VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
VILLAGE HALL COMMITTEE ROOM
801 BURLINGTON AVENUE
January 13, 2021
7:00 P.M.
AGENDA
1. Roll Call
2. Motion to conduct the January 13, 2021 ADRB meeting electronically
3. Approval of Minutes from the December 2, 2020 meeting
4. Public Hearing
a. 20-ADR-0001: A petition seeking a Historic Landmark Designation for the
property commonly known as 200 Shady Lane, Downers Grove, IL (PIN 09-04108-018). John and Christie Kenny, Petitioner and Owner.
5. New Business
a. Public Comment
6. Adjournment
RSVP is required for Zoom attendance
Due to the Governor’s Orders related to the COVID-19 pandemic, Village facilities are closed to
the public. If you wish to participate in the Zoom meeting, please RSVP your attendance to
Planning Manager, Jason Zawila at jzawila@downers.us and the zoom meeting information will
be shared with you.
Will the meeting be televised?
The meeting will be televised live on the Village’s YouTube channel
(https://www.youtube.com/user/VillageDownersGrove) and on DGTV6. DGTV6 is available on
local cable and is also available on the Village’s webpage at this location:
http://www.downers.us/dgtv/
Where do I find the Agenda?
Please review more information about the project on the Village’s website at
http://www.downers.us/govt/boards-commissions/architectural-design-review-board. Once at the
site select the January 13, 2021 packet.
Can I provide written comments ahead of the meeting?
Send written comments to Planning Manager, Jason Zawila (jzawila@downers.us) by 12PM,
January 11, 2021. Staff will then compile all comments and send them to the ADRB as a
supplemental document, which will also be made available on the Village’s website.

VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
MINUTES OF DECEMBER 2, 2020, 7:00 P.M.
Chairwoman Gassen called the December 2, 2020 electronic meeting of the Architectural
Design Review Board to order at 7:00 p.m. Because of the state mandated requirements
regarding social distancing, the meeting was held electronically. Ch. Gassen provided an
overview on how the public can participate via Zoom or through providing written comments to
planning@downers.us.
1. ROLL CALL
PRESENT:

Chairwoman Gassen (In Person); Ms. Acks, Mr. Styczynski, Ms. Chalberg, Mr.
Lerner, Mr. Renner, Mr. Reimer (Electronically)

ABSENT:

None

STAFF:

Stan Popovich, Community Development Director, Jason Zawila, Planning
Manager (In Person)

VISITORS:

Sam Vlahos, Paul Robertson (Electronically)

2. MOTION TO CONDUCT THE DECEMBER 2, 2020 ADRB MEETING ELECTRONICALLY
Motion by Chalberg, second by Acks to approve the minutes of the October 21, 2020
meeting. Roll call:
AYES: Chalberg, Acks, Styczynski, Lerner, Reimer, Renner, Gassen
NAYS: None
Motion passed unanimously.
3. APPROVAL OF OCTOBER 21, 2020 MEETING MINUTES
Motion by Chalberg, second by Renner to approve the minutes of the October 21, 2020
meeting, as corrected. (Planning Manager Zawila noted that he received revisions from Mr.
Lerner where the wrong individual was referenced in certain parts of the minutes and will be
updated with the approved minutes) Roll call:
AYES: Chalberg, Renner, Acks, Styczynski, Lerner, Reimer, Gassen
NAYS: None
Motion passed unanimously.
Ch. Gassen walked through the procedures for the public hearing for the following agenda item:
4. OLD BUSINESS
Design Guidelines Review Project – Manager Zawila recalled the direction received from
the Village Council as it pertained to the village’s design guidelines. The updated design
guidelines will be discussed and staff will be taking comments on the draft text with the final
document to be presented at the January 13, 2021 ADRB meeting. The December 16th meeting
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will concentrate on Task 2 which will focus on the ADRB examining the review and approval
process for downtown projects, permit types and include a discussion with the ADRB to
determine if the board recommends any changes to the existing process. Key policy questions,
as discussed at a prior meeting, will be discussed at the December 16th meeting. Those policy
questions followed. Manager Zawila explained that on December 16th the ADRB will discuss
and provide feedback on the following three questions: 1) what type of construction triggers
design review; 2) what are the regulations; and 3) who is the decision-maker. A brief review of
the 2009 Design Guidelines followed as well as how the updated guidelines will be reviewed,
i.e., is the guideline new, or is it a carryover from the 2009 document or is it a revision to the
2009 guidelines. Manger Zawila provided further explanation.
Design Guidelines Draft – Manager Zawila explained how the document will be broken
up into five parts with public comment to follow at the end.
Section 1 – Manager Zawila indicated this was a new section to the document that
provides a background and parity with the village’s comprehensive plan and zoning ordinance.
Section 2 – Per Manager Zawila, this section was slightly revised to introduce the new
sections related to utilities connection and parking facilities.
Commissioner Comments – A number of commissioner comments followed:
Page 2 - Downtown Core/Downtown Business: consider using the word, “services” or
“businesses”, which staff offered to review or modify.
Page 3 (Section 2) – Reviewing the Scope of Areas, it was noted that utility and parking
was missed in the guidelines.
Staff confirmed that the Definitions section will be listed in the new document and
would include new terms. A suggestion was made that it would be helpful to refer back to the
zoning ordinance when it applies.
Sections 3 & 4 – Manager Zawila explained that this section focused on site and building
design. However, he clarified there may be guidance for transitional districts that may not be
appropriate for buildings in the Downtown Core (DC) District or the Downtown Business (DB)
District, but could see buildings that have the appearance of single-family home but are used for
commercial purposes, small scale office buildings, or townhomes. Further details followed.
Commissioner Comments – A number of commissioner comments followed:
Section 3, A3 – Gaps in Street Wall – The new wording appears to discourage the idea
of having plazas, or outdoor dining areas whereas the previous wording was positive.
Section 3, C1 – Fences Compatible with the Residential Neighborhood – The wording
implies that there should be no fencing and it should be reworded more positively.
Section 4, A3 – Corner Buildings – Consider specifying that both street sides be
considered facades at a corner building. Staff to review wording.
Section 4, D1 – Color – Consider whether to list dark colors not as an accent color and
not primary color; do not put limitations on color due to it being subjective; consider streetscape
when working with colors. Staff would review and get future feedback from commissioners.
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Page 11, Item 4 – Alleys being Lit – Consider the type of pavement material for
alleyways, such as tying it into a sidewalk or ensuring it is attractive. Staff mentioned the
different requirements for alleys in the public right-of-way vs. a private alley, and indicated the
matter could be looked at. Different materials could be considered, per staff.
Page 8, bottom – relating to Dark Colors – It was suggested to consider rewording.
Page 4, Item 1, Street Wall – more clarification needed. Avoid Driveways Mid-Block: if
someone is at mid-block and no alley exists, it becomes unavoidable. Per Manager Zawila, this
matter would be reviewed on a case by case basis but the intent was to limit curb cuts.
Page 4, Section 3a – Building Placement – refer back to the Zoning Ordinance for better
clarification.
Page 5, Item A6, Transition District – Define what is meant by “building back to align with
others on the street” and how is that determined. If residentially-designed buildings in the
Transitional District are going to be considered, then the current residentially-designed buildings
in the Downtown Business district should also be considered.
Page 5, Item B2, Building Massing – While it applies to the Downtown Core and
Business, should building massing be considered in the Transition Area or is there a reason
why not. Staff explained the thought was not to have additional limitations.
Page 6, Item 4, Downtown Business District – Stepping back using Line of Sight
Methodology -- While it was understood on the side that may face a Downtown Transition zone,
should a building be stepped back for a DB use facing a Downtown Core area? Per Manager
Zawila, this topic was in the Comprehensive Plan. The Transitional District did have specific
setbacks, but if there was an opportunity to have a similar setback, that was the thought
process. He would ensure parity exists with the Village’s Comprehensive Plan.
Per Manager Zawila, with regard to maximum height of Downtown Core buildings, where
the setback is unknown for the upper stories, as compared to the Downtown Business District,
the buildings in this area would be taller with a 70-foot height per the zoning and, based on the
discussions staff had regarding the preference survey, it may be appropriate to begin setting
back the taller business buildings that may be adjacent to the Downtown Core or Downtown
Transitional Districts. A commissioner suggested implementing a two- or three-story structure
and then stepping back; staff would review.
Page 7, Item 4 – Providing a walkway to the street to the building - Staff was asked for
clarification, wherein Manager Zawila confirmed it meant a walkway from the public sidewalk to
the front door.
Page 9, Item 2 – Materials – EIFS or Dryvit – should one be used over the other? Per
Manager Zawila, the trademark for Dryvit would be reviewed.
Page 9, Item 4 – Materials – Downtown Transition Materials – should it discourage vinyl
siding or should it consider certain qualities of vinyl siding since some were now at a higher
quality. Manager Zawila, asked to hear more comments on the suggestion.
Page 11, Item 3 – Choosing light bulbs that emit a warm tone for exterior building – It
was suggested to insert a Calvin number (2700k) and define what is a warm tone. It was also
suggested to remove the term “bulbs” and insert “lighting” to cover all lighting.
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Page 10, Under Lighting – Provide illumination on front/rear entries to ensure
customer/employee safety – Consider specifying all entries.
Sections 5, 6, 7 – Manager Zawila explained these sections focused on building
elements and was organized by top, middle and base and carried over from the 2009 Design
Guidelines.
Page 13, Elements D2, Rear Entrances Comparable to Front Entrances – Language
may be too strong. For Knee walls/Windows installed without a knee wall that open to the
sidewalk, staff confirmed those were for such instances where a restaurant has a dining area
where panels can open to the sidewalk. Staff indicated there will be a picture associated with
this topic.
Page 14, Item 4E – Awnings – Internally illuminated awnings – Staff recalled an incident
where a vinyl awning was lit underneath where some commissioners felt it was inappropriate for
the downtown area. It was suggested to add that awnings with signage internally illuminated
should be prohibited, while decorative lighting would be appropriate.
Page 12, Item A1, Commercial Storefronts, Relatively Thin Framing Elements –
Consider adding storefronts with a thicker mullion design and be large display windows.
Page 12, Item B1, Entrances – Orient primary building entrances to a public street – It
was suggested to add “entrances to a public space.”
Page 14, Item 3, Windows – Clarification of “window glazing may be located on upper
stories only and should be clear and less slightly tinted…” Manager Zawila would follow up with
the carryover, but indicated the point was to not have tinted windows on the ground floor, but it
could be appropriate for the upper stories.
Page 15, Windows – No guidance was being given to the Downtown Transition Area.
Manager Zawila would review, possibly expand on it, and return language to the ADRB in
January. Both Manager Zawila and Director Popovich noted that because there were some
residentially-designed commercial buildings in the area, they did not want to limit the window
design, especially to private residential homes.
Page 15, Section 3, Windows– consider whether to add text that if a window is going to
be replaced – whether historic or not – should any replacement window fill the entire opening.
Manager Zawila recalled the commissioners did not support half-filled windows and the text was
a carry-over from the previous guidelines. Dialog followed that if a building already had
replacement windows, were only half filled, and renovations were being proposed, would it be
required to fill in the original or only that portion that had been changed prior. Per Manager
Zawila, the current guidance was as stated. Director Popovich’s preference was that if the
previous window replacement filled half way but the old opening could be detected, the space
should be filled entirely. However, if the window replacement was completely filled and
redesigned, then it could not be returned.
Sections 8 and 9 – Manager Zawila explained that utilities consideration and parking lots
were two new topics under these two sections. The utilities consideration could have some
limitation as to where they can be located. However, there was an ability to provide some
guidance.
Section 2 – While it currently addressed utilities/parking not being visible from nearby
streets, sidewalks, and customer parking, it was suggested to add verbiage about what is
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acceptable and using landscaping as a possible buffer. Per staff, landscaping was covered in
another section but if not totally covered, verbiage could be added as an option. (Director
Popovich refers to the buffering of refuse containers either by a certain size wall or by
evergreens, which text can be used in this section.)
Introduction to Section 8 – Define the term “utility structure.”
Page 18, Item 8.2 – Per Ch. Gassen, any time references can be made to the village’s
zoning ordinance, it should do so.
Document Format – Manager Zawila indicated the photos on the overhead were
examples of what the guidelines document will look like and many graphics will be provided in
the document. Planner Flora Ramirez was thanked for her design scheme on the document.
Manager Zawila invited comments from the commissioners. All comments about the format
were positive.
Public Comment
Chairwoman Gassen asked staff if any written comments were received on this matter.
Per staff, no comments were received. Ch. Gassen invited comments from the public.
Mr. Robertson – Did not have any comments but thanked the ADRB for its “hard work.”
Final Commissioner comments included revising the wording about process, specifically
about wording being regulatory or advisory.
Ch. Gassen reminded everyone this topic discussion will continue at its December 16,
2020 Zoom meeting. Manager Zawila presented a couple of slides on what tasks will be
presented and discussed at the next couple of meetings. He asked the ADRB to look in their
emails for their next meeting materials and videos, noting that an invitation will be also be
extended to the Downers Grove Downtown Management Corporation.
5. NEW BUSINESS – None
6. PUBLIC COMMENT – None
7. ADJOURNMENT
Ch. Gassen called for a motion to adjourn.
Mr. Reimer moved, seconded by Mr. Styczynski to adjourn the meeting at 8:15 p.m.
Roll call:
AYE: Reimer, Styczynski, Acks, Chalberg, Lerner, Renner, Gassen
/s/
Celeste K. Weilandt
(As transcribed by MP-3 audio)
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VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE

ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
JANUARY 13, 2021 AGENDA
SUBJECT:

TYPE:

SUBMITTED BY:

20-ADR-0001
200 Shady Lane

Designation of a Historic Landmark

Gabriella Baldassari
Development Planner

REQUEST

The petitioners are seeking a Historic Landmark Designation for their home at 200 Shady Lane based on the
criteria that the property represents the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style.

NOTICE

The application has been filed in conformance with applicable procedural and public notice requirements.

GENERAL INFORMATION
OWNER/PETITIONER: Christie and John Kenny
200 Shady Lane
Downers Grove, IL 60515

PROPERTY INFORMATION

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE:
BUILDING DATE:
HISTORICAL BUILDING USE:
EXISTING BUILDING USE:
PROPERTY SIZE:
PIN:

Mid-Century Modern
Circa 1960
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
11,104 Square Feet (.25 acres)
09-04-108-018

ANALYSIS
SUBMITTALS
This report is based on the following documents, which are on file with the Department of Community
Development:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Project Summary
Plat of Survey
Owner Consent Form
Certificate of Acknowledgement Form
Historic Landmark Information Form
Photographs
Village of Downers Grove Architectural and Historical Survey 2013

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The petitioners are seeking a Historic Landmark Designation for their property at 200 Shady Lane under
criteria 12.302.B.3 of the Historic Preservation Ordinance: representation of distinguishing characteristics
of an architectural style. The Mid-Century Modern style home was constructed circa 1960.

20-ADR-0001, 200 Shady Lane
January 13, 2021
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The Mid-Century Modern style was popularized between the 1940s and 1960s. The use of brick, stucco
and wood siding (installed both vertically and horizontally) varied depending on geography. Occasionally
an additional building material would be used for contrast. Low-pitched hip roofs and low-pitched gabled
roofs were the most common roof types associated with this architectural style. Front entries were often
set back and protected by the main roof. Another characteristic of the Mid-Century Modern style home is
its design relationship to the outdoors. To promote scenic views, designs often incorporated large
windows and open floor plans.
This one story Mid-Century Modern style home has a concrete foundation and a low-sloped front gabled
roof. The home’s exterior facades are composed of vertical wood siding and a contrasting stone chimney.
Deep roof overhangs around the house, including over the front door, and floor to ceiling windows are
additional Mid-Century characteristics. Natural light is secured through the clerestory windows on the
south facade. The home includes an attached one-car garage.
The property at 200 Shady Lane was built circa 1960 for the original owners, John and Mildred Kotes.
The house is currently owned by the petitioners, Christie and John Kenny, who purchased the home in
2019. The Kenny’s are the sixth owners of the house.
Upon consultation with the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA), additional information was
gathered about the history of this style of home. IHPA described that the house is very similar in style to
California style homes that gained popularity in the Mid-1950’s and were often built by prominent
developer Joseph Eichler. Eichler’s style, emanated around the country, generally includes expressed
post-and-beam construction, balanced asymmetry, floor-to-ceiling windows, windows that continue up
into the triangulated eaves and broad low-sloped roofs; all features that can be observed at the subject
home. IHPA recognized that though this home is smaller than many other examples of Mid-Century
Modernarchitecture, the size has not limited its exuberant display of the architectural themes.
Additionally, the IHPA recognized the lannon stone chimney as a type of limestone typically quarried in
Wisconsin, adding a local feature to the otherwise Californian inspired home. The chip carved texture of
the stone chimney contrasts nicely with the smooth exterior siding.
Both the south and east facades of the house face public right-of-ways and would therefore be subject to
the review and requirements of a Certificate of Appropriateness should any work be proposed on either
street facing façade.
COMPLIANCE WITH HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE
The petitioner has outlined the request in the attached narrative letter and photographs. The petitioner will
further address the proposal and justification to support the requested landmark designation at the public
hearing.
Landmark designations require evaluation based on Section 12.302 of the Historic Preservation
Ordinance, Landmark Designation Criteria. Staff finds the request complies with Section 12.302.A and
Section 12.302.B, as described below.
Section 12.302.A
The proposed landmark is either over fifty (50) years old; in whole or in part or is under fifty (50)
years of age and possesses exceptional importance such as might be recognized immediately for its
reflection of an extraordinary political event or architectural innovation; and
The house was constructed circa 1960. This standard is met.
Section 12.302.B
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That one or more of the following conditions exist:
1. The property has significant value as part of the historic, heritage or cultural characteristics of
the community, county, State or Nation;
This criteria does not apply.
2. The property was owned by a person or persons of historic significance to the community,
county, State or Nation;
This criteria does not apply.
3. The property represents the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural period, style,
type, method of construction or use of indigenous materials;
Staff finds the property represents the distinguishing characteristics of a Mid-Century Modern style
home. The one story Mid-Century home has a low-sloped front gabled roof, clerestory windows, deep
roof overhangs, and vertical wood siding. The Downers Grove Village Wide Architectural and
Historical Survey found this home would qualify as a contributing property in a historic district. This
criteria is met.
4. The property represents notable work of a master builder, designer, architect or artist whose
individual work has influenced the development of the community, county, State or Nation;
This criteria does not apply.

5. An area that has yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in history or
prehistory.
This criteria does not apply.

6. A source of civic pride or identity for the community.
This criteria does not apply.
7. The property is included in the National Register of Historic Places.
This criteria does not apply.
NEIGHBORHOOD COMMENT
Staff has not received any neighborhood comments regarding the proposal at this time.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff finds the petition complies with the criteria in Section 12.302 for Landmark Designation. Based on
the findings above, staff recommends the Architectural Design Review Board make a positive
recommendation to the Village Council for landmark status of 200 Shady Lane.
Staff Report Approved By:

__________________________

Stan Popovich, AICP
Director of Community Development
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November 14, 2020
Department of Community Development
Landmarks Preservation Commission
801 Burlington Avenue
Downers Grove, IL 60515
Dear Review Board:
As a 200 Shady Lane resident since 2018, I write to express my strong support for
Historic preservation within my community of Shady Lane Estates. I am one of the first
residents to start the process of Historic Landmarking within my community in hopes that
the rest of the community will follow. The architecture, diverse community and unique
culture make it a one-of-a-kind place to live for Shady Lane Estates' present and future
generations.
We are lucky to call this unique part of Downers Grove "home" we understand the
extraordinary qualities that make it so beautiful and livable. I call it the Palm Springs of
Downers Grove. The streets lined with Mid-Century Modern homes built during the late
50's early 60's creating a family-friendly, design inspired gem of a community. Our home
is contributing to the historic character of Shady Lane Estates. It sits on the Northwest
corner of Shady Lane and Cumnor Avenue. Some of the Architectural details on our
home that are prominent in Mid- Century Modern architecture include Vertical Wood
Siding, Front Gabled Roof Type, Stone Chimney, Clerestory Windows, and Deep Eaves.
These are just a few of the individual stand-outs found on our home's exterior.
The Shady Lane Estates area is far more than the sum of its parts. I thank the Landmarks
Preservation Commission for the opportunity to protect this neighborhood for present and
future generations.
Sincerely,
Christie M. Kenny
John F. Kenny

200 Shady Lane Landmark Application
Addition to the Narrative
How the Proposed Designation meets the Landmark Designation Criteria
The home meets the Landmark Designation Criteria as follows:
A. “The proposed landmark is either over fifty (50) years old, in whole or in part.”
The house was built in approximately 1960 as part of the Shady Lane Estates Subdivision. This
criterion is met.
B. “That one or more of the following conditions exists:
3. The property represents the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural period,
style, type, method of construction or use of indigenous materials.”
This house is an excellent example of mid-century modern design, with vertical wood siding and
deep eaves. It features a clerestory window underneath a front gabled and low sloped roof. It also
contains a prominent chimney, with stone most likely quarried in Wisconsin.

Property History of 200 Shady Lane
Current Owners: Christie and John Kenny
PIN: 09-04-108-018
Property Description:
LOT 1 IN A.J. ERICKSON’S SHADY LANE ESTATES UNIT NO. 2, BEING A SUBDIVISION IN THE WEST
HALF OF THE NORTH WEST QUARTER OF A FRACTIONAL SECTION 4, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH,
RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 1954 AS DOCUMENT 740550, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
County Recorder of Deed:
GRANTEE NAME
Kenny
Namkung
Hess
McAllister (for one dollar)
Huneryager
Havenga
GRANTOR: John and Mildred Kotes

YEAR
2019
2001
1995
1992
1988
1984

Office of the County Clerk: (Found in Book No. 86)
For 1960 Taxes, AJ Erickson listed as assessee; John and Mildred Kotes paid taxes for Lot 1
For 1961 Taxes, John and Mildred Kotes paid taxes for Lot 1 on May 14, 1962.
Township Records:
State the house was built in 1960
1994, Land Reduction, RR
2007, Land reassessed
Scott Huneryager listed as owner on card in records
Tax History
Tax Year
1955
1956
1957
1958
1959
1960
1961

Who Paid

Amount Paid

Date of Payment

AJ Erickson
AJ Erickson
John and Mildred Kotes
John and Mildred Kotes

2 installments of $5.95 each
2 installments of $6.29 each
2 installments of $6.34 each
2 Installments of $172.04 each

9/1/1959
6/1/1960
5/4/1961
5/14/1962

Prepared by Friends of the Edwards House

February 12, 2020

Photographs of street and entrance façades:

Southeast side of house.

Southeast side of house.

East corner of house.

Entrance to house on northeast side.

Entrance to house on northeast side.

7/12/2013

Downers Grove Village Wide
Architectural and Historical Survey
General Information
Street Number:

200

Former Street Number:
Street:

SHADY LANE

PIN Number(s):

Construction Date/Other Year:

1950s

Architect:
Current Function/Category:

Single Family Residential Building

Historic Function:

Single Family Residential Building

Photo 1

Listing in Existing Survey:
Significant:

Evaluation

National Register Criterion:

Condition:

Good

Integrity:

Good

Secondary Structure:

Attached Garage

Contributing to a
National Register District:

Secondary Structure Condition:

Potentially Contributing to a
National Register District:
Noteworthy Buildings
Less Than 50 Years Old:

Secondary Structure Integrity:

Reason for Significance:

Landmark/National Register:

No

C

No

Architectural Descriptions
Architectural Classification/Style: Mid-Century Modern

Roof Ornamentation:

Deep Eaves

Ornamentation:

eave brackets

Foundation Material/Form:

Concrete/Concrete Block

Building Form:

Ranch

Door Detailing:

Number of Stories:

1

Porch:

Current Wall Material 1:

Vertical Wood Siding

Dormers:

Current Wall Material 2:
Original Wall Material 1:

Window Type:
Vertical Wood Siding

Fixed

Window Configuration:

Original Wall Material 2:

Window Material:

Wood

Wall Detailing/Ornamentation:

Window Detail:

Clerestory

Storefront Material:

Window Storms:

Roof Type:

Front Gabled

Roof Material:

Asphalt Shingle

Alterations:

carport infilled

Significant Features:

prominent stone chimney
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