
STATE OF TEXAS  § 
     May 2, 2014 
COUNTY OF GRAYSON § 
 
BE IT REMEMBERED THAT A Special Called Meeting of the Historical Preservation Board 
of the City of Sherman, Grayson County, Texas was begun and held in the Council 
Chambers of City Hall on May 2, 2014. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: BOARD MEMBERS: JIM JACOBS AND IVERT MAYHUGH  
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  WALLY BLACK 
 
CITY STAFF PRESENT:            SCOTT SHADDEN, DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENTAL 

SERVICES AND PATSY REEVES, DEVELOPMENTAL 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY. 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting was called to order at 2:15 p.m.   
 

 CALL TO ORDER 

APPROVE MINUTES 
The Historical Preservation Board reviewed the Minutes of 
the Special Called Meeting of November 25, 2013.  Motion by 
Board Member Mayhugh to approve the Minutes as written; 
Second by Board Member Jacobs.  All present voted AYE. 
MOTION CARRIED. 
 

 APPROVE MINUTES 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUEST 
THE REQUEST OF WILLIAM AND CARLEEN CHISMON 
(OWNERS) CONCERNING THE PROPERTY AT 819 SOUTH 
CROCKETT STREET, BEING LOT 15, BLOCK 5, HARE & 
RANDOLPH ADDITION, AS FOLLOWS: 
HISTORICAL PRESERVATION BOARD 
REQUEST OF CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR A 
3’ GOTHIC STYLE WHITE PICKET FENCE IN THE FRONT 
AND SIDE YARD WITH A DOUBLE SWING GATE OVER 
SIDEWALK, REPLACE EXISTING REAR FENCE WITH AN 8’ 
STAINED CEDAR PRIVACY FENCE AND EXTEND ON THE 
PROPERTY LINE ALONG MORAVEC LANE, ADD A DECK 
LEVEL WITH THE BACK DOOR, AND A VICTORIAN 
PERGOLA OVER PATIO.  
 
William and Carleen Chismon, 819 S. Crockett, Sherman, 
Texas   
Mr. and Mrs. Chismon appeared to represent the request. Mr. 
Chismon explained they would like to have a 3’ gothic style 
white picket fence in the front yard, replace an existing eight 
foot  (8’) privacy fence in the back yard and add a six foot (6’) 
privacy fence along the side on Moravec Lane for privacy; 
“people tend to walk and cut through our yard. We have a 
half moon drive on the side of the house and a small carriage 
house, we have an existing six foot (6’) privacy fence with a 
hedge along the side, we were hoping to put an eight foot (8’)  
fence with gates along the side because we have a deck on 
the side of the house.”   
 

 CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS  
 
FENCE, DECK & 
PERGOLA 
 
 
819 S. CROCKETT 
(WILLIAM & CARLEEN 
CHISMON) 
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Commission Member Jacobs asked the primary reason for 
the 3’ picket fence; “was it aesthetics or to keep people out.” 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Chismon responded “it is both; we thought it 
would look nice. The fence along the side is for privacy 
because we were going to put some decking over an existing 
patio.” Mrs. Chismon explained they have steps that are two 
feet (2’) up to the door, “we would like to level that off; it is 
difficult to bring groceries into the house. The wooden deck 
will be the same footprint as the existing concrete patio. It is 
also for security, I have little nieces and nephews that come 
over once a month, they usually stay with us, between that 
and our dogs we would like to enclose the whole area.” Mr. 
Chismon explained they have no privacy on the Moravec 
Lane side; they would like to place the side yard fence on the 
property line.  
 
Scott Shadden, Director of Developmental Services 
explained if they wanted to put an eight foot fence in the side 
yard, it would require approval from the Planning and Zoning 
Board; they could go six foot automatic, but not eight; if the 
Planning and Zoning Board grants it at eight foot and the 
board here recommends it. “The deck is considered to be 
like flat work, so it could go closer to the property line.” 
 
Mrs. Chismon explained “Moravec Lane is the main route to 
Washington Elementary School; so traffic is always coming 
through there, also the parking lot to the church is right 
across the street; so there is no privacy and people are 
always cutting through our yard.” 
 
Commission Member Mayhugh asked if they planned to plant 
shrubs along the fence, inside or out.  
 
Mrs. Chismon explained “we plan on planting flowers in the 
front along the fence and shrubs along the side for wind 
block.”  
 
Commission Member Jacobs was concerned with the impact 
of a 6’ or 8’ fence staring everybody in the face right there 
along Moravec Lane.  
 
Mrs. Chismon explained “it is a pretty fence; it is stained 
with a top cap on it.”        
 
Commission Member Jacobs was wondering if a hedge 
would work on the side. 
 
Mrs. Chismon explained “it would until it loses its leaves. We 
would like to close off the driveway also.”  
 
Commission Member Jacobs asked the age of the house. 
 
Mr. Chismon thought it was built in 1890. 
 
Commission Member Jacobs explained “they didn’t build 6’ 
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cedar fences in 1890. I understand your need for security 
and privacy, but our job is historical preservation and it is 
really out of character, the 3’ makes sense to me, the 6’ 
where it is already there, that sin has been committed, I have 
no problem with that; how can we give you what you need 
and mitigate what I think would be a fairly negative impact on 
the historical characteristic of this, because it really is very 
much out of character for one hundred year old homes.”  
 
Mr. Chismon asked “is 8’ was too high.” 
 
Commission Member Jacobs thought an 8’ fence like that is 
too high; “it’s not too high, it’s out of character, they didn’t 
build 6 or 8 foot cedar plank fences in 1890.”  
 
Commission Member Mayhugh asked if they could break the 
plain wall with shrubs, trees or something.  
 
Commission Member Jacobs asked “is there a way to give 
you your fence but break the impact by moving the fence 
back a little bit and putting shrubs in front of the fence.”  
 
Mr. and Mrs. Chismon agreed. Mrs. Chismon wanted to 
narrow the existing shrubs to about two feet and put the 
fence behind that all the way down and then plant fresh 
shrubs.  
 
Commission Member Mayhugh explained “driving by there 
so often every day; I’m aware of your challenge, you are so 
exposed to that parking lot and the neighborhood and I can 
see where you want to have a little bit of privacy, the wood 
fence in the back alley is not an issue, I’m actually a little 
more concerned with the white pickets in front, but I say that  
because there isn’t another fence in the front yard other than 
1019 S. Crockett Street that has a fence coming out to the 
front but nothing across the front; the rest of the way down 
Crockett Street there isn’t one fence coming out to Crockett 
Street; there are a lot of shrubs and hedges.”  
 
Commission Member Jacobs explained “the picket fence 
they are describing is very characteristic of the age, so it 
might be getting down to a personal preference whether they 
go across the front; I have no problem with that.”    
 
No other citizens appeared before the Historical Preservation 
Board to discuss the request for the Certificate of 
Appropriateness for 819 S. Crockett Street.   
 
ACTION TAKEN. 
Motion by Board Member Jacobs to grant the Certificate of 
Appropriateness for a 3’ Gothic style white picket fence in 
the front yard and side yard with a double swing gate over 
sidewalk, replace existing rear fence with an 8’ stained cedar 
privacy fence, extend 6’ fence along Moravec Lane with the 
planting of shrubs in front of the fence, add a deck level with 
the back door, and a Victorian Pergola over patio at 819 
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South Crockett Street.  Second by Board Member Mayhugh.  
 
VOTING AYE: JACOBS AND MAYHUGH 
VOTING NAY: NONE.  
MOTION CARRIED. 
 
THE COMMISSION FOUND THE REQUESTS CONFORM TO 
THE INTENT OF THE ORDINANCE. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS  
No other business came before the board. 
 

 OTHER BUSINESS 

ADJOURNMENT 
On Motion duly made and carried, the meeting adjourned at           
2:35 p.m. 
 

 ADJOURNMENT 

 
      

      CHAIRMAN 
 
 
     
SECRETARY 

  

 


