9 Elgin Heritage Commission
Design Review Subcommittee
Tuesday, April 13, 2021
6:00 p.m.
Elgin City Council Chambers
150 Dexter Court, Elgin, IL 60120
Agenda
A. Call Meeting to Order
B. Roll Call
C. Approval of Minutes
1. March Ϯ3, 2021
D. Recognize Persons Present
E. Old Business
1. 920 Brook Street – Installation of one-car garage
F. New Business
1. 105 N. Gifford Street – Installation of gazebo
2. 819 N. Grove Avenue – Maintain trellis along south lot line; maintain pergola; and
construction of one-car garage
G. Other
H. Tabled Items
I.

Staff Comments

J. Adjournment
THE CITY OF ELGIN IS SUBJECT TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT OF 1990.
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES WHO PLAN TO ATTEND THIS MEETING AND WHO REQUIRED CERTAIN
ACCOMMODATIONS IN ORDER TO ALLOW THEM TO OBSERVE AND/OR PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING, OR WHO
HAVE QUESTIONS REGARDING THE ACCESSIBILITY OF THE MEETING OR THE FACILITIES, ARE REQUESTED TO
CONTACT THE HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT, ADA COORDINATOR AT (847) 931-5620 {TDD (847) 931-5616}
PROMPTLY TO ALLOW THE CITY OF ELGIN TO MAKE REASONABLE ACCOMMODATIONS FOR THOSE PERSONS.

Design Review Subcommittee
of the Elgin Heritage Commission
March 23, 2021
Proposed - Minutes
The meeting of the Design Review Subcommittee was called to order at 6:00 p.m. in the City
Council Chambers (Located on the 2nd floor of City Hall) by Chairman Wiedmeyer.
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Joey Crist, Rebecca Hunter, Dennis Roxworthy, Scott Savel, and John Wiedmeyer.
MEMBERS ABSENT:
Bill Ristow
CITY STAFF PRESENT:
Christen Sundquist, Historic Preservation; and Cindy Walden, DRSC Secretary
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
Motion made by Committee Member Crist to approve the minutes of March 9, 2021, as
submitted.
The motion was seconded by Committee Member Hunter.
The motion passed 4-0-1. (Abstain: Roxworthy)
RECOGNIZE OTHER PERSONS PRESENT:
None
PROPERTIES ON AGENDA FOR DISCUSSION:
Old Business
None
New Business
920 Brook St – Installation of one-car garage
255 N Spring St – Maintaining guardrail and handrails that were replaced without a permit, east
elevation
810 N Spring St – Fence installation
ITEMS TABLED:
None
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NEW BUSINESS:
920 Brook St – Installation of one-car garage
Applicant contacted city staff today requesting to reschedule COA review by commission.
*****
Motion made by Committee Member Roxworthy to table the COA application, due to nonrepresentation.
The motion was seconded by Committee Member Savel.
The motion passed unanimously (5-0).

255 N Spring St – Maintaining guardrail and handrails that were replaced without a permit,
east elevation
The applicant has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) to reconstruct the east
elevation stoop. This is a corrective action for performing work without a permit at this location
by a previous owner.
Historically, the stairs and landing were of concrete with pipe railing as seen in the stoop stairs
that are closest to Kimball Avenue on the east elevation. The application requests to construct
wood stairs, guardrail and handrails.
Elgin Design Guideline Manual Specifications:
PORCHES
Porch design, materials, and placement are key defining characteristics of an historic dwelling.
Original porches should be maintained and repaired where needed. Porches on the fronts of
dwellings should not be enclosed with wood or glass for additional living space. The screening
of porches on the fronts of buildings is appropriate as long as the open appearance of the porch
is maintained. If replacement of porch features is required, use materials to closely match the
original. If the original porch is missing, a new porch should be constructed based upon
photographic or physical evidence. If such evidence does not exist, base the design upon
historic porches of similar dwellings from the same time period and architectural style. In some
cases turn of the century dwellings had their original porches removed and replaced with
“modern” porches in the 1920s and 1930s which do not necessarily match the original style of
the house. If desired, these porches may be replaced with porches in keeping with the original
design; however, some of these porches have acquired significance in their own right and can
be preserved.
Enclosing porches on the front of a house or where readily visible is not appropriate or
recommended. Front porches should not be enclosed with glass, wood siding, or other
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materials. Porches on the rear or sides of dwellings may be enclosed when not readily visible
from the street and if the height and shape of the porch roof is maintained.
Guidelines
A. should be maintained in their original design with original materials and detailing.
B. should be repaired or replaced to match the original in design, materials, scale, and
placement.
C. should be screened only if the structural framework for the screen panels is minimal and
the open appearance of the porch is maintained. Screen panels should be placed behind
the original features such as columns or railings and should not hide decorative details
or result in the removal of original porch materials.
D. should have steps of the same material as the porch floor (e.g. porches with wood floors
should also have steps made of wood, not concrete or brick).
E. should have poured concrete steps if the porch, patio or terrace floor is made of
concrete (see section on Porch Steps).
F. should have wood tongue and groove flooring running perpendicular to the façade, if
the porch floor is made of wood.
G. should have trellises made of wood, if trellises are appropriate.
H. should be filled in as traditional for the type and style of the house, or with decorative
wood framed skirting, vertical slats, or lattice panels, if open areas in the foundation
exist.
I. should not be removed if original to the dwelling.
J. should not be enclosed with wood, glass, or other materials which would alter the
porch's open appearance.
PORCH COLUMNS AND RAILING
Original porch columns and railings should be retained and repaired with materials to match
the original. If the original porch columns and railings are missing, replacement porch columns
and railings should be appropriate for the dwelling's architectural style and period; handrail
height and style should be determined by photographs, paint outlines, paint shadows, or similar
homes in the area.
Porch columns often deteriorate first at the bottom next to the porch floor. If this is the case,
consider sawing off the deteriorated area and replacing this section rather than replacing the
entire column.
A note on porch railing height: Traditionally, the height of porch railing was based on the height
of window sills within the porch, and ranged anywhere from 24 to 30 inches. This was done to
provide a clear view from the inside of the house.
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However, modern building codes require that railing heights be no less than 36 inches, with an
exception for historic properties if the lower height of the porch railing is judged by the building
official to not constitute a distinct life safety hazard in accordance with the requirements of
Section 3406 of the 2000 International Building Code – “Historic Buildings.”
Drawings should be provided that properly integrate the porch features with the design of the
house.
Railing height less than 36 inches high will need to be reviewed by the building official so as not
to constitute a life safety hazard.
Guidelines
A. should be preserved and maintained. Where repair is required, use materials to match
the original in dimensions and detailing.
B. should be rebuilt in historic designs if the original columns and railings have been
removed or replaced.
C. should have new balusters for the railing, if required. Porch balusters (also called
spindles) should be appropriate for the building's style and period. The height of the
railing should be in line with the window sill level, if present, and no greater than 30
inches in height.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff would not recommend approval as submitted as the design is not appropriate for the age
and style of the building.
Staff would recommend approval with the following conditions:
1. The guardrail and handrail shall be in a simpler design out of metal such as the designs
submitted by staff in the packet. The metal railing shall be black to blend in. This is
more in keeping with the age of the building.
2. The flooring shall be 1x4 tongue and groove synthetic material made for open air
scenarios (preferred) or 5/4” pressure treated decking or 5/4” solid synthetic decking
spaced and installed perpendicular to the building. The decking shall extend past the
porch skirting frame board by no less than 1 inch.
3. That the stair treads shall 5/4” x 12 (recommended) bull-nosed on 3 sides and overhang
the risers a minimum of 1”. Pressure treated wood or composite material is acceptable.
When using pressure treated wood for the stair treads, paint every side with porch/deck
enamel to deter any future cupping of the board. Use 3-4 deck screws (ceramic coated
preferable) to adhere board to framing.
4. The porch skirting shall match the front porch skirting in design and size including 1x6
top rimboard with 1x4 vertical skirting boards placed behind the top and bottom
rimboard, spaced 1 inch apart and a 1x4 bottom rimboard installed 1 inch above grade.
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1x8 vertical frame boards shall be installed beneath newel posts and be flush with the
top and bottom rimboards.
5. All materials shall be of rot resistant wood.
6. All materials shall be primed and painted.
*****
Ernesto Ibarra (property owner) was present for tonight’s discussion.
Due to current inflated cost of wood products and owner’s contact with a concrete entity, the
property owner requested the COA to modify the porch to be constructed in concrete with the
installation of a metal handrail. Owner suggested the concrete porch replicate the design of
the other concrete porch/basement entry on the same (east) elevation; with an iron railing to
match the front entry (Spring St) design.
There are two different styles of metal railing on the structure currently (east elevation and
Spring St). Designs were discussed.
Motion made by Committee Member Savel to approve the revised COA as follows:
1) concrete porch to replicate the existing concrete porch/basement access on the same
elevation, and 2) iron handrail design to match the corner stoop (Spring St & Kimball).
The motion was seconded by Committee Member Roxworthy.
The motion passed unanimously (5-0).

810 N Spring St – Fence installation
The applicant has submitted an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
install a new privacy fence along the north and south lot line. The building is a duplex and
therefore the fence along the south lot line is centrally located on the building at the rear.
The applicant is proposing to install a 6’-0” traditional style, privacy fence in the rear yard.
However, along the north lot line the neighboring property has an existing fence that is chain
link. The applicant is proposing to double-fence due to privacy.
Per the Historic District Guidelines, double-fencing is not permitted.
Elgin Design Guideline Manual Specifications:
Fences
A. Should be proportionate to the house and the design should be compatible with the
character of the building and district.
B. Should be painted white or a trim color related to the house, never left to weather or
given a stain finish.
C. Of cast iron or other material of original design should be preserved.
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D. Of cast iron may be added to buildings constructed in the late 19th and early 20th
century. Cast iron fences are generally not appropriate for dwellings built after 1920.
E. If placed along common property lines should not be placed against another fence double line fencing is not permitted.
F. Should have posts that are set a minimum of 30 inches below grade and no more than
eight feet apart.
G. If wood, be of cedar, redwood or pressure treated pine, cypress or other rot resistant
wood.
H. That has a decorative gate or arbors must be submitted with a drawing complete with
dimensions.
Fences in Rear Yards
A. Built for privacy should not extend beyond the rear yard beginning at the back corner of
the house.
B. Built for privacy should have a minimum of gate post, corner post, and end posts which
are five to ten inches wide and taller than the pickets.
C. Can be constructed in the same low fence design found in the front yard
D. Of wood boards or planks for privacy should be located in rear yards and be no taller
than six feet. Boards should be no more than six inches wide.
E. Privacy fences of flat boards with flat tops in a single row are most appropriate for the
historic districts. Vertical boards topped with lattice or picket are also appropriate as
privacy fences.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff cannot recommend approval of the application as submitted, as double fencing does not
meet the requirements of the Elgin Design Guideline Manual for Landmarks and Historic
Districts.
However, given that the neighboring fence is chain link and does not allow any privacy nor is it
visually appealing, if the Design Review Subcommittee should choose to approve the request as
submitted, staff would then recommend the following:
1. The area between the fences shall be maintained;
2. The fence shall be of cedar, redwood or pressure treated pine, cypress or other rot
resistant wood.
*****
Scott Bond (property owner) was present for tonight’s COA discussion:
There is an existing retaining wall on site currently (approximately 1’ high). Fence design
proposed is a flat top wood fence.
Committee members noted prior approvals for fence installation adjoining (back to back) of
other fences within the historic districts. The design selected would be appropriate for the
historic district. The existing chain link fence in the adjoining property is not typical/customary
for a historic district.
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Motion made by Committee Member Crist to approve the COA with staff recommendations
and the following amendment:
1) all posts to have a hip design caps.
The motion was seconded by Committee Member Hunter.
The motion passed unanimously (5-0).

OTHER
None
Tabled Items
None
Staff Comments
2021 Grant applications are due next Friday, April 2, 2021

ADJOURNMENT:
Motion to adjourn was made by Committee Member Savel.
The motion was seconded by Committee Member Ristow.
The motion passed unanimously.
The meeting of the Design Review Subcommittee was adjourned at 6:33p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Approved:
Design Review Subcommittee Secretary

AGENDA ITEM E1
Staff Comments
Meeting Date: April 13, 2021
Property Address: 920 Brook Street
Property Owners: Alexander Fiebig
Exhibit A: Aerial Photograph
Exhibit B: Current Photos
Exhibit C: Sanborn Map
Exhibit D: Inventory Form – Non-Contributing
Exhibit E: COA Application
Exhibit F: Plat of Survey
Exhibit G: Garage Examples – submitted by staff
Project Background:
***This item was tabled at the March 23, 2021 meeting.
The applicant has submitted an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
construct a detached one-car garage on the property.
The proposed 16’ x 26’ garage will be located towards the rear of the property. The
design will be in keeping with 1950s era garages with wood frame construction, cedar
shingle siding, flat panel at gable, roof pitch to match the house, flat panel with two
horizontal window overhead doors and a paneled service door.
Elgin Design Guideline Manual Specifications:
Secondary Buildings: Garages, Sheds, Other Outbuildings
A. Should be smaller in scale than the dwelling; clearly secondary in nature.
B. Should be simple in design but reflecting the general character of the associated
dwelling. For example, use gable roof forms if the dwelling has a gable roof,
hipped roof forms if the dwelling has a hipped roof etc.
C. Should be built at traditional locations for outbuildings in the locally designated
districts. These include at rear lot lines, adjacent to alleys, and at the back side of
a dwelling;
D. Should be compatible in design, shape, materials, and roof shape to the
associated dwelling;
E. Should be of an exterior material to match the associated dwelling such as
clapboard, stucco, or brick. However, if not readily visible from the street,
secondary buildings may have exterior substitute siding materials such as
cement fiber board with appropriate trim and exposure and cementitious
materials.

F. Should be of traditional materials if readily visible. For garages, wood paneled
doors are more appropriate than paneled doors of vinyl, aluminum, or steel.
Wood paneled overhead roll-up doors are widely available and are appropriate
for new garages. For two car garages the use of two single doors instead of one
larger double door is more appropriate for use in a historic district. However,
one double is unacceptable for garages of less than twenty-two feet.
G. Should have windows in the garage doors are recommended, but windows may
not be appropriate in every case for garage doors.
H. Should have raised panel steel doors are acceptable and should be painted to
match the house and set off the relief of the panels.
I. Should be in designs that are more appropriate for use with traditionally
designed structures, if prefabricated sheds are proposed to be used.
J. Should not be constructed of rough sawn cedar with knots.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the request to construct the new garage if the following
conditions are met:
1. That the proposed garage siding material will be No. 1 cedar shingles, resquared
and rebutted with mitered corners.
2. The trim at the overhead door and pedestrian door shall be 5/4x4 to sit proud of
shingles; Trim framing the garage door shall include 5/4x4 vertical casing and 4”
header casing to abut into flat panel at gable; trim framing around pedestrian
door shall be 5/4x4 vertical casing and 5/4x4 header casing with a 1x2 drip cap.
3. Fascia may be flat with the installation of a k-style gutter.
4. That the garage roof shall match the slope at the house.
5. That the eaves may be boxed as shown in the submitted drawing.
6. A flat panel shall be installed at the garage gable out of MDO.
7. That the siding and trim is to be painted a color to match or complement the
existing house colors.
8. That all other details meet the Design Review Subcommittee’s
recommendations.

Respectfully submitted,

Christen Sundquist
Community Development Department
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AGENDA ITEM F1
Staff Comments
Meeting Date: April 13, 2021
Property Address: 105 N. Gifford Street
Property Owners: Sam & Ramona Jones
Exhibit A: Aerial Photograph
Exhibit B: Current Photos
Exhibit C: Plat of Survey
Exhibit D: Inventory Form - Significant
Exhibit E: COA Application
Project Background:
The property owner has submitted an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
install a steel framed gazebo in the side yard located on the northeast side of their
property.
The property technically does not have a rear yard as it has three frontages (Gifford,
Division and Hinsdell.
The property owner stated that the gazebo will be taken down during the winter
months.
Elgin Design Guideline Manual Specifications:
Yard Features
Pergolas, arbors, gazebos, fountains, tree houses, ponds, and statuary
A.
B.

C.

should be sited in rear yards or side yards
should be of wood construction in designs appropriate for pre-1945
dwellings. Yard features constructed of materials such as glass,
metal or brick can be placed in yards if situated near the rear of the
lot and effectively screened by fencing or landscaping.
should not be located in street yards.

Arbors are light open structures of trees or shrubs closely planted, either twined together
and self-supporting, or supported on a light lattice.
The designs for these structures should be based on historic designs appropriate for pre1945 dwellings. Wood construction should be used rather than brick, concrete, metal, or
glass.

Appropriate structures in front yard shall be reviewed by the Design Review
Subcommittee.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff cannot recommend approval as the material (metal) for a gazebo and its location
(side yard) does not meet the historic district guidelines.
However, the overall design does not detract from the historic integrity of the home. It
will be minimally visible from Division Street but will not be visible from Gifford Street.
In addition, the accessory structure may be seen as reversible (can be removed without
affecting the historic integrity of the home). Lastly, the applicant noted that this is a
seasonal structure that can be removed and taken down during the winter months. If
the Design Review Subcommittee approves the application as submitted, staff would
recommend the following:
1. The accessory structure disassembled and stored during seasonal changes;
2. That it meets building code and zoning requirements.

Respectfully submitted,

Christen Sundquist
Community Development Department
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ELGIN HISTORIC DISTRICT
ARCHITECTURAL AND HISTORICAL SURVEY 2008/2009

City of ELGIN
STREET #

105

DIRECTION

N

STREET

GIFFORD

ABB/ UNIT

ST

PIN

0613180013

ADDITIONAL PIN
LOCAL SIGNIFICANCE RATING

Significant

POTENTIAL IND NR? (Y or N)

Yes

CRITERIA

Historical

Image found and
displayed.

CONTRIBUTING TO A NR DISTRICT? Contributing
CONTRIBUTING SECONDARY
STRUCTURE?

Non-Contributing

LISTED ON ORIGINAL NATIONAL
REGISTER SURVEY

Significant

ID #
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GENERAL INFORMATION
CATEGORY

Building

CURRENT FUNCTION

Institutional

CONDITION

Very Good

HISTORIC FUNCTION

Single Family

INTEGRITY

Major alterations and/or additions

SECONDARY STRUCTURE

None

REASON for
SIGNIFICANCE

Prominent location and physical structure,
architectural style, condition

SECONDARY STRUCTURE

None

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION
ARCHITECTURAL CLASSIFICATION

Queen Anne

PLAN

Irregular

DETAILS

High Victorian, Chateausque

NUMBER OF STORIES

3

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION

1885

Circa

ROOF TYPE

Multiple

Circa

ROOF MATERIAL

Asphalt Shingle

OTHER YEAR
DATE SOURCE

Newspaper

FOUNDATION

Parged

WALL MATERIAL (current)

Masonry

PORCH

Covered

WALL MATERIAL 2 (current)

Stucco

WINDOW MATERIAL

Wood

WALL MATERIAL (original)

Masonry

WINDOW MATERIAL

Aluminum Clad

WALL MATERIAL2 (original)

Wood Clapboard Siding

WINDOW TYPE

Double Hung

WINDOW CONFIG

1/1

SIGNIFICANT FEATURES

This building has been through many alterations and additions but you can still see some of the original detailing and
massing. The skyline shows the many articulated dormers and gables and varied massing of the roof that shows a
Chateauesque influence. There is still some stained glass decorating the older windows.
In spite of the many additons, many aspects of the interior have been preserved and it remains one of the best
examples of high Victorian interiors in Elgin.

ALTERATIONS

Very signifigant additions, non sympathetic residential units added, stucco + vertical siding, garden level walk out

105 GIFFORD ST

City of ELGIN

ELGIN HISTORIC DISTRICT
ARCHITECTURAL AND HISTORICAL SURVEY 2008/2009

HISTORIC INFORMATION
HISTORIC NAME

The David C. Cook House

COMMON NAME

Bowes Retirement Center

PERMITS

$10,000 - original cost of house

COST

$0.00

Image found and displayed.

ARCHITECT
ARCHITECT SOURCE
BUILDER
HISTORIC INFO

Built in 1884 for David C. Cook, a publisher.
Cook family resided here until 1945. It has
undergone extensive remodeling and several
unsympathetic additions to accommodate its
current use as a retirement home. It was used
as the Mary Margaret Nursing Home from
1946-60, and is now the Bowes Retirement
Center.

\Hans Klemmer\Gifford 105 n b.jpg

EHHT:1983,1985,2003, EHD, NRHP-1885,
TUTB05, EA 5/23/1885, TA -1965

Image found and displayed.

LANDSCAPE

Corner lot, chain link fence, well manicured
lawn, hedges, some large trees

PREPARER

R. Allen

PREPARER
ORGANIZATION

Allen+Pepa Architects

SURVEY DATE

9/18/2008

SURVEY AREA

Elgin Historic District

FORM STATUS

Completed
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AGENDA ITEM F2
Staff Comments
Meeting Date: April 13, 2021
Property Address: 819 N. Grove Avenue
Property Owners: Doug Tomsha
Exhibit A: Aerial Photograph
Exhibit B: Current Photos
Exhibit C: Plat of Survey
Exhibit D: Inventory Form – NoƚƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ
Exhibit E: COA Application and submitted drawings
Project Background:
The property owner has submitted an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness as
a corrective action requesting to maintain an existing trellis and pergola that were
installed without a COA and building permit. The owner is also requesting to construct a
one-car garage which is required per the zoning ordinance.
The owner constructed the existing home in 2015 and received DRSC approvals on July
9, 2013. This included the construction of a one car garage in the southeast corner of
the property. Sometime in 2018, the owner began construction of a pergola at the
location where the garage was to be constructed. In 2019 he was notified of the
violations including the trellis along the south lot line and the construction of the
pergola without a building permit and was reminded that a garage is required to be
built.
Elgin Design Guideline Manual Specifications:
Yard Features
Pergolas, arbors, gazebos, fountains, tree houses, ponds, and statuary
A.
B.

C.

should be sited in rear yards or side yards
should be of wood construction in designs appropriate for pre-1945
dwellings. Yard features constructed of materials such as glass,
metal or brick can be placed in yards if situated near the rear of the
lot and effectively screened by fencing or landscaping.
should not be located in street yards.
Substantial yard structures such as pergolas, gazebos, or fountains are
appropriate for rear yards or side yards.

Pergolas are wooden framed roofed garden structures, often latticed, and
supported by regularly spaced posts or columns. The structure, often covered by
climbing plants such as vines or roses, shades a walk or passageway.
Arbors are light open structures of trees or shrubs closely planted, either twined
together and self-supporting, or supported on a light lattice.
The designs for these structures should be based on historic designs appropriate
for pre-1945 dwellings. Wood construction should be used rather than brick,
concrete, metal, or glass.
Staff Recommendation:
Trellis
As the trellises along the south lot line are not continuously connected, and therefore
do not constitute as a fence, staff recommends approval with the following
recommendations:
1. Plant fast growing vines;
2. Trellises shall be maintained.
Pergola
Staff cannot recommend approval as the design does not meet the historic district
guidelines.
a) should be of wood construction in designs appropriate for pre-1945 dwellings.
Despite this home being constructed in 2015, it still mimics a style that was prevalent in
the early 20th century and therefore, the pergola should be appropriate for that age and
style of the building. Staff would recommend approval if the pergola reflected one of
the four designs staff included in this packet as they are more simplistic in design but
also reflect a Japanese/Prairie Style influence. Staff would then recommend one of the
four designs and the following recommendations:
1. Must meet zoning and building code.
2. If the variance for the garage is not permitted, then the pergola shall be
deconstructed and the proposed garage built on that foundation.
Garage
Staff recommends approval of the design of the garage as this was initially approved in
2013 by Design Review Subcommittee with the following recommendations:
1. Must meet building code.
2. A zoning variance will be required to construct a garage in the proposed location.

Respectfully submitted,

Christen Sundquist
Community Development Department

1 inch = 52 ft

March 29, 2021
Attn: Ms. Christen Sundquist, Historic Preservation Planner
City of Elgin
150 Dexter Court
Elgin, Illinois 60120
Re: Approval of Site Revisions.
At: 819 N. Grove Ave., Elgin, IL
Dear Christen,
Submitted for approval is Sheet 2 of 11; Site Plan; Garage Floor Plan; Side
Elevation; and 4/2 Concrete Detail as part of the #4 Garage Revision. Provided
under separate cover.
As-built open trellis:

Note: The trellis design is over 50% open, is slated for vining plants, and has been modified to run in multiple
sections.
As-built Open Pergola:

.
Note: The pergola design is over 50% open at the walls and roof structure, are slated for vining plants, and has
semi-rigid corner post base connections to the concrete slab. The metal post base connections are more than

able to resist any lateral wind loading imposed on the open wall and roof structure. Without roof sheathing to
carry snow load, the roof timbers used for framing are deemed to have more than adequate strength to support
5-psf framing dead load and the lattice infill framing.
Repsetively Yours,

David K. Jurina
Architect LEED AP BD+C
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