replace with large concrete pavers
5. replace front door
6. construct new residence behind existing house

Relevant Secretary of Interior’s Standards:
2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be
avoided.
3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural
features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a historic property shall be preserved.
6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match
the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.

Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
Relevant Fredericksburg Design Guidelines:
Parking: Recommended
1. Locating off-street parking to the rear of the site.
Doors: Recommended
1. Designing a door that is based upon historical, physical, and pictorial evidence, to
ensure the historical integrity of the building.
2. Designing doors that are simple in style and composed of compatible material.
Masonry – Paint: Not Recommended
4. Attempting to create a new appearance or false era by painting or applying a coating,
such as stucco, to a historically unpainted or treated surface.
Staff findings and recommendation:
1. The brick was painted between the time of the historic resource survey (May 2018) and
adoption of the historic district expansion (June 2019). Since the damage to the brick has
already been done by the previous owner staff recommends approval of the painting of
the brick as presented.
2. The rear structure was originally permitted in 1990 as a storage building and was later
converted to living space. It is not historic and does not contribute to the historic district.
Staff recommends approval of the re-rating to allow for demolition.
3. Privacy fences are generally 6’ tall. The proposed 9’ is excessive, especially in an R1
neighborhood. Staff recommends approval of 6’ vertical post fence.
4. The proposed large concrete rectangle pavers are trendy, but landscaping/hardscaping
such as sidewalks are not adequately addressed in the design guidelines.
5. The roof is currently shingle and the proposed change in color will not impact the
integrity of the structure. Staff recommends approval as submitted.
6. The proposed new residence is appropirate in size and massing. Parking for the new
residence and STR will need to be addressed on a site plan.

610 West Travis
Fredericksburg, TX 78624
Owners: Chris & Ashley Nardiello
Ashley_segura2002@yahoo.com
713-256-3913

We are requesting the following of the Historic Preservation Board:
1)

We request to paint the brick on the front of the home. As you can see in
the last Google Maps photo it was clearly a different color upon application
and has been painted the same color as the siding. We want to repaint all
the siding and brick white. The brick only covers <10% of the total façade. If
repainting isn’t permitted we would request to limewash the brick. This
technique lets the brick still breathe. We can gently remove debris from
brick, rinse with water, prime and limewash.

2)

We request to change the rating on the back structure to a “low rating”.
With the rating deemed “low” we want to completely demolish the back
structure and replace it with the cottage plans attached. Gillespie County
recorded the construction of the building in 1991. It was built using
hardiplank, which wasn’t invented until the 1980’s. It also doesn’t meet the
minimum 50 year threshold nor does it have obvious value in the historic
district meriting preservation. See page 2 in GCAD – Improvements.

3)

We request to remove all old fencing surrounding and dividing the
property and replace it with new, 9ft wooden privacy fencing with either
vertical or horizontal planks to be constructed in the old location.

4)

We request to demo the front sidewalk and the planters that are NOT
attached to the house. We want to replace the front sidewalk with large
square walkway pavers from porch to street as show below in photo with
white house.

5)

We request to remove the current front door and replace it with a door to
match the approved garage door. See below.

Please review the corresponding visual explanations…

PREVIOUS UNPAINTED BRICK
PRE

CURRENT PAINTED BRICK

PROPOSED PAINT COLOR

Front
walkway
pavers
being
requested
.

Photo on the
LEFT is the
current fence.
Photo on the
RIGHT is the
current fence
line.

Two photos on left
are style options
being considered.
Either vertical or
horizontal wooden
planks at 9 ft.
There is a
dilapidated cyclone
fence on the back,
right side of the
property we want to
replace with the
proposed fencing as
well.

Requesting demo of the circled planters below

Above are the previously approved garage door & the requested
corresponding front door also with frosted glass

BACK BUILDING

Hardiplank siding on back structure

Hardiplank siding on back structure

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

19-149

Date:

December 10, 2019

Address:

100-300 blocks of E Main &
100 block of W Main

Zoning:

CBD

Owner:

TxDOT

Applicant:

City of Fredericksburg – Electric Dept

Rating:

varies

Proposal:

replace current light poles and light fixtures

Request:
The applicant is requesting approval to:
1. replace light poles (installed in 1950s) with new poles with mast arm and street light
that resembles antique street lights that were previously used in Fredericksburg. The pole
is made of prestressed spun-cast concrete that is similar in appearance to local granite.
The pole will have a decorative base, a flag attachment, side walk lighting and hanging
baskets. Poles are available in different colors including black, green, brown and red.
Relevant Secretary of Interior’s Standards:
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.
FBG Design Guidelines and Historic Preservation Ordinance:
Additions:
Recommended:
1. Designing additions so that they do not destroy any significant historic material.
2. Designing additions so that they are compatible in size and scale with the original
structure.
3. Recognizing additions as products of their own time.

4. Designing additions so that they maintain historic alignments that may exist on the
street.
New Construction: Recommended
1. Designing new construction within the same scale, size, and massing of its
surroundings.
2. Using materials, colors, and finishes compatible to the surrounding historic structures.
Staff recommendation:
1. Staff has worked with the Electric Department and agrees with the approach that tries
to base the design of the new fixtures on previously used fixtures. Staff recommends
approval with the color that best replicates the look of local granite.

19-149
X
Dec 10, 2019

CBD

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

19-146

Date:

December 10, 2019

Address:

342 W Main

Zoning:

CBD

Owner:

John and Paul McRae

Applicant:

SKT Architects

Rating:

Medium

Proposal:

rehab historic stone buildings, expand current
addition, add pergolas for outdoor dining, replace
door with window, new addition on back of current
addition, new fencing and privacy walls

Request:
The applicant is requesting Conceptual Approval to:
1. repoint and clean stone structures
2. repair and repaint storefront
3. remove non-historic stairway and replace door with window to match other windows
4. enclose porch on west side addition
5. add porch to east side of addition and new addition to NE corner of existing addition
6. new outdoor seating area with pergolas, new fencing and privacy wall
Relevant Secretary of Interior’s Standards:
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.
FBG Design Guidelines and Historic Preservation Ordinance:
Additions:
Recommended:
1. Designing additions so that they do not destroy any significant historic material.

2. Designing additions so that they are compatible in size and scale with the original
structure.
3. Recognizing additions as products of their own time.
4. Designing additions so that they maintain historic alignments that may exist on the
street.
5. Preserving original entrances.
New Construction: Recommended
1. Designing new construction within the same scale, size, and massing of its
surroundings.
2. Using materials, colors, and finishes compatible to the surrounding historic structures.
3. Maintaining the same roof lines, setbacks, and street and porch orientations and as its
neighbors.
4. Minimizing the visual and physical impact of parking.
Staff recommendation:
1 & 2. The medium rated structures are in need of repair. Staff recommends approval of
repointing and cleaning in accordance with NPS Technical Briefs for Cleaning Masonry
(shared with applicant)
3. The stairs and door are not historic. The interior work will utilize an interior stair
accessed from the Main Street entrance. The new window will match other windows on
the side of the main building. Staff recommends approval.
4. The existing connector addition is not historic. Staff recommends conceptual approval
of the changes since the addition will still be offset from the facades of the stone
structures, revealing the corners of the stone structures.
5. The proposed porch on the east side and the new addition to the NE side will be
attached the existing addition and will not impact the historic structure. They are
appropriate in massing, scale, and materials. Staff recommends approval.
6. The new outdoor seating and associated pergolas and walls will not have an impact on
the historic structure. Staff recommends approval. They can be removed in the future
without harming the historic structure.

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

City of Fredericksburg
126 W Main St. FBG, TX 78264
342 West Main
Subject Property Address ________________________________

11-26-19
Date Submitted _______________

John and Paula McRae
Owner name: __________________________________________

432-553-4889
Phone # ______________________

Owner Address: _______________________________________________________________

Randy Stehling - Project Architect
830-997-0383
Authorized Applicant: __________________________________________
Phone # _____________
Applicant Signature:_________________________
Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized agent
for the owner of the property.

randy@sktarchitects.com
Applicant E-mail: _____________________________
Spring 2020
Desired Start Date:____________________
Fall 2020
Desired Completion Date:______________

Please describe the scope of work. Include: materials to be used, how the project will impact the historic structure,
and cleaning methods. How will proposed work be in keeping with the character of the property? Are there
circumstances or financial hardships which may affect compliance with the ordinance? Submit sufficient description
and support documentation so that the project can be understood without talking to you.

See attached description.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________(attach another sheet if necessary)
Attach supporting documentation including:
paint color
X color photographs X site plan
X elevations & floorplans X material specifications. Applications are incomplete without sufficient documentation.

Staff to complete
Year Built: ______

Application # ________________
Eligible for Administrative Approval Yes

No

Zoning:_______

Historic Review Board Meeting Date ___________

Application Fee $10

paid

Survey Rating:

HRB Fee $40

paid

High

Medium

Low

Staff Comments regarding Administrative Approval:

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

Project Description
Originally built as a store and residence, the 4,531 gross s.f. medium-rated complex consists of two
stone buildings (circa 1870) connected by a more recent wood-framed addition. The front porch is
believed to be enclosed between 1915-1924.
The first floor is intended to be used as a restaurant with lease space on second floor. Proposed
improvements include:
-

Repointing and cleaning stone structures
Repairing and repainting existing storefront. (Colors shown in renderings are representational
only. Exact colors to be determined and will be submitted for approval at a later date.)
Removing non-historic exterior stairway on east side and constructing new interior stairway on
east wall where it was once located.
Enclosing the porch on the connector addition. Siding will be replaced with stucco. New
windows and doors added with ample amount of glass. Add porch on east side.
Adding 200 s.f. stucco addition for building support space on NE corner of connector addition
Developing outdoor space east of building into outdoor dining courtyard and herb garden with
paved surfaces, rustic wood pergolas with climbing vegetation, and a new water feature. The
existing water well will remain and be incorporated as a design feature. A wrought iron fence
and gates will border the north and south sides of the courtyard.

Existing Conditions

View from Main Street

View from Main Street

Existing Conditions

View from Main St. / Milam Intersection

View from Milam

View from North Side of Property (Parking Area)

Existing Conditions

Proposed Improvements
Existing facade to remain.
Repair / Repaint

Remove stairs
Replace door
w/ window

New Courtyard w/
wood pergolas and
wrought iron fence

Stucco on
CMU wall

Remove existing drive.
Infill w/ sidewalk & planter

View of Facade / Courtyard Entrance from Main Street

Existing facade to remain.
Repair / Repaint

New Courtyard

Remove existing drive.
Infill with sidewalk & planter

View of Facade / Courtyard Entrance from Main Street

Proposed Improvements

New sidewalk

New raised planter

View from Main St. / Milam Intersection

Existing stone.
Repair / Clean

Existing stone.
Repair / Clean

Infill porch /
Stucco at
existing
connector

New windows
and door

New raised planter

View from Milam

Proposed Improvements

New Trees

Palisado Fence around
service porch / break area

View from North Milam

Support space addition with
parapet wall to conceal roof top
mechanical equipment
New Courtyard w/
wood pergolas and
wrought iron fence

View from Side of Property (Parking Lot)
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2002 SURVEY DATA
Property Information
2002 ID
Parcel Number
Year Built
Area

347

Address

14977

GCAD Valuation (as of 2017; where available)

1880

Year Altered

Historic District

340 W. Main

Historic District

$551,850

Yes

Recommendation
Priority
Assessment

Medium
Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has undergone alterations or
deterioration.

2002 Photo

Photo Information & Notes
Image Name
Notes

0347_2.JPG
Evers Building.

Photo References

0347_*.jpg

2002 SURVEY DATA (continued)
Property Description
Function

Domestic: Single-Family; Commerce/Trade

No of Stories

Style

not provided

Construction

Plan

not provided

Foundation

stone

Exterior Walls

wood siding

Roof

gable

Porches
Outbuildings
Alterations

awning
not provided

Windows
Doors

load-bearing masonry

double-hung wood sash
double-leaf door

addition

1983 SURVEY DATA
1983 Survey Site No
1983 Photo References

488

1983 Survey Ranking

2

2

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

2002 SURVEY DATA
Property Information
402

Address

Parcel Number

2625

GCAD Valuation (as of 2017; where available)

Year Built

1855

Year Altered

2002 ID

Area

Historic District

340 E. Main

Historic District

Yes

Recommendation
Priority
Assessment

Medium
Example of a distinctive building type or architectural style that has suffered severe alterations
or deterioration, resulting in a loss of historical integrity.

2002 Photo

Photo Information & Notes
Image Name
Notes

0402_1.JPG

Photo References

Nimitz Hotel. Steamboat shaped roof added c. 1980.

0402_*.jpg

2002 SURVEY DATA (continued)
Property Description
Function

Commerce/Trade

Style

not provided

Plan

irregular

Exterior Walls

stucco

No of Stories
Construction

stone

Roof

gable

inset

Windows

Outbuildings

shed

Doors

Alterations

wood-frame

Foundation

Porches

double-hung wood sash
single-leaf door

exterior materials

1983 SURVEY DATA
1983 Survey Site No
1983 Photo References

434

1983 Survey Ranking

3

3

Existing Roof

New Courtyard w/
wood pergolas and
wrought iron fence

Existing Facade to remain
Repair / Repaint (Colors TBD)

New Trees

Parapet
Beyond

New Shed Roof
Existing Stone
on existing
addition beyond Repair / Clean

Existing Roof

Enclosed porch
w/ new stucco wall

Existing Roof

New Windows
and Door

Existing Stone
Repair / Clean

Raised Planter
Stucco

Existing Roof
Existing Stone
Repair / Clean

Existing
Connector
Beyond

Repair / Repaint
Historic Windows
New Shed Roof
at Back Porch

Support Space Addition
with parapet wall to conceal
roof top mech. equipment

New Palisado Fence at
Service / Break Area

New Covered Porch
Replace door w/
window to match adj.
historic windows.
Patch Stone

Existing Roofs Beyond

Existing Stone
Repair / Clean

Remove
exterior stair

Repair / Repaint
Historic Windows

New windows and doors
on existing connector

Replace existing
siding w/ stucco

Support Space Addition
with parapet wall to conceal
roof top mech. equipment

New Trees

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

19-149

Date:

December 10, 2019

Address:

207 E San Antonio

Zoning:

CBD

Owner:

Janet Dagenhardt

Applicant:

Mustard Design

Rating:

High

Proposal:

construct new dining area for restaurant conversion,
rehab main house, relocate fenestration on tank
house

Request:
The applicant is requesting approval to:
1. rehabilitate main house, convert one window to door
2. rear addition to main house and remodel existing addition
3. new indoor dining area next to main house
4. reconfigure door and window of tank house
5. demo non-historic carport
Relevant Secretary of Interior’s Standards:
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural
features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.
FBG Design Guidelines and Historic Preservation Ordinance:
Additions:
Recommended:
1. Designing additions so that they do not destroy any significant historic material.
2. Designing additions so that they are compatible in size and scale with the original
structure.

3. Recognizing additions as products of their own time.
4. Designing additions so that they maintain historic alignments that may exist on the
street.
5. Preserving original entrances.
New Construction: Recommended
1. Designing new construction within the same scale, size, and massing of its
surroundings.
2. Using materials, colors, and finishes compatible to the surrounding historic structures.
3. Maintaining the same roof lines, setbacks, and street and porch orientations and as its
neighbors.
4. Minimizing the visual and physical impact of parking.
Staff recommendation:
1. The high rated house is in need of repair. The proposed repair and paint will improve
the house. Widows, roof, siding, and porch will be repaired as needed. One side window
will be converted to a door to give secondary access to the new adjacent dining area. The
window should be retained.
2. The current addition is not historic. The proposed changes will not negatively impact
the historic part of the house. Staff recommends approval based on the FBG Design
Guidelines for Additions.
3. The proposed new construction is appropriate in size and massing, however the
proposed material and roof form are not appropriate for the site or district. Staff
recommends the siding be changed from metal to a more compatible siding material. Flat
roofs are common for commercial structures in the district. A roof that slopes to the rear
instead of the side would be more appropriate. A gabled or hipped roof would be more in
keeping with the residential structures found on San Antonio Street. This
recommendation is in keeping with the FBG Design Guidelines for New Construction.
4. Tank houses are a common feature for older residences in the historic district. Many
have been adapted and now have windows and doors. The proposal to relocate a window
and door will make the structure useable, extending the longevity of the structure. Staff
recommends approval.
5. The carport is not historic and does not contribute to the historic district. Staff
recommends approval of the demolition or removal to make room for on-site parking.
This recommendation is in keeping with FBG Design Guidelines for Parking.

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

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

Subject Property Address ________________________________
207 E. San Antonio Street

Date Submitted _______________
11.27.19

West End Pizzza Company: Janet Dagenhardt
Owner name: __________________________________________

830.990.8646
Phone # ______________________

232 W. Main Street Fredericksburg, TX 78624
Owner Address: _______________________________________________________________

Authorized Applicant: __________________________________________
Phone # _____________
Andrew E. Bray, AIA on behalf of WEPC
830-997-7024
Applicant Signature:_________________________
Applicant certifies that he/she is the Owner or duly authorized agent
for the owner of the property.

Applicant E-mail: _____________________________
abray@mustarddesign.net
Desired Start Date:____________________
Spring 2020
Desired Completion Date:______________
Summer 2020

Please describe the scope of work. Include: materials to be used, how the project will impact the historic structure,
and cleaning methods. How will proposed work be in keeping with the character of the property? Are there
circumstances or financial hardships which may affect compliance with the ordinance? Submit sufficient description
and support documentation so that the project can be understood without talking to you.

The existing single story house shall remain and be utilized as a restaurant occupancy. A new single story dining and cocktail
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
lounge
structure is proposed on site adjacent to the existing house and a small addition to the rear of the existing house for the
restaurant
kitchen. The siding and wood windows shall remain and be painted, the roof shall on the existing house. Exterior
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
materials for the proposed building include cement stucco, horizontal concealed fastener metal panel siding, standing seam metal
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
roof, and stained wood decking at the exposed soffit. Please refer to the attached drawing and finish materials for additional
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
information.

__________________________________________________________________(attach another sheet if necessary)

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

Staff to complete
Year Built: ______

Application # ________________
Eligible for Administrative Approval Yes

No

Zoning:_______

Historic Review Board Meeting Date ___________

Application Fee $10

paid

Survey Rating:

HRB Fee $40

paid

High

Medium

Low

Staff Comments regarding Administrative Approval:

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

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

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

469

Address

24246

GCAD Valuation (as of 2017; where available)

1895

Year Altered

Extension of Historic District

207 E. San Antonio

Historic District

$502,950

Yes

Recommendation
Priority
Assessment

High
An outstanding, unique, or good representative example of architecture with only minor
alterations or no alterations. Outstanding decorative features contribute to the resource’s
significance.

2002 Photo

Photo Information & Notes
Image Name
Notes

0469_1.JPG

Photo References

Wood wheelchair ramp added to front façade.

0469_*.jpg

2002 SURVEY DATA (continued)
Property Description
Function

Domestic: Single-Family

Style

Queen Anne

Plan

modified L-plan

Exterior Walls
Porches
Outbuildings
Alterations

wood siding
flat

No of Stories
Construction
Foundation
Roof
Windows

not provided

Doors

wood-frame
pier and beam
gable
double-hung wood sash
original

wheelchair ramp added

1983 SURVEY DATA
1983 Survey Site No
1983 Photo References

650

1983 Survey Ranking

1.5

2

NEW CONSTRUCTION
NEW CONSTRUCTION

Recommended

New Construction, if done correctly, can make a positive
impact in a historic district, whether the district is
commercial or residential. As with all changes that must
be made to or around historic district, it is essential to
preserve the integrity and character of the area. New
construction should always respect the scale of its
surroundings while maintaining its own individuality.
However, it should not be obtrusive to the original
structures in the district. All new construction should
reinforce the visual character of the historic
neighborhood.

1. Designing new construction within the same scale,
size, and massing of its surroundings.
2. Using materials, colors, and finishes compatible to
the surrounding historic structures.
3. Maintaining the same roof lines, setbacks, and street
and porch orientations and as its neighbors.
4. Minimizing the visual and physical impact of parking.
Not Recommended

1. Removing historic site features or buildings that are
important elements to the historic area.
2. Designing a building as a style, scale, or proportions
that never occurred in the area.
3. Designing the building with materials, colors, and
finishes not compatible with its neighborhood.

Figure 70: Commercial, West Main. An example of a new
building that blends well with its environment.

4. Designing
new
buildings
with
inaccurate
interpretations of original styles, thus distorting the
perception of genuine historic buildings.
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EXISTING WATER METER TO BE
REMOVED AND NEW WATER METER
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07
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REMOVED

08

EXISTING GRANITE GRAVEL DRIVEWAY
TO REMAIN. PROVIDE ADDITIONAL
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SMOOTH

09

EXISTING PECAN TREE TO REMAIN

10

EXISTING SANITARY CLEANOUT TO
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UNDER SANITARY LINE

11
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13
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EXISTING CARPORT & COVER
STRUCTURE TO BE REMOVED

207 E. SAN ANTONIO
FREDERICKSBURG, TX 78624
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150 East Main Street, Suite 201
Fredericksburg, Texas 78624
830.997.7024
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REMAIN
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01 DEMO SITE PLAN
SCALE:

1" = 10'-0"

Drawn By:

CJ

Checked By:

AB

Approved By:

AB

Project No.
Original Issue Date:

A-003
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SITE PLAN KEY NOTES
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GRANITE GRAVEL WALK PATH
COMPACTED SMOOTH

08

NEW UTILITY POLE TO PROVIDE
SERVICE TO NEW B&B UNITS.

09

EXISTING CMU WALL TO REMAIN

10

GRANITE GRAVEL PARKING AREA

11

CONCRETE WHEEL STOPS AT EACH
PARKING SPACE, SECURE WITH
STEEL RODS INTO GRANITE GRAVEL
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W

22

12

NEW RAMP

S

29

S
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U.E.

OHE

EXISTING 1 STORY
AUGUST E's RESTAURANT

29

23

13

WATER SOFTENER LOCATED IN
CORNER OF EXISTING TANK HOUSE

27

14

REPLACE EXISTING GAS METER TO
ACCOMMODATE NEW TANKLESS
WATER HEATERS AT NEW UNITS,
REPLACE EXISTING GAS LINE IN
CRAWL SPACE AS REQUIRED.
VERIFY EXISTING AND COORDINATE
WITH ENGINEER

15

NEW 1" WATER METER . CONNECT
TO EXISTING WATER LINE TO
EXISTING HOUSE AND TO NEW
COVERED DINING

16

CONCRETE PAVING AT ACCESSIBLE
AISLE ONLY, STRIPE AS INDICATED
W/WHITE MARKING

17

EXISTING 8" UNDERGROUND
PUBLIC SANITARY SEWER LINE

18

EXISTING 8" UNDERGROUND
PUBLIC WATER LINE

19

PROPOSED 4" SANITARY SEWER
TAP TO EXISTING LINE UNDER
STREET.

20

PROPOSEDIN GROUND GREASE
INTERCEPTOR W/ TRAFFIC RATED
LIDS

21

EXISTING DRIVE

22

LANDSCAPE AREA

23

WATER LINE TO SERVE KITCHEN

24

EXISTING OVERHEAD ELECTRICAL
TO MAIN HOUSE

25

PROPOSED ACCESSIBLE ROUTE TO
PUBLIC WAY

26

SCREENED TRASH AREA WITH GATE

27

NEW UNDERGROUND ELECTRICAL
AND COMMUNICATIONS CONDUITS
TO DINING / BAR ADDITION
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FLOWER SHOP
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77% OF BUILDABLE LOT AREA

U.E.

G

3 STORIES - 38' - 0"
2 STORIES - 28'-0"

S
U.E.

12

S
U.E.

07
S
S

S

S

S

S

S

S

S

20

U.E.
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12' - 0"

9' - 0"

EXISTING WIRE
FENCE TO REMAIN

9' - 0"

18' - 6"

16

INTERIOR LANDSCAPING REQUIRED:
10 SQFT PER EACH INTERIOR PARKING SPACE (10 X 7 = 70 SQFT)
(5,276 TOTAL PAVED AREA)-(7 SPACES X400) =2,476
(2,476 -5,000 = -2,524 SQFT+130 =2,394 SQFT
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2,394 SQ FT
3,139 SQ FT

PROPERTY LINE

N 50°00'00" W 99.80'
CBD
ZONING

1 SITE PLAN
SCALE:

1" = 10'-0"

6" CONCRETE RIBBON CURB AT
PARKING AREA

29

STEEL EDGING AT GRANITE GRAVEL
PATH, TYPICAL ON EACH SIDE OF
GRANITE PATH
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NEW IRRIGATION METER

31

1" WATER LINE TO CONNECT TO
EXISTING SERVICE AND TO NEW
METER

W

ST

25

RED ARC
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U.E.

10 SPACES (1ADA VAN) ON SITE
7 SPACES PART OF REMOTE PARKING AGREEMENT

REVISIONS
NO. DATE
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DINING: 800SQFT / 15 OCC = 53 OCCUPANTS
53 OCC / 4 = 13 PARKING SPACES REQUIRED
COCKTAIL LOUNGE: 247 SQFT / 15 OCC = 16 OCCUPANTS
16 OCC / 4 = 4 PARKING SPACES REQUIRED

S

CBD
ZONING

U.E.

S

28
S

17 SPACES
17 SPACES (8 ON SITE AND 9 REMOTE UNDER PARKING AGREEMENT)

24' - 0"

S

1 SPACES PER 4 SEATS DINING AREA +
1 SPACE PER 3 PERSONS CAPACITY LOUNGE

KITCHEN
ADDITION

EXISTING
1 STORY
TANK HOUSE

S

672 SQFT EXIST. HOUSE (NO PARKING REQUIRED)
800 SQFT COVERED OUTSIDE
307 SQFT COVERED OUTSIDE

CBD
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PROPERTY LINE

ASSEMBLY A-2 (RESTAURANT)
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EXISTING CMU WALL TO
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TRASH
ENCLOSURE
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26

207 E. SAN ANTONIO
FREDERICKSBURG, TX 78624

12

18 7 5 4

AS

12

U.E.

EXISTING BUILDING,
NOT IN SCOPE

PROPOSED ADDITION

SECTION 7.820- BASIC REGULATIONS: VEHICLE PARKING/LOADING UNLOADING
THERE SHALL BE NO OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENT FOR ANY USE OCCUPYING A HISTORIC STRUCTURE AS
DEFINED AND LISTED SITE IN THE FREDERICKSBURG HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY. EXPANSIONS AND
ENLARGEMENTS SHLL BE SUBJECT TO ALL PROVISIONS OF SECTION 7.800

INTERIOR LANDSCAPING REQUIRED:
INTERIOR LANDSCAPING PROVIDED:

07

U.E.

W

REQUIRED PARKING SPACES:

TOTAL PARKING REQUIRED:
TOTAL PARKING PROVIDED

NEW FLAGSTONE SIDEWALK WITH
6" CONCRETE EDGE ON EACH SIDE

WEST END PIZZA CO.

U.E.

GRANITE GRAVEL,
REFER TO KEYED NOTES
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MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE BUILDING HEIGHT:
MAXIMUM PROPOSED BUILDING HEIGHT:

SPACES PROVIDED
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SITE PLAN NOTES

TOTAL COCKTAIL LOUNGE AREA

CONCRETE SIDEWALK, 5'-0" WIDTH.
PROVIDE CURB RAMP WITH
CONTRASTING COLOR AND
TEXTURE AT DRIVE LOCATION TO
COMPLY WITH ADA REQUIREMENTS
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IMPERVIOUS COVERAGE:
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EXISTING CONCRETE SIDEWALK
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150 East Main Street, Suite 201
Fredericksburg, Texas 78624
830.997.7024
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PROPOSED PROJECT IS FOR A RESTAURANT USE. THE EXISTING 1 STORY
UNIT SHALL BE RENOVATED AND A SINGLE STORY OUTDOOR COVERED
DINING AREA WITH BAR CONSTRUCTED.
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SETBACKS:
FRONT YARD:
STREET SIDE YARD:
INTERIOR SIDE YARD:
REAR SIDE YARD:

EXISTING DRIVE CURB CUT TO
REMAIN. SIDWALK ACROSS DRIVE
SHALL COMPLY WITH ADA
REQUIREMENTS

17

PROVIDE PROTECTION FOR EXISTING TREES AS REQUIRED. TREE TRUNK
PROJECTION SHALL BE INSTALLED AS REQUIRED WHERE CONSTRUCTON
OCCURS WITHIN DRIP LINE OF TREE.

MIN. ALLOWABLE LOT AREA:
TOTAL LOT AREA:
TOTAL BUILDABLE AREA:
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S

OHE

SAN ANTONIO STREET

EXISTING TREE SPECIES HAVE BEEN INDICATED

ZONED:
PROPOSED USE:

EXISTING CONCRETE CURB TO
REMAIN

S

OHE

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:
ALL OF LOT NO 3 OF THE WM. MOELLER'S ADDITION TO THE CITY OF
FREDERICKSBURG, GILLESPIE COUNTY, TEXAS AS SHOWN ON PLAT
RECORD IN VOLUME 15, PAGE 64 OF THE DEED RECORDS OF GILLESPIE
COUNTY, TEXAS
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EAST ELEVATION
Existing door to be
removed and
relocated to the
south elevation

Existing block to
be painted
Color: White

EXISTING TANK HOUSE
existing block structure with metal roof

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

SOUTH ELEVATION

Existing window to be
removed and existing
opening prepped for
relocated door

Existing block to
be painted
Color: White

EXISTING TANK HOUSE
existing block structure with metal roof

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

WEST ELEVATION
Repair existing trim as
required. Prime and
paint
Color: Charcoal Gray

Existing block to
be painted
Color: White

EXISTING TANK HOUSE
existing block structure with metal roof

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

NORTH ELEVATION
Repair existing trim as
required. Prime and
paint
Color: Charcoal Gray

Existing block to
be painted
Color: White

EXISTING TANK HOUSE
existing block structure with metal roof

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

EXISTING CARPORT – PROPSED TO BE REMOVED
existing steel frame with metal panel roof

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

EXISTING CARPORT – PROPSED TO BE REMOVED
existing steel frame with metal panel roof

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

NORTH ELEVATION

Repair existing standing seam roof
as required. Prime and paint
Color: Red, similar to existing
Repair existing trim as required.
Prime and paint
Color: Charcoal Gray
Existing wood windows to remain,
repair as required, prime and paint
Color: White
Existing wood siding to remain,
repair as required, prime and paint
Color: White
Existing shrubs to be removed
Existing entry door to remain and
repaired as required, stained and
sealed
Color: Clear

EXISTING MAIN HOUSE
Wood framed single story structure

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

EAST ELEVATION 01

Repair existing standing seam roof
as required. Prime and paint
Color: Red, similar to existing
Repair existing trim as required.
Prime and paint
Color: Charcoal Gray
Remove existing window, prep
opening to receive a new wood
door with glass lite
Existing wood siding to remain,
repair as required, prime and paint
Color: White
Repair existing trim as required.
Prime and paint
Color: Charcoal Gray

EXISTING MAIN HOUSE
Wood framed single story structure

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

EAST ELEVATION 01A

Addition done between 2006/2008

Original 1895 Construction

Remove existing antenna

Extend existing low gable roof over
proposed addition
Remove existing cement board and
batten siding and prep wall for new
addition
Remove existing sanitary vent
stack

Remove existing condensing unit

Repair existing trim as required.
Prime and paint
Color: Charcoal Gray

EXISTING MAIN HOUSE
Wood framed single story structure

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

SOUTH ELEVATION

Repair existing standing seam roof
as required. Prime and paint
Color: Red, similar to existing
Repair existing trim as required.
Prime and paint
Color: Charcoal Gray
Existing wood siding to remain,
repair as required, prime and paint
Color: White
Remove existing cement board and
batten siding, existing metal door,
vinyl clad windows and wood steps.
Prep for new addition
Existing tank house to remain, see
notes on tank house

Remove existing antenna and
satellite dish

EXISTING MAIN HOUSE
Wood framed single story structure

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

SOUTH ELEVATION

Original 1895 Construction of single
story structure

2006/2008 Construction of single
story addition. This area is the
proposed location for the addition

EXISTING MAIN HOUSE
Wood framed single story structure

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

WEST ELEVATION

Repair existing standing seam roof
as required. Prime and paint
Color: Red, similar to existing
Repair existing trim as required.
Prime and paint
Color: Charcoal Gray
Existing wood siding to remain,
repair as required, prime and paint
Color: White

Existing wood windows to remain,
repair as required, prime and paint
Color: White

EXISTING MAIN HOUSE
Wood framed single story structure

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

Pre‐finished standing seam
metal roof
Aluminum clad wood
window
Cement stucco
Concealed
fastener horizontal
rib metal panel

Steel frame canopy with
standing seam metal roof
Stone veneer screen wall

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION
Concept Street View along E. San Antonio Street

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

Metal Panel
MBCI Masterline 16
Concealed fastener panel
Color: Charcoal Grey

Stucco
Smooth sand texture
Color: Buff to warm cream

Wood soffit on addition
Western Red Cedar, T&G Decking
Color: Clear Sealed

Windows on Cocktail Addition
Clad Wood Window Metal
Color: Black

Existing House:

Horizontal wood siding
Exterior window frame
Trim

Metal Roof
Standing Seam Metal Roof
Pre‐Finished Kynar coated
Color: Slate Grey

Stone Veneer on addtion
Limestone
Color: Buff to grey blend

Existing House:
Soffit Trim
Benjamin Moore
Color: Iron Mountain

Benjamin Moore
Color: White Dove

PROPOSED ADDITION AND RENOVATION
Exterior Finish Selections

WEST END PIZZA CO.
207 E. San Antonio Street

Fredericksburg Historic Review Board
Application Information
Application Number:

19-136

Date:

December 10, 2019

Address:

616 E Main

Zoning:

C2

Owner:

Penick R&C LP

Applicant:

City of Fredericksburg

Rating:

not previously surveyed

Proposed Modifications:

Recommendation for historic landmark designation

Request:
The applicant is requesting a recommendation to City Council to designate the property
as an individual landmark with a “high” rating.
Staff Recommendation/Findings:
A demolition permit has been submitted to the City triggering review by the HPO.
Threatened Resource Type:
Main Street was once full of filling stations. Many stations required removal of old stone
homes and other older buildings. The older, smaller stations might seem to be hard to
repurpose, but across the country there are numerous examples of successful adaptive
reuses of these buildings. In 2017, Preservation Texas listed historic gas stations as a
statewide Most Endangered resource. The City of San Antonio has joined with the San
Antonio Conservation Society to survey gas stations across the city and has landmarked
several. Texas Department of Transportation issued Historical Studies Report No. 200303 with a 2016 update called “A Field Guide to Gas Stations in Texas.” This report has a
company branding guide that allows users to see common features for each oil and gas
brand that operated stations in Texas. (Multiple pages from this report are included in the
exhibits.)
Gulf Oil History:
Gulf Oil Company began in 1901 with the discovery of oil in Spindletop, Texas. Gulf’s
first gas station was built in 1913 in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. In Texas, many of the
earliest Gulf stations were associated with other auto-related businesses and operated
from the curbside. Gulf became one of the largest oil and gas companies in Texas and
operated stations in most of the state’s large cities. Historic photos of the Gulf station at
616 E Main shows that it was built with the Oblong Box with Canopy called and
“icebox” that was commonly used after 1937. Station operators (such as Mr. Weber) and

station owners (such as the Ottmers) were required to adhere to Gulf marketing and
changes to the building were dictated by Gulf. Gulf Oil was bought by Chevron in 1984.
Building/Business History:
The former gas station at 616 E Main Street was built in the early 1960s as a Gulf Oil
Station. Walter Ottmers was the local Gulf Distributor and obtained the lease rights to the
property from Gulf Oil Corporation in 1961 through 1976. It was originally operated by
Max Wahl and was referred to in advertisements as Max Wahl’s Gulf in South Heights.
In November of 1965 Wallace Ottmers took over distribution of Gulf Oil Products from
his father Walter. At the same time Werner Weber took over operation of this station and
it became known as Weber Gulf. Mr. Weber claims to be the first gas station in town that
sold ice. Like many other stations he catered to deer hunters. The station also had an early
car wash and Mr. Weber would even wash President Johnson’s limousine while he was
visting Fredericksburg.
Architectural Details:
The minimal stylistic detailing and an emphasis on the horizontal suggest a restrain
Modern or International Stylistic influences. The sloping eves and rounded corners and
edges along with white porcelain enamel panels over most of the exterior. Metal poles to
support the canopy, multiple service bays are all Gulf signature features for stations built
between 1937-1964. The building was updated from its original style in the late 1960s
with the addition of a Self-Serve island and Car Wash (both of which have been
removed). A 1982 advertisement with photo shows a canopy with squared corners and
edges which was more in keeping with the 1960’s-1975 Gulf style. The gabled canopy is
the most obvious change to the structure and took place after the current owner purchased
it. The building today retains enough integrity to convey its significance as midcentury
gas station. The building retains an association with automobiles in its current use as a
car dealership.
CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION:
Staff finds the property meets 5 of the 8 criteria used to evaluate historic significance:
Section 23-58 Designation of historic districts, historic landmarks and preservation
priority rating: The city council shall affirmatively find that the area has one or more of
the following characteristics:
a.

c.

Character, interest, or value as a part of the development, heritage, or
cultural characteristics of the city; speaks to the height in popularity of carrelated services along Main Street. Filling stations became prominent and
common along corners of Main Street.
Embodiment of distinctive characteristics of an architectural type or
specimen; The distinctive Gulf Oil Company features remain making it easily
identifiable as a 1960’s Gulf station.

d.

e.

h.

Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites, districts, or structures which
are historically significant; Excellent example of distinctive 1960’s stations
remain in the City limits, especially with such high integrity. While gas station
were found on every corner of Main Street today very few remain intact.
Unique location of singular physical characteristics representing an
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community or the
city; It has long been a landmark along Main Street. This location in South
Heights represented the eastern city limit of Fredericksburg for many years and
was seen as an entry point to town.
Value as protective of a historical resource. While many historic homes were
lost along Main Street due to the rise in popularity of filling and gas stations, the
best examples of the change to a car-centric society should be preserved to help
tell the story of the evolution of both pre and post car-centric development
patterns. Across the country former filling stations have been successfully
converted to new uses allowing the architectural features to be retained while
providing space for new businesses.

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

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

616 E Main
Subject Property Address ________________________________

October 25, 2019
Date Submitted _______________

SOUTH HGTS BLK 29 LOT 3-PT,4-PT & 5-PT
Legal Description: __________________________________________
Former Weber Gulf Filling Station
Proposed landmark/common name: ____________________________________________________

PENICK R & C LP C/O JIMMY PENICK
Owner name: __________________________________________

Phone # ______________________

240 W MAIN
Owner Address: _______________________________________________________________
City of Fredericksburg
Applicant Name (if different than owner) :_________________________

Phone # ____________________

ahudson@fbgtx.org
Applicant E-mail: _____________________________

Provide a description of the architecture of the structure/building, property history, including any people or events
associated with the property if applicable, references/sources for your research. The Historic Review Board
recommends landmark status to City Council on the basis of historical, architectural, and cultural significance as
described in Sec. 23-58. - Designation of historic districts, historic landmarks, and preservation priority rating.
Please provide a Statement of Significance for why the property meets the criteria as outlined in the Historic
Preservation Ordinance, as indicated above.
A. speaks to the height in popularity of car-related services along Main Street. Filling stations became prominent and common along corners of Main Street.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
C. The distinctive Gulf Oil Company features remain making it easily identifiable as a 1960’s Gulf station
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
D. Best example of distinctive1960’s stations remain in the City limits, especially with such high integrity.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
E. It has long been a landmark along Main Street, especially in the South Heights neighborhood.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________________________
Describe any appurtenances on the property and their age/significance (such as windmill or tank house)
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________(attach another sheet if necessary)
H. While many historic homes were lost along Main Street due to the rise in popularity of filling and gas stations, the best examples of the change to a car-centric society should be preserved to help tell the story of the evolution of both pre and post car-centric development patterns.

Attach supporting documentation including:

✔ newspaper articles

✔ color photographs

architectural drawings

✔ other relevant research

Staff to complete
19-136
Application # ________________

Owner in support of designation

Year Built: ________
Yes

No

11/12/2019
Historic Review Board Meeting Date ___________

City Council Meeting Date___________________

C2
Zoning:_______

HRB Action ____________________
City Council Action ______________
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Former Gulf Gas Station
616 E Main

• The former Gulf Gas Station 1961‐1984 (later
Chevron) Gas station at 616 E Main
• Walter Ottmers obtained Gulf Lease in Dec 1961

1

12/6/2019

2

12/6/2019

Ottmers Gulf
• Walter Ottmers was Gulf
Distributor
• Headquartered on E. Park
• Wallace Ottmers took over
distribution Nov 1, 1965
• Wallace purchased 616 E Main
from Gulf 1977

• Operated as a Gulf Station by Max Wahl
then Werner Weber in Nov of 1965.
• Has operated a car dealership after gas
station
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David Weber at Weber Gulf 1968

4
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1982 advertisement in Radio Post

6
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• Current owner purchased in 1995 and
subsequently modified the canopy to a gable
• Has operated a different used car dealerships since

7
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2017 Most Endangered Resource

9
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1977 advertisement in
Fredericksburg Standard listing
most gas stations

16 Stations in 1977
7 still standing in 2019

Adaptive Use of old stations
• https://vincemichael.com/2018/02/07/gas‐station‐
demolish‐opportunity/

10
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CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION:
Section 23‐58 Designation of historic districts, historic
landmarks and preservation priority rating: The city
council shall affirmatively find that the area has one or
more of the following characteristics:
a.
Character, interest, or value as a part of the development,
heritage, or
cultural characteristics of the city; speaks to the height
in popularity of car‐
related services along Main Street. Filling
stations became prominent and
common along corners of Main
Street.
c.
Embodiment of distinctive characteristics of an architectural
type or specimen; The distinctive Gulf Oil Company features remain making
it easily identifiable as a 1960’s Gulf station.
d.
Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites, districts, or
structures which are historically significant; Excellent example of
distinctive 1960’s stations remain in the City limits, especially with such
high integrity. While gas station were found on every corner of Main Street
today very few remain intact.

11

12/6/2019

e.
Unique location of singular physical characteristics
representing an established and familiar visual feature of
a neighborhood, community or the city; It has long been a
landmark along Main Street. This location in South Heights
represented the eastern city limit of Fredericksburg for
many years and was seen as an entry point to town.
h.
Value as protective of a historical resource. While
many historic homes were lost along Main Street due to
the rise in popularity of filling and gas stations, the best
examples of the change to a car‐centric society should be
preserved to help tell the story of the evolution of both pre
and post car‐centric development patterns. Across the
country former filling stations have been successfully
converted to new uses allowing the architectural features
to be retained while providing space for new businesses.
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Historic Gas Stations Statewide

About (http://www.preservationtexas.org/about-preservation-texas/)
Choose Another Year
Get Involved (http://www.preservationtexas.org/get-involved/)
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The 2017 List
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+
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| Map data
(c)OpenStreetMap (https://openstreetmap.org)
Leaflet (http://leafletjs.com)

Historic Gas
Stations Statewide
Pictured is the old petrified wood gas station at 1738 CR 312, Glen Rose (Somervell County)
The early and mid-20th century construction of gas stations has left a legacy of distinctive
yet modest roadside architecture throughout Texas. Changing demographics, economics and
transportation needs have resulted in the closure and demolition of many early examples of
this building type, and too many are abandoned or poorly maintained eyesores.
Fortunately, because of their prominent locations, durable construction and modest scale,
historic gas stations are ideal for adaptive use. Successful examples across Texas include
conversions ranging from coffee shops and restaurants to visitor centers and roadside
museums.

Historic Dams Statewide
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
dams/)
Historic Barns Statewide
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
barns/)
Lions Municipal Golf Course
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
municipal-golf-course/)
Austin State Hospital
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
state-hospital/)
Fair Park
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
park/)
Amarillo Helium Plant
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
helium-plant/)

The Texas Department of Transportation recently updated A Field Guide to Gas Stations in
Texas
(http://www.thc.texas.gov/public/upload/preserve/survey/highway/TxDOT%20Field%20Guide%20to%20Gas%20Stations%20in%20TX%202016.pdf
1924 Democratic Primary Polling Place
(2016), originally published in 2003. The field guide discusses architectural styles, tools for
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
el-paso-fire-station-no-5/)
assessing integrity and approaches to National Register designation of historic gas stations.
Historic designation opens up the possibility of state and federal tax credits as incentives to
Fort Brown Earthworks
their rehabilitation and adaptive use. The National Park Service’s Preservation Brief 46: The
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
Preservation and Reuse of Historic Gas Stations (https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-tobrown-earthworks/)
preserve/briefs/46-gas-stations.htm) provides guidance on maintenance, repair and
rehabilitation standards that meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards.
At the local level, the San Antonio Conservation Society and City of San Antonio have
completed a survey of historic gas stations and supported local historic designation for many
of them. The Texas Historical Commission’s recent historic resource surveys of the
Bankhead Highway (http://www.thc.texas.gov/content/bankhead-highway) and the Meridian
Highway (http://www.thc.texas.gov/meridian) include documentation of gas stations along
those important roads.
One of the major obstacles to the adaptive use of historic gas stations is the cost of mitigating
the environmental damage resulting from the long-term impacts of the presence of
petroleum products, chemicals and rusting below-ground tanks. The reinstatement of a

1884 Whipple Truss Bridge
(http://www.preservationtexas.org/endangered
whipple-truss-bridge/)
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Foreword
In 2003, W. Dwayne Jones prepared the original A Field Guide to Gas Stations in Texas under a work authorization
issued to Knight & Associates. Since then, the field guide has been a valuable tool to help professionals in the
field of cultural resource management understand this distinctive building form and evaluate significance and
integrity for NRHP-eligibility assessments. Moreover, the general public has embraced the field guide, and it
appears frequently in internet search engines referring to gas stations and oil companies.
The field guide marked a departure from the kind of historic architectural style guide most people typically use.
However, it also reflects still-evolving scholarship in the fields of architectural history and preservation, and it
promotes a greater understanding and appreciation of the diverse historic built-environment that defines our
collective landscape. Gas stations are an ubiquitous building type that has left an indelible mark along highways
and urban roadways, yet the fundamental design and physical attributes of this form have enabled these buildings to be adapted to a myriad of new uses and functions. They remain an important and highly visible aspect of
our historic architectural fabric.
Additional surveys and studies, many sponsored by TxDOT in support of proposed transportation projects, have
identified new forms and types that warrant an update to the field guide. Other important and recently completed studies, such as historic resources surveys along the Bankhead and Meridian highways under the Texas
Historical Commission’s (THC) Historic Highway program, afforded additional opportunities to identify and analyze these kinds of resources and their locations within a roadside-related context.
The updated field guide incorporates new features, including a company branding guide that provides graphic
clues to identify, categorize, and evaluate gas stations. Phillips 66, for example, introduced its distinctive New
Look design in 1960, which relied on the very modern upturned triangular canopies, sometimes referred to as
batwings by many gas station enthusiasts. Sinclair’s gas stations from the 1930s featured stuccoed exterior and
Mission-style pent roofs to create an easily recognizable building form that has endured for over three-quarters
of a century.
Another important addition to the field guide is a new matrix that visually explores the evolution of gas stations
by major oil companies over time. This table is adapted from information in the historic resources surveys for the
Meridian and Bankhead highways, and shows common forms and architectural trends over time. The matrix also
showcases the evolution of the retail gas station industry and new design aesthetics intended to make gas stations stand out along roadsides in some eras, but later made to blend in with surrounding residential areas in
other years and periods. These contrasting approaches showcase the dynamic quality of, and shifting attitudes
toward, roadside architecture over time.
Finally, the updated guide expands upon the registration requirements to help cultural resource management
professionals better understand significance and assess integrity for National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
evaluations by TxDOT.
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1. Introduction
This field guide explores a building type that has been

what roads were available at the time. The open-air

referred to by popular names such as filling station

vehicle reportedly frightened horses, cattle, and

(approximately 1910–1920), gasoline or gas station

humans alike as it chugged across the dusty roads of

(1920–1940), or service station (meaning a place

North Texas in its initial thirty-mile, five-hour adven-

where a variety of automobile services are provided,

ture to Dallas. By 1910, Texas reported some 14,286

1920 to the post-1970 era). The evolution of the term

vehicles operating in 180 counties; however, it was

reflects the gradual expansion of a commercial enter-

the Model T, introduced in 1908 by Henry Ford of

prise, from the curbside distribution of fuel in a crude

Michigan, that made the automobile affordable to

and rudimentary process along every town’s main

the general public and not just to the elite and afflu-

street, to a sophisticated corporate distribution pro-

ent. Texas farmers, for example, could afford to pur-

gram that offered a branded product along an inter-

chase the Model T, learn to repair it, and make it

state highway system. The development of the gas

function regularly to deliver farm products to

station also evolved from a simple and common

market.

building form to a complex building form during the

In 1913, Ford Motor Company opened its Southwest

20th century, attracting the attention of major indus-

Assembly Plant in Dallas, where it continued a manu-

trial designers and architects. Despite the commonal-

facturing presence through most of the 20th century.

ity of the property type, specific forms and styles

Other automobile makes and models also appeared

arose during progressive time periods, in different

in Texas. The Nash, Studebaker, Dodge, Hupmobile,

areas of the country, and evolved through the corpo-

and Cadillac were a few of the more common auto-

rate design influence of a number of oil and gas

mobile makes or models. A special automobile,

companies.

labeled The Texan and manufactured in Fort Worth,

Gas Stations in Texas

reflected the state’s pride of name. Affinity clubs
formed in the state to promote the recreational use

The architecture and design of stations as described

of automobiles, as well as the sport of driving and

and defined in this guide share some common char-

repair of autos.

acteristics that are helpful in understanding the historic and architectural context of this building type in
Texas.

Texas gas stations follow the development of
the automobile and its cultural uses and
technological advancements.
The first automobile in Texas arrived by railroad in
Terrell, about 1899. Colonel E.H.R. Green, of Dallas,

Figure 1-1. This example of Henry Ford’s Model T was
photographed in 1910 in Tivoli, Texas.

took delivery of this modern machine and drove on
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2. Looking at Gas Stations
How to Use the Field Guide
This field guide provides assistance for investigators

fabric to determine original influences and to assess

of Texas roadside architecture, specifically gas sta-

integrity and significance. The investigator may liter-

tions. The study of commercial architecture, as this

ally take this publication on a roadside trip, stop in

subject is sometimes known, is a process using his-

front of a station, and flip through the guide to find

torical documents combined with the examination of

appropriate influences evident at the site. It is a guide

layers of physical alterations to reveal original road-

for the field investigator.

side buildings.

This publication provides general guidance, both

Gas stations, like many building types of commercial

visual and historical, to aid the investigator. It is lim-

and roadside industries, often underwent alterations

ited by the complexity of gas stations, invariably indi-

or changes over time. In some extant examples,

vidual or local interpretations of a building form or

buildings may no longer reflect original corporate or

design, and the inherent difficulty in dating the very

independent design intentions, signage may be long

fluid cultural, business, or marketing changes

removed, or site plan characteristics may be signifi-

expressed over time. Thus, this field guide should be

cantly altered. The investigator must examine layers

used with care and allow for the inevitable opportu-

of change or extrapolate from the existing site or

nity for special cases.

Figure 2-1. This is a well-preserved Texaco gas station based on plans developed by noted industrial designer Walter Teague.
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Architectural Styles and Influences
Bungalow/Craftsman
• Residential appearance
• Side or front gable roof
• Residential appearance with gabled or hipped roof
• Boxed or tapered columns
• Exposed rafter ends
• Brick with wood trim
• Stucco with wood trim
Figure 2-2. This 1920s Texas Company gas station (location
unknown) is an example of the Bungalow/Craftsman style.

Spanish Eclectic/Mission
• Tile roof and/or pent roof elements
• Stucco finish
• Hipped roof or complex roof form
• Square columns
• Raised parapet, often curvilinear or gabled

Figure 2-3. This Magnolia station in San Antonio features
a stucco finish and tiled roof that exemplifies the Spanish
Eclectic/Mission style, which was popular during the 1930s.

Colonial Revival
• Decorative roof ornament, often balustrade with
square balusters/diamond patterns
• Wood frame siding, occasionally red brick
• Residential appearance
• Hipped roof
• Flat roof
Figure 2-4. This example of the Colonial Revival style is a
1920s Texas Company station that was once located in Dallas.

2-2

Architectural Styles and Influences
Tudor Revival
• Steeply pitched roof
• Chimney, usually on the principal facade
• Residential appearance
• Arched doorway and sometimes arched windows
• Brick veneer

Figure 2-5. The Tudor Revival style is shown in this 1950
Conoco gas station, located in Dalhart, Texas.

Art Deco
• Decorative ornamentation, sometimes
polychromatic
• Ridged surfaces or fluting
• Raised band and column elements
• Angular surfaces using geometric patterns
• Stucco fiinish
• Porcelain enamel paneled exterior
Figure 2-6. Ridged surfaces are a typical feature of Art Deco
stations, as seen in this 1936 Conoco station on Route 66 in
Shamrock, Texas.

Streamlined (Moderne)
• Stucco finish
• Porcelain enamel paneled exterior
• Raised parapet, often curvilinear
• Coping along parapet
• Clean, crisp edges sometimes resembling a
pilaster
• Rounded corners

Figure 2-7. This gas station, located in Austin, demonstrates
the Streamlined (Moderne) style, featuring rounded corners
and bands below the roofline.

• Flat roof
• Bands below roofline
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Architectural Styles and Influences
Modern
• General term for non-traditional architectural
influences
• Clean, smooth surfaces
• Porcelain, steel exterior
• Devoid of ornamentation
• Large glass windows
• Minimal exposed structure
Figure 2-8. Although this building was in Illinois, it illustrates
how gas station designs embraced the clean lines and
smooth finishes that characterized the Modern style.

Ranch
• Large, low-pitched roof (usually gable in form)
• Stone or brick veneer
• Large plate glass windows, often angled
• Residential in appearance

Figure 2-9. This Shell gas station (location unknown) features
the low-pitched roof and stone veneer typical of the Ranch
design.
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Architectural Styles and Influences
International
• Exposed structural elements
• Steel sometimes interspersed with brick
• Large expanses of glass
• Devoid of ornamentation
• Tinted glass
• Smooth, clean architectural lines

Figure 2-10. In 1966, Eliot Noyes developed this design for
Mobil gas stations, employing the International influence.

Mimetic or Programmatic
• Freeform appearance
• Creative design that may mimic other
building types
• Diverse materials, sometimes using a combination
of materials
• Strong visual elements that draw attention
• Complex roof and architectural elements
Figure 2-11. This 1950s gas station, once located in
Texarkana, is an example of the programmatic influence
common to independently owned gas stations.

Mimetic architecture refers to a building
design or form that places its emphasis on
mimicking an object or theme to attract
attention to a roadside business. Independent
gas station operators sometimes used
mimetic designs as a marketing gimmick.
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Gas Station Components

Gas Station 1910–1930
House with Canopy

Hipped Roof
Hipped Roof
Hipped Roof

Canopy
Canopy
Canopy
Pump
Pump
Pump
Island
Island
Island

Gas Station 1920–1940
Box with Canopy

Exposed Rafters
Exposed Rafters
Exposed Rafters

Flat Roof
Flat Roof
Flat Roof

Box Columns
Box Columns
Box Columns

Sales and Service Area
Sales and Service Area
Sales and Service Area

Gas Station 1930–c.1970
Oblong Box with Canopy

Parapet
Parapet
Parapet

Canopy
Canopy
Canopy

Signage
Signage
Signage
Sales and Display
Sales and Display
Sales and Display
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Service Bays
Service Bays
Service Bays

Gas Station Building Forms

Drive-up or Curbside

Shed

One-Part Commercial Block

Two-Part Commercial Block

House

House with Canopy

Ranch House

Ranch House with Canopy

Oblong Box with Drum

Hexagonal
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Gas Station Building Forms

Booth

Canopy with Booth

Small Box

Small Box with Canopy

Oblong Box

Oblong Box with Canopy

Box and Canopy

Canopy over Box

2-8

3. Drive-Up Gas Stations
1910 – 1920

Early automobile owners in Texas typically obtained
fuel through local wholesale distributors associated
with automobile-related businesses. These businesses distributed gasoline, a by-product of kerosene, often purchased at livery and dry goods stores

Figure 3-1. This Texaco station is an example of the early
drive-up filling stations and was located in Houston.

in crude containers that allowed the product to be
funneled into automobile tanks. Wholesalers, sometimes with horse drawn tank wagons, carried gaso-

a dichotomy between designs in urban and rural

line to needy customers wherever they might be

areas, as the latter continued for several more

located. Stationary gasoline stations or pumps were

decades.

not necessary or even preferred by automobile own-

In Texas, gasoline and automotive care products

ers in this early period. The initial offering of fuel for

appeared as early as 1910 in the larger cities. San

the emerging automobile owner began in an orga-

Antonio, for example, offered approximately 10 oil

nized and permanent station form about 1910, and is

and refining companies with gasoline products and

referred to as the drive-up period.

stations. Among these were The Texas Company,

In 1907, Standard Oil of California introduced the first

Waters-Pierce Oil Company, Gulf Refining Company,

gasoline drive-up station at its Seattle kerosene refin-

and several local distributors, such as the Dixie Oil

ery. Crude hoses carried the product to queued auto-

Company and Alamo Oil and Refining Company. Early

mobiles awaiting service. This concept developed

photographs of the drive-up gas stations show the

into curbside service with underground tanks and

automobile owner driving up by a large pump, often

above-ground pumps set along an urban street curb

adjacent to another business. Automobile dealer-

or rural road. About 1913, Gulf Refining Company

ships and small gasoline companies offered addi-

introduced the first full-service filling station in Pitts-

tional services as a means of securing customers,

burgh, Pennsylvania, in a brick, pagoda-like station

typically: lubrication; minor repairs to the automobile

and offered free air, water, restrooms, and a lighted

body; replacement of springs or hoses; tire replace-

sign. The station cast a large, cantilevered canopy

ment or repair; and air and water. Most of these sta-

over multiple above-ground pumps, allowing access

tions relied on customer self-service in crude but

from a number of different directions at one time.

functional facilities with tall gasoline pumps that

Contrary to the curbside pumps without canopies,

matched the noisy, clumsy automobiles of the period.

the early Gulf station allowed for a fill-up even in

By the end of the decade, more than 200 gasoline

inclement weather. Prior to 1915, however, few auto-

companies existed nationwide, giving rise to the

mobiles were covered, so little automobile travel

development of new stations that projected a corpo-

occurred in poor weather conditions and thus cano-

rate image. Among the earliest corporate-designed

pies were not necessary. Curbside or drive-up filling

stations in Texas was the Texas Company, which intro-

stations were found in urban and rural areas alike.

duced a Spanish Eclectic (Type A) style gas station in

After 1919, urban fire safety codes and ordinances

1918. Humble, Magnolia and Gulf soon followed,

forced some curbside gas stations to close. This began

introducing their own designs.
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Gulf

1910 – 1920
Form: Hexagonal Box

The Gulf Oil Company (or Gulf Refining Company)
began in 1901 with the discovery of oil in Spindletop,
Texas, near Beaumont. Financed primarily by Andrew
Mellon, Gulf’s oil fields were well-established in West
Texas, with relatively few fields in the continental
United States. Gulf is credited with the first gas station in a small retail establishment in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, in 1913. This station was built for the
purpose of selling and distributing gasoline to automobiles in an off-street location.
In Texas, many of the earliest Gulf stations were associated with other auto-related businesses and operated from the curbside.

Figure 3-3. This was Gulf’s first gas station, which was
constructed in 1913 in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

Amarillo

Lubbock

El Paso

Midland

Abilene

Dallas

Tyler

Austin
San Antonio

Houston

Beaumont/
Port Arthur

Identifying Features:
Corpus Christi

• Octagonal hipped roof with tile and broad eaves

Brownsville

• Dark red brick exterior finish
• Single-door entrance with transom

Figure 3-2. Approximate distribution of Gulf gas stations in
the 1910s shown in gray.

• Massive brackets
• Cupola and flag pole crown building
• Spanish Eclectic influence
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4. Full Service/Corporate Identification Gas Stations
1920 – 1930

Hundreds of gas stations began to appear across the
country during this decade. Efforts to distinguish
between competing stations introduced distinctive
buildings, generally with canopies projecting toward
the highway or street and covering gasoline pumps.
Amenities also began to appear, including vending
Figure 4-1. Detail of a 1922 advertisement in the San Antonio
Light announcing a new Gulf Gas Station at Main and San
Pedro Streets.

machines and water fountains. Service attendants
wiped windshields, checked oil and water, and provided curb service. Larger specialized service bays,

became inappropriate to residential neighborhoods.

attached to the basic building form, became popular

This introduced many street corners to commercial

by the end of the decade. Sometimes referred to as

uses that still remain, due to grandfathered zoning

lubritoriums, these eventually became full-service

classifications.

repair and maintenance centers for automobile owners. Building owners in urban areas began to incorpo-

This period also saw the introduction of gasoline pumps

rate service stations into corner commercial blocks,

designed with attention given to their appearance.

sometimes adapted to the site and other times

Major gasoline pump companies designed above-

designed for the site. Corner commercial block build-

ground pumps that were lighted at night and advertised

ings allowed a drive-through area that covered gas

the company. By 1925, many gas stations added grease

pumps, creating a space for marketing and the sale of

pits and car washing floors with concrete. The term

automotive products, and affording protection dur-

“grease monkey” appeared in reference to the mechan-

ing inclement weather. In Texas, hundreds of these

ics that worked the stations. As a result of the increase in

facilities still exist in urban areas, many of which are

services, building forms included more than one service

on main streets in small towns.

bay, sometimes flanking the office, and a specific product sales area. During the 1920s, many gas station

After 1920, oil companies introduced neighborhood

designers introduced lights and light standards as a

service stations in and around wealthy residential

means of attracting motorists, and also to provide a safe

areas of urban communities. These neighborhood

environment for nighttime fueling and access from busy

stations required large corner lots accessible from

streets or roads.

two primary arterial streets. Neighborhood stations
often took on materials and forms similar to a resi-

A significant rise in the number of sole proprietorships

dence, with special deference to nearby neighbor-

and woman-owned businesses appeared during this

hoods. Tall projecting gables, chimneys, large

period. In San Antonio, for example, a small chain of sta-

multi-paned windows, and cloth or metal awnings

tions named La Gloria developed to offer gas and roof-

appeared on these stations. The introduction of these

top entertainment. La Gloria No. 1, built in 1928 at Brazos

businesses into residential areas sometimes required

and Laredo, provided a rather unusual mix on the city’s

the removal of existing houses and predated zoning

West Side among the emerging Mexican-American

ordinances in most cities. However, by 1930, many

neighborhoods. This small business prospered under the

cities had passed zoning ordinances, and these com-

direction of its female owner until it was demolished in

mercial businesses, regardless of appearance,

the early 2000s.
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Gulf

1920 – 1930
Form: Box with Canopy

In 1917, the Gulf Oil Company introduced a new gas
station prototype in Louisville, Kentucky, that incorporated some key features, such as cornice moldings
and the use of dark red brick, from the original hexagonal-shaped station of the early 1910s. This form, an
oblong box with canopy, permeated Texas through
the 1920s and was found in both large cities and
small towns, and in residential and business districts.
Architectural historian Tim Russell identified this distinctive form as a Sandbrick station in his book Fill ‘er

Figure 4-6. This 1920s Gulf station, located in Orange shows
the prominent signage common to these early stations.

Up.
Signage during this period consisted of a round sign
containing the words “That Good Gulf Gasoline,”
which often sat on a single light standard along the
street.

Identifying Features:
• Flat roof with a parapet

Amarillo

• Dark red brick exterior finish
Lubbock

El Paso

Midland

Abilene

Dallas

• Canopy extends from parapet of office
Tyler

Austin
San Antonio

Houston

• Thick, square columns at corners of canopy
• Canopy columns project out past canopy

Beaumont/
Port Arthur

• Tan-colored brickwork in red-brick piers includes
long vertical panels with soldier course, as well as
small square and diamond-shaped panels

Corpus Christi

• Single-door entrance

Brownsville

• Double-hung and awning windows

Figure 4-5. Approximate distribution of Gulf gas stations in
the 1920s shown in gray.

• Cornice moldings and brackets on some examples
• Craftsman and Colonial Revival styles
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Gulf

1930 – 1940
Form: Oblong Box with Canopy
(Art Deco Design Variation 1)

In the 1930s, Gulf successfully extended its market
throughout the Southeast, Midwest, and Northeast
United States. The stations built during this period
typically used the oblong box with canopy form. The
company developed new gas station designs that featured architectural detailing indicative of the Art
Deco style that included a smooth stucco exterior finish with prominent horizontal and vertical lines. In
response to Texaco’s success with the Teaguedesigned stations of the same era, Gulf introduced a
new gas station form in 1937 that has come to be

Figure 5-10. During the early 1930s, Gulf gas stations were
typically an oblong box with a flat roof. Its smooth finish
and clean lines demonstrate a strong influence of the Art
Deco style. This example was once located at the corner of
Madison Street and Elm Street in Waxahachie.

known as the icebox. This design reflected the
Streamline Moderne style of architecture with its
smooth porcelain enamel paneling and rounded
corners.
Gulf became one of the largest oil and gas companies
in Texas and operated stations in most of the state’s
large cities.

Identifying Features:
• Flat roof

Amarillo

• Smooth stucco exterior finish

Lubbock

El Paso

Midland

Abilene

Dallas

• Three vertical ribbed lines in the stucco finish of
Austin

San Antonio

• Thick, square corner piers at corners of canopy

Tyler

Houston

the columns and office

Beaumont/
Port Arthur

• Canopy extends from office
• Single-door entrance with transom

Corpus Christi

• Large display windows

Brownsville

• Art Deco style

Figure 5-9. Approximate distribution of Gulf gas stations in
the 1930s shown in gray.
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Gulf

1930 – 1940
Form: Oblong Box with Canopy
(Streamlined Moderne Design)

Form: Oblong Box with Canopy
(Art Deco Design Variation 2)

Figure 5-11. This gas station is representative of another
design that Gulf built during the period. It, too, features a
smooth stucco finish and prominent vertical and horizontal
lines; however, its distinctive feature is the single column that
supports the canopy. The location of this gas station is not
known.

Figure 5-12. After 1937, Gulf developed the “icebox,” a
building based on the oblong box type. This example was
once located at 770 Airport Boulevard in Austin.

Identifying Features:
Identifying Features:

• Clean Streamlined Moderne lines, known as the
“icebox”

• Flat roof with small chimney

• Flat roof with rounded edges along parapet

• Smooth stucco exterior finish

• White porcelain enamel panel exterior

• Canopy extends from office

• Canopy projects from office

• Single and centrally placed column supports
canopy; column has vertical scoring in stucco finish
and triangular bracket, a signature feature of this
gas station type

• Metal poles support canopy

• Single-door entrance with transom

• Large display windows with transoms

• Large display windows

• Rounded corners are a signature element

• Clean Art Deco lines in the form of scored/ribbed
vertical and horizontal lines in the stucco finish of
the columns and the canopy

• Three blue bands extend around building,
between window/door openings and roof

• Multiple service bays with multi-light glass doors
• Single-door entrance with transom

• Streamlined Moderne style

• Art Deco style
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6. World War II – Postwar Emergence
1940 – 1950

In the early 1940s, the coun-

materials, supplies, and consumer-

try turned its attention to the

based goods and services. As the

needs of mobilization and

nation redirected its efforts and

active involvement in World

began a period of unprecedented

War II. Gas rationing, as well

growth and prosperity, demands

as limitations on materials,

for gasoline rose and corporate oil

preempted developments in

operations increased production.

roadside businesses. As a

This trend further spurred the pro-

consequence, gasoline com-

liferation of gas stations and

panies

expanded the concepts of market-

moved

toward

strengthening customer loy-

ing and advertising.

alty by introducing special

In 1947, an independent operator

products or services for the

by the name of George Urich intro-

automobile.
Many gasoline companies
continued their efforts toward standardization across

Figure 6-1. This advertisement is representative
of how gas companies supported the war and
reminded customers that fuel shortages at
home contributed to an Allied victory.

duced the first self-service station
in Los Angeles, California. Life magazine hailed the new station as a
“Gas-A-Teria,” and within one year,

the country of corporate logos, colors, and services,

25 more stations were opened within the city. While

by hiring full-time “marketing engineers,” who acted

largely attractive in high volume areas, the self-ser-

as architect designers, thus guaranteeing consis-

vice stations threatened many companies across the

tency. The introduction of the International Style

country and faced a rocky start in other communities.

began to influence gas station architecture with its

Nevertheless, self-service stations became popular

use of steel-frame construction and aluminum siding.

for independent owners who gradually moved away

These innovations replaced traditional wood-framed

from the “service” side of gas stations. This trend

stations and brick veneers and gave gas stations of

continued to develop and gain momentum in subse-

the era a more modern look and feel. Porcelain

quent decades.

enamel exteriors predominated in this period and

The term self-service developed in the late
1940s referring to a gas station that allowed
a customer to pump their own gas. After its
introduction, many stations converted all or
part of their pumps to self-service. This led to
a decrease in the overall cost of operation,
which was passed onto customers in the form
of discounted gasoline prices.

allowed for bright colors to be incorporated in the
building design. Gasoline pumps became shorter,
squarer, and stood on up to two service islands. Furthermore, some gas stations were well-lit to allow
24-hour sales and service.
The nation did not fully make the transition to a
peacetime economy until the late 1940s, as the
enduring effects of war affected the availability of
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Gulf

1940 – 1950
Form: Oblong Box with Canopy

Headquartered in the Gulf Building in Houston, the
Gulf Oil Company operated service stations in more
than 30 states under the Gulf brand by the 1940s.
The company also operated in a dozen other states
and Canada under the names Union Oil 76 and British
American (BA). In the post-World War II years, Gulf
continued to expand its market territory into the
Rocky Mountain states and California.
During these postwar years, Gulf continued the use

Figure 6-9. This ca. 1945 Gulf station, located at 501 N Oak
Street in Mineral Wells, exhibits an angled entry.

of its “icebox” design. Although most of the com
pany’s gas stations used the oblong box form, Gulf
also built gas stations that presented a slightly varied
massing and form that included angled corner entries
and multiple canopies.

Identifying Features:
• Flat roof with unadorned parapet and rounded
edges and corners

Amarillo

Lubbock

El Paso

Midland

Abilene

Dallas

• White porcelain enamel finish
Tyler

Austin
San Antonio

Houston

• Canopy extends from top of roofline
• Metal pole supports

Beaumont/
Port Arthur

• Multiple service bays with multi-light glass doors
• Service bays are separated by a vertical column of
fixed, multi-light windows

Corpus Christi

• Single-door entrance with transom is placed in
angled corner

Brownsville

Figure 6-8. Approximate distribution of Gulf gas stations in
the 1940s shown in gray.

• Glass wall with windows and transoms with
horizontal muntins create openness
• Rounded corners are a signature element
• Blue banding extends around building, just above
window/door openings
• Streamlined (Moderne) style
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7. Modern Design/International Influences
1950 – 1970

In the 1950s, gasoline companies and their service

companies embraced new marketing campaigns to

stations entered the Modern era. New designs

increase sales. They offered free merchandise and

tended toward exposed steel frames, increased use

services such as more elaborate road maps and

of glass, and flat roofs and canopies that reflected the

guidebooks, drinking glasses, trading stamps, car

ideas promoted by such influential architects as Mies

washes and even trinkets. As Americans traveled

van der Rohe and Walter Gropius. Known as the

more in the post-World War II years, a greater empha-

International style, this movement advocated the

sis followed for clean restrooms and family facilities.

construction of buildings with minimal amounts of

By the 1960s, the gas station in Texas reached a for-

applied architectural ornamentation and embellish-

mal, sophisticated design that reflected the highly

ment. Gas companies embraced the style and intro-

competitive marketplace and modern preferences of

duced a new generation of gas station designs.

the traveling public.

By 1960, concrete block, acrylic, and vinyl with translucent Plexiglas became the norm for construction
but the use of such new materials, along with the
enduring popularity of porcelain met more and more
resistance from local planning and zoning commissions in urban areas. They promoted gas station
designs that were more compatible with the postwar
housing boom that affected so much of the country.
Shell introduced its first Ranch style gas station in
1960 at Millbrae, California, and the design soon
found its way into Texas. Other gas companies developed similar residential-like stations. Shell also introFigure 7-1. During the 1960s, gas stations employed a
variety of marketing ploys, as seen in this photo of a Phillips
66 promotion.

duced a projecting canopy, while Mobil, the successor
to Magnolia, simplified its structures into clean crisp
shapes. The International Style, still preferred in corporate America, found its place along the roadside in
increasing numbers among independents, as well as
major corporate stations.

Figure 7-2. Clean restrooms were a selling
point for gas companies in the 1960s
featuring promotions such as posting an
“award” on the gas station building.

Business practices also changed during this era as gas
station owners and operators offered customers
more choices. Besides selling multiple grades of gasoline and maintaining a more extensive inventory of
automobile-related products at their stations, gas
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Gulf

1950 – 1970
Form: Oblong Box with Canopy

Gulf expanded coast to coast in the late 1950s, with a
proliferation of gas stations using the oblong box
form. In the early 1960s, the company introduced a
new design that was clean, crisp, and modern, and
incorporated a flat-roofed canopy with inward sloping eaves and orange trim. The canopy extended
from the oblong box over the display and sales area.
Large corner windows highlighted the office, and the
stations typically featured two service bays. A second
detached island of gasoline pumps often completed
the site.

Figure 7-11. 1960s Gulf stations featured large corner
windows and two bays.

Amarillo

Lubbock

El Paso

Midland

Abilene

Dallas

Tyler

Aus�n
San Antonio

Houston

Identifying Features:

Beaumont/
Port Arthur

• Flat roof with large, overhanging eave above
service bays

Corpus Chris�

• White porcelain enamel finish

Brownsville

• Canopy projects from above office showroom

Figure 7-10. Approximate distribution of Gulf gas stations in
the 1950s and 1960s shown in gray.

• Metal poles support canopy
• Underside of canopy has inward sloping eaves
• Multiple service bays
• Single-entry door with transom
• Large fixed metal-framed windows on front and
side of office
• Squared corners and edges
• Orange-colored trim along fascia
• Modern or International style
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8. Post-1970 Standardization of Companies
Post-1970

By the early 1970s, oil consumption in the United

The

fluctuating

States was drastically increasing, while stateside pro-

cost and supply of

duction was declining. This combination of factors

gasoline affected

lead to a growing dependence upon foreign oil pro-

the retail gaso-

ducers. The country’s reliance on imported oil

line sales indus-

became readily apparent in 1973 when the Organiza-

try,

tion of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) placed

major and inde-

an embargo on oil, leading to fuel shortages and

pendent

higher prices through most of the decade.

panies changed

and

both
com

the layout and

Although the embargo was lifted in March 1974, oil

configuration of

prices remained high, and the federal government

gas stations and

introduced a series of measures to save energy. In

offered new and

addition to the gas rationing, the government

different kinds of

imposed year-round Daylight Saving Time for 1974-

goods and ser-

75 to reduce energy consumption, and lowered the

vices.

speed limit to a maximum speed of 55 miles per hour.

Although

Figure 8-2. The number of selfservice stations increased in the
1970s and 1980s as stations either
designated self-serve pumps or
converted the entire station to
self-service.

self-serve and convenience stores with gas pumps

A second oil crisis hit in 1979 when oil prices drasti-

emerged on a large scale in the late 1960s, this trend

cally increased further as supplies dwindled. Prices

accelerated into the 1970s as the rising cost of fuel

remained high until the mid-1980s, when the price of

led many consumers to save money by pumping their

oil collapsed and gas prices dropped to a more rea-

own gasoline and servicing their own cars. Retailers

sonable level.

sought to augment their sales by offering
snacks, drinks, and other foodstuffs for sale
to motorists on the go. Most oil companies
began providing self-serve pump islands at
their full-service stations, and a few converted the entire operations to self-service.
By 1977, approximately 30-40 percent of
gasoline sold in the United States was selfserve, and in the 1980s, the percentage
reached 80-90 percent. The number of convenience stores offering gas also increased
in the 1980s to 12 percent of the market, up

Figure 8-1. During the gas crisis, many stations were running out of gas
and therefore had to implement conservation measures, such as only
selling 10 gallons of gas to each customer.
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from only 1 percent in 1974.

This trend, away from full-service to self-serve sta-

on corner lots at busy intersections in urban settings.

tions, led to the demise of the traditional gas station

In most cases, the oblong box (store) is set back from

and the development of new building forms. The

and parallel to the adjoining major roadway; this lay-

most popular include booth, canopy with booth,

out provides maximum exposure to motorists. The

oblong box and canopy, and canopy over oblong box

construction of free-standing canopy closer to the

forms. The layout and configuration of most gas sta-

major roadway and away from the store enables

tions from the period eliminated service bays―a sig-

some customers to pump gas and others to park in

nature feature of conventional gas station design

front to the store to purchase non-gasoline goods.

―and instead provided additional interior space to

Another popular gas station form is the canopy over

sell snacks, drinks, and other consumable goods.

oblong box form. They are typically found along high-

Many gas stations also added automated car washes

ways, frontage roads, and at busy intersections; how-

that typically were housed in a detached building to

ever, they often take a little less room because of

the side or rear of the property. Forgoing distinctive

their design. This configuration includes a centrally

architectural detailing and ornamentation, gas sta-

placed oblong box with store under a massive canopy

tion designs of the post-1970 era have become far

that extends over sets of pumps on either side of the

more homogenous and utilitarian in design and rely

store. This layout allowed customers protection from

on the use of bold and distinctive color schemes,

precipitation; however, it also provided less room for

logos, and signage as the primary means of distin-

parking for those customers who did not purchase

guishing themselves from competitors.

gas.

One of the most popular gas station forms of the

The buildings highlighted in this section show com-

post-1970 era is the box and canopy, which was used

mon gas station forms that major oil companies oper-

by multiple gas companies. These gas stations typi-

ating in Texas built after 1970. By no means

cally are found along highways and frontage roads or

comprehensive, these examples illustrate how gas
stations evolved as a building type and broke from
conventional designs and past traditions. These
changes occurred during a time of great volatility,
instability, and consolidation among all oil companies
and among gasoline retailers, as world events and
shifting patterns in consumer spending and behaviors
dramatically transformed the way gasoline was sold
in the country. This dynamic resulted in a period of
consolidation among major oil companies around the

Figure 8-3. After 1970, oil companies typically constructed
high, well-lit canopies over pumping areas. This
configuration allowed all types of vehicles access to pumps
while protecting customers from the weather.

turn of the twenty-first century, which created new
mega companies that operate gas stations along
major roadways and transportation corridors.
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Chevron

Post-1970

To create a nationwide identity, as well as a consoli-

Form: Oblong Box and Canopy

dated organization, Chevron merged six domestic oil
and gas operations into one and formed Chevron
U.S.A., Inc., in 1977. In 1984, the company merged
with Gulf Oil in what was then the largest merger in
corporate history at the time to create the Chevron
Corporation. A second merger, this time with Texaco,
took place in 2001, forming the ChevronTexaco Corp.
After this merger, the newly formed corporation
became the second largest U.S.-based energy comFigure 8-4. Like most other gas companies, Chevron stations
are generally oblong box and canopies with the Chevron logo
on the roof of the canopy. This example is located on the 
IH-35 Frontage Road in Austin.

pany. In 2005, the company changed its name back to
Chevron Corporation and then acquired Unocal Corp.
of California. Chevron remains one of the world’s largest oil and gas companies.
A common gas station design associated with Chevron is based on the oblong box with canopy form that
typically fronts onto highways or occupies corner lots

Identifying Features:

at busy street intersections in urban settings. The
color scheme is based on the company’s traditional

• Large oblong box

use of red, white, and blue and includes a blue and

• Flat roof with broad unadorned parapet

red chevron logo.

• Detached canopy with broad unadorned parapet
• Metal columns inset within canopy
• Canopy usually covers multiple separate pump
islands
• Attached car wash bay (sometimes in a separate
building at rear or side of lot)
• Double-door plate-glass entrance with fixed
transom
• Large, fixed display windows
• Most distinct feature is blue and white detached
canopy
• No style
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Gulf

Post-1970

In 1975, Gulf Oil implemented a corporate restruc-

Form: Oblong Box and Canopy

turing that included seven separate operating companies. After an unsuccessful takeover attempt by T.
Boone Pickens, Jr., of Amarillo, Texas, the company
agreed to merge with Chevron in 1984 and converted
the 2,700 Gulf Oil stations across Texas under the
Chevron brand. Approximately 5,600 stations across
eight southeastern states were sold to Standard Oil of
Ohio (Sohio), which retained use of the original Gulf
Figure 8-7. Prior to the takeover of Gulf by Chevron in 1984,
the company used the box and canopy form, such as this
example from Tucson, Arizona.

logo for five years. All stations in the Northeast were
sold to Cumberland Farms, a Massachusetts-based
convenience store chain. In 2010, the Gulf Oil Partnership, which had been formed in 1993, acquired all
rights, title, and interest to the brand within the
United States and reintroduced the name to the retail

Identifying Features:

gasoline sales market. Gulf stations are once again
found throughout Texas.

• Large oblong box
• Centralized door with windows stretching across
front façade on either side
• No service bays
• Flat roof
• Concrete block construction
• Separate island for pumps, covered by detached
canopy
• Canopy roofline and walls of box often painted
orange
• No style
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