























Pedestrian Safety Infrastructure

Physical Separation: To prevent vehicles from encroaching onto the Arthur Avenue sidewalk, we request the installation of permanent wheel stops or a raised
curb at the edge of the East parking lot where it meets the sidewalk.

Apron Clearance: We request a "No Parking" buffer zone near the southern apron to ensure that vehicles exiting and entering the lot have clear sightlines and do
not block the pedestrian right-of-way while waiting to pullin or out.

ode Compliance Review

Egress Impact: We request a formal review of the South parking lot aisle width, specifically calculating how the new exterior staircase will impact the maneuverability
of vehicles.

Pedestrian Traffic Study: Given the proximity to schools and local dining, we suggest the City verify that the proposed density of parking does not create a "blind
backing” hazard onto the Arthur sidewalk.

urther Expansion of Parking Opportunities

« Adjacent Lot: We understand that there are limitations to the existing lot and do not wish to hinder the expansion of the business. One additional (safe) solution may
be found in the adjacent Dollar Bank/Hudek Dental lot. We suggest a B2B outreach/collaboration to allow expanded non-towing hours for Vital Pilates customers.

o ensure this project is a success for both the property owner and the community, we respectfully request that before this project moves forward additional, more precise
data be collected and presented to ABR. Ultimately, this data will be essential to ensuring that this development enhances—rather than hinders—neighborhood safety.

Best regards,

argaret Brinich & Troy Bratz



















o Suggest considering breaking up the front mass, possibly with a band board to align with the second floor and shake siding above to make the house appear more consistent with Lakewood's typology.
Docket 01-07-26: 15501 Madison Ave. Vital Pilates & Welness

o Great to see this applicant reinvesting in Lakewood.

o We suggest studying the propertions and openings of the second-floor addition.
Docket 01-08-26: 14319 Lake Ave

o Nice addition and investment.

o We suggest the details of the tapered column in the inspiration image should be followed.
Docket 02-13-26: 13400 Madison.

o No comment.

Docket 02-14-26: 1411-13 Lauidrdale
o Is avariance needed for the amount of signage or is this within the signage coverage area ratio?
o We suggest the replacing the QR code with a smaller version for passers-by to see inside the storefront.

Docket 02-15-26: 15800 Detroit. Cleveland Clinic
o We suggest considering utilizing black out for an internally lit all-white sign similar to other recent installations in the City.
o Will the sign box and post be cleaned up and repainted.

Docket 02-16-26: 1374 West 117th Street. Norton Industries
o This is another great project to see on Lakewood's east side and it is great to see this investment in the City.
o The applicant is calling for the brick to be painted. It appears the existing brick has already been painted. The brick prep for the new paint application is critical and should be reviewed by the City and/or Board.

o Recommend the board review the proposed materials and provide direction.
o Are there any improvements proposed for the South Elevation?

= Docket 02-17-26: 1654 Waterbury.
o Itis great to see this type of investment in Lakewood.
o We suggest the ABR review the scale of the two-car garage compared to the front elevation.
o It would be great is the proposed construction could relate to the existing homes on the street and implement a front porch.
o 1383 Endanola Avenue is a good example of a new house blending into Lakewood's context while meeting the current market needs on a restrictive site.

* Docket 02-18-26: 1337 Edanola
o Good investment in Lakewood.
o The ARB should note the rendering of the southwest fagade/right side view is obscured from direct view due to neighboring properties.

=+ Docket 02-19-26: 16620 Madison. The llluminating Company
o We are not sure what the scope of the proposed work is.
o If gates are being restored, is there an opportunity for them to be improved to be more pedestrian-friendly, especially facing Madison?

We truly appreciate the opportunity to share our thoughts with you on these applications. If you have any questions on our comments, please let us know and we would be happy to discuss further.

Thank you,




why the current plan should change that. | understand that the owners of the lot and the existing home next door at danola recently purchased the property, but it

was bought in its current state. There are no reliance interests in there being approval of a second home built on the property, and | don’t agree generally with rewarding

speculators but substantially altering the existing neighborhood and the expectations of surrounding homeowners. If you look around at the surrounding houses, you will
see old homes with unique character and designs and | do not think this adds to that, rather it takes away from the integrity of the neighborhood. | think this would be a
detriment to the neighborhood and likely lower surrounding property values.

Thank you for your time,
Shawn McKinley

1339 Riverside Drive




Amanda L. Cramer

From: Tom Fraser <tfraser@firstmutualholding.com>

Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2026 11:44 AM

To: Amanda L. Cramer

Subject: RE: Updated Letter for ARB Regarding 1114 Forest Rd Matter
Attachments: 20260107115343500.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links,
especially from unknown senders.

Hello Ms. Cramer:

Please include this comment in the meeting tomorrow. | am unable to attend in person. The design
remains deficient for the reasons detailed below.

Please re-include my original letter in the public record from the January 8 meeting, a copy of which is
attached here.

| would also comment that the revised design minimally addresses some of the ARB’s concerns from the
prior meeting, but it continues to fail to address concerns the ARB had about scale and fit into the
neighborhood, particularly on the west side of Forest Rd. | draw the ARB’s attention to those same
concerns in my comment of letter from the last meeting.

| highlight below my previous concerns that remain unaddressed with this revised design:

The proposed structure does not match prevailing scale in terms of footprint and fails to respect the width
to height ratios in neighboring homes. This design is an outlier compared to every other home on the
street. Itintrudes as a vertical shard, conflicting with the aesthetic of the neighborhood. Its width to
height ratio is less than 1.0; itis 0.79 (23’ x 29’). Every other home on this side of the street has a width to
height ratio greater than 1.0 (see table below using a 29’ height standard).

Property Width (in feet) Width to Height | Square Footage

Ratio

Proposed Building | 23 0.79 1750

1116 Forest 36 1.24 2380

1120 Forest 44

.52 2852

1122 Forest 38

.31 2970

1124 Forest 55

.89 6908

1126 Forest 43

.48 3244

1128 Forest 36

.24 2504

1130 Forest 36

.24 4600

1132 Forest 42

Y Y Y YR S

.44 3240

Many of the homes on Forest Rd have front porches or welcoming distinctive front entrances. This
proposed home already has an exceptional setback variance (now under appeal). The recessed front
entrance and minimalist porch further compound this abnormal setback and makes the home look grossly
out of place.

The volumes in the design struggle to be broken into legible forms and the proposed home resembles a
compressed, unmodulated vertical box. This contrasts with the more balanced volumes of neighboring
homes.



This solution uses "postage stamp" design found in high density lots. This attempt seeks to maximize the
use of the land, rather than respect the architectural aesthetic of the planned community.

The design does not provide supporting context photos or streetscape drawings. It does not accurately
show how the proposed home would fit into the historic neighborhood. Instead, the application continues
to show an image of the home in an artificial — almost ex-urban—setting. It uses "stock-type" photo trees
and landscaping that can't logically exist. This conveys a false sense of non-impact on the neighborhood,
and a disingenuous depiction of the lot disconnected from surrounding homes and streetscape features.

This application, as proposed, must be denied for now. A simple "infill" design is not appropriate here, noris it
replacing an existing structure. If resubmitted after the BZA appeal is complete, the application must thoroughly
address the problems cited above. It should also include a design with a more comprehensive analysis that
explains:

Understanding of the district’s character through context photos, streetscape drawings, and architectural
analysis.

How the design impacts neighborhood patterns on Forest Rd.

Material samples and clear elevations evidencing compatibility with the neighboring properties. How does
this proposed house maintain the "the street rhythm" typical of Forest Rd?

How the proposed home does not defy Clifton Park's spatial order — the distance between homes, their
relation to the street, and views along curved roads.

Given its minimalist width, how does the lack of a porch and recessed entrance fit into the neighborhood?



Sincerely,

Thomas Fraser
1124 Forest Rd
Lakewood, OH 44107

Thomas J. Fraser

President & CEO

F M 14806 Detroit Avenue, Lakewood, Ohio 44107
H C 0: (216) 529-2601 | c: (216) 798-8708

tfraser@firstmutualholding.com

From: Tom Fraser

Sent: Wednesday, January 7, 2026 12:09 PM

To: Amanda L. Cramer <amanda.cramer@lakewoodoh.net>
Subject: Updated Letter for ARB Regarding 1114 Forest Rd Matter

Hello Ms. Cramer,
Please find attached an updated letter from me regarding 1114 Forest Rd.
Would you please include this in materials related to the public comments?

Sincerely, Tom Fraser

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential, and are
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one
of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in error,
please notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your computer. Any other use,
retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail by unauthorized recipients is
strictly prohibited. This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain nonpublic personal
information about consumers subject to the restrictions of the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act. You may not
directly or indirectly reuse or redisclose such information for any purpose other than to provide the
services for which you are receiving the information. Any views or opinions presented in this email are
solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of First Mutual Holding Company. The
recipient should check this email and any attachments for the presence of viruses. First Mutual Holding
Company accepts no liability for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this email.



February 11, 2026

To:  City of Lakewood Architectural Review Board
ATTN: Amanda Cramer
Via email amanda.cramer@lakewoodoh.net

RE: Docket Number 12-114-25; 1114 Forest Road

From: James Romer, 1126 Forest Road, Lakewood, Ohio
Office: 440-895-1234
Email: jromer@pbrslaw.com

Dear Members of the Architectural Review Board:

I’m writing to voice my concerns about the matter Docket Number 12-114-25; 1114 Forest Road
and to raise some issues for the Board’s consideration.

In the January 8, 2026, meeting the Board requested several revisions from the applicant, namely
addressing the fireplace, northern elevation and addressing the context of the design related to
the neighborhood and streetscape and the scale and fit of the design relative to the rest of the
neighborhood.

While the applicant has provided some additional cut sheets and installation guide to the Heat &
Glo vented gas fireplace heater, no revisions have been submitted to the “right” north elevation
as requested by the Board, and the application for the February 12, 2026 meeting is devoid of
any information addressing how the design fits within the context of the rest of the neighborhood
(with visual demonstrative support) which was a major request from the January 8, 2026
meeting.

The proposed structure does not match neighborhood scale in terms of structure footprint relative
to the site area and fails to fit the context of the neighborhood with respect the width to height
ratios in neighboring homes. The proposed design is a significant deviation from every other
home on the street and the materials do not approximate the finishes in the

neighborhood. Furthermore, the structure’s height to width ratio is also significantly deviation
from the other residences in the historic Clifton Park neighborhood.

The proposed design may be a better fit as an infill structure in another area, but not in the
planned community of Clifton Park and the application fails to address how this design does not
disrupt the aesthetic and historical value of Clifton Park.



Lastly, the Board of Zoning appeals adopted a Findings of Fact on Area Variances at the recent
January 30, 2026 special zoom meeting that found the following:

9. Neighborhood character and detriment to adjoining properties.

The Board head extensive testimony regarding neighborhood character in Clifton
Park and the visibility of the corner; however, the Board is not charged with architectural
review and finds that a single-dwelling, appropriately scaled and placed entirely on the
parcel, will not substantially alter the essential character of the neighborhood or cause
substantial detriment to adjacent properties, subject to the applicant obtaining
Architectural Board of Review approval for design matters.

16. Determination on practical difficulty.

On balance, the Board finds that the owner has demonstrated practical
difficulty: the unique triangular corner configuration and two 50-foot building lines
create a hardship not generally shared by properties in the district; the property cannot
yield a reasonable residential use without setback relief; the proposal does not materially
impair governmental services; and, with Architectural Board of Review oversight, the
essential character of the neighborhood will be preserved.

In light of the Board of Zoning Appeals decision to rely on the Architectural Review Board to
address issues related to evaluating the application’s design relative to the character of the
neighborhood and abdication of responsibility to take any objective measure of the project
relative to the character of the neighborhood, the Architectural Review Board must uphold its
duty to the citizenry to make a serious evaluation of the applicant’s proposal concerning the
project’s impact on the character of the neighborhood since there are no elected officials (i.e. city
council or the mayor) involved in the zoning or design review function in Lakewood.

Therefore, I am voicing my request to either table a decision on the Docket Number 12-114-25
application for the February 12, 2026 meeting or to deny the Docket Number 12-114-25
application for the February 12, 2026 meeting.







Architectural Board of Review

February 2026



Architectural Board of Review
Pre-Review Meeting: February 5%, 4:00pm (Zoom)
Regular Meeting: February 12%, 5:30 pm (Auditorium)

Members
Hanna Cohan Plessner (2026 Chair)
Chris Egervary
Ashley Matonis
Nick Slaughterbeck
Matt Stevenson

Staff
Board Secretary: Amanda Cramer
Assistant Building Commissioner: William Wagner




A -

Architectural Board of Review
February Agenda

Roll call

Approve minutes - January 2026 meeting
Opening Remarks

Old Business

Sign Review

New Business

Adjourn




1325.03 of the Lakewood Codified Ordinances: Purpose of ABR/BBS/Sign
Review Board

The purposes of the Architectural Board of Review are to protect the value,
appearance and use of property on which buildings are constructed or altered,
to maintain a high character of community development, to protect the public
health, safety, convenience and welfare and to protect real estate within the City
from impairment or destruction of value.

Such purposes shall be accomplished by the Board by regulating, according to
accepted and recognized architectural principles, the design, use of materials,
finished grade lines, dimensions, orientation and location of all main and
accessory buildings to be erected, moved, altered, remodeled or repaired,
subject to the provisions of the Zoning and Building Codes and other applicable
ordinances of the City, and shall take into consideration the Architectural
Standards Workbook and any other design guidelines or standards, as
recommended by the Administration or City Council and adopted by

the Planning Commission pursuant to Part One, Title Five, Chapter 154 of the
Codified Ordinances of the City of Lakewood, for use by the Board.

In reviewing, regulating and approving building plans, the Board shall consider
and take cognizance of the development of adjacent, contiguous and
neighboring buildings and properties for the purpose of achieving safe,
harmonious and integrated development of related properties.



https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/lakewood/latest/lakewood_oh/0-0-0-62228#JD_154

Architectural Board of Review

Summary Approval, Sign Review - February 2026




Applicant proposes signage.
City Notes:

O Applicant proposes wall sign (12.64 SF)
0 Max allowed square footage: 61.5 SF total
O Total proposed square footage: 12.64 SF

Summary Approved with the condition that any window
signage be submitted to the Board before installation.

Docket No. 02-13-26 (13400 Madison)

Wall Sign - Allstate
Kathy Clarke




Applicant proposes wall sign.
City Notes:

O Applicant proposes window signage (59.82 SF total), existing wall sign (28 SF)
L Max allowed square footage: 34.5 SF total (23’ width), 36.35 SF window
O Total proposed square footage: 87.82 SF

Summary Approved with the conditions:

e Reduce size of QR code and phone number to the
scale of the glass in the doors.

e Submit updated elevation to Board Secretary.

Docket No. 02-14-26 (1411-1413 Lauderdale)

Window Signage - Advance Glass Sales & Service LLC
William Eppich




Applicant proposes new window signage.
City Notes:

O Applicant proposes 2 window signs (10.5 SF each, 21 SF total), 32 SF Pole, wayfinding totaling 7.5 SF
0 Max allowed square footage: 69 SF total, 22.92 SF windows
O Total proposed square footage: 60.5 SF

Summary Approved, no conditions

Docket No. 02-15-26 (15800 Detroit)

Pole, Window, Wayfinding Signage - Cleveland Clinic
Thomas Yankovich




Architectural Board of Review

Old Business - February 2026




Applicant proposes signage.
City Notes:

O Applicant proposes 1 wall sign (60.36 SF), existing unapproved mural sign (178 SF), Geraci/brewpub signs
(38.55 SF)

0 Max allowed square footage: 100 SF total
O Total proposed square footage: 276.91 SF

Docket No. 01-10-26 (2035 Quail)

Wall Signage - Birdtown Brewing
Kathy Clarke




Docket No. 01-10-26 (2035 Quail)




Docket No. 01-10-26 (2035 Quail)
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Docket No. 01-10-26 (2035 Quail)




Applicant proposes new development.
City Notes:

O Specific materials using, what is being replaced with what’s remaining, color choices.
O Consider different material for balconies or paneling: they sort of contrast each other.
0 Learn more about existing lentils and how they will be treated.

O 3D rendering please, especially from angle of street.

Docket No. 09-77-25 (11730 Detroit)

The North Coast Apartments - New Development
Milan Milasinovic




Docket No. 09-77-25 (11730 Detroit)




Docket No. 09-77-25 (11730 Detroit)
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Applicant proposes new construction of residence.
City Notes:

Docket No. 12-114-25 (1114 Forest)

Residence - New Construction
Elizabeth Davis




Docket No. 12-114-25 (1114 Forest)
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GENERAL NOTES:

L)

ALL FOOTINGS AND FOUNDATION WALLS TO BE SIZED AND

REINFORCED PER. TABLES 401.4.1, 403.1, 402.2, 404.1.1 (1}-(4)

2. ALL TRUSS DRAWINGS TO BE ON SITE AND APPROVED PRIOR TO INSTALATION

3, FIRE BLOCKING TO BE COMPLETED IN COMPUIANCE WITH RE02.8

4. DRAFTSTOPPING TO BE COMPLETED IN COMPLIANCE WITH R502.12

B, ICE GUARD TO BE COMPLETED IN COMPLIANCE WITH R805.2.7.2

&, ANY GLASS IN A HAZARDOLUS AREAWILL BE TEMPERED (GLAZED) PER R308.4

7. ALL BEDROOMS WILL HAVE 1 EMERGEMCY & RESCUE OPENINGS PER R310.1 - 310.1.4

SECTION - 2X6 WALLS
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Relevant Residential Design Standards to consider — Site Design:

e Site plans must clearly show the relationship of the residential building to the street,
surrounding parcels and buildings, and immediate context.

* New construction and additions must be located and oriented in a manner that
complements the surrounding neighborhood.

* Foundation landscaping, particularly along any street frontage, and the use of
appropriate shade and ornamental trees is highly encouraged. Landscaping should
include a mix of perennial, evergreen, and seasonal color.

Architectural Design Compatibility

e All new construction and alterations must complement and be compatible with the
architectural patterns and context of structures in the immediate area.

* The exterior materials, architectural style, and color scheme used in any addition or
alteration of residential building must match or complement the exterior material,
architectural style, and color scheme of the existing structure.

Docket No. 12-114-25 (1114 Forest)




Front Porch and Entry

e Residential buildings must include a prominent front porch and entry, when appropriate
for the architectural style. The front porch and entry form, style, and material must be
compatible with the chosen architectural style of the home and shall be harmonious and
consistent with the neighborhood context.

e Columns and railings create much of the design character of a front porch.
Traditional Lakewood railings are made up of a top rail, bottom rail, and balusters,
which are the vertical pieces in between. Cable and horizontal railings are
discouraged.

e Pressure treated wood is acceptable for structural members only, not the finished
material. Painting these finished materials is acceptable.

e Compliance with Appendix B Front Porch Guidelines is required.

e Additional considerations for front porches can be found in Appendix C: Lakewood
Heritage Advisory Board Front Porches.

Docket No. 12-114-25 (1114 Forest)




Exterior Materials and Decorative Details

The combination of different materials must be appropriate to the surrounding area and
existing building’s architectural style and design.

Simulated finishes (e.g. artificial stone or concrete simulating stone or brick, or vinyl
siding simulating wood) shall be of high quality that successfully mimics the natural
material and be durable to the Northeast Ohio climate.

Foundations shall have the appearance of brick or stone through the use of split face
blocks, brick veneer, burnished, parged, pressed concrete, etc. Exposed CMU and
smooth faced concrete foundations are prohibited.

Wood trim should be painted and strictly staining is discouraged.

Columns must have appropriate trim at the base and capital.

Masonry is required on all chimneys.

Docket No. 12-114-25 (1114 Forest)



Applicant proposes second floor addition of commercial space.
City Notes:

* No materials presented

Docket No. 01-07-26 (15501 Madison)

Second Floor Addition - Vital Pilates
Jake Szaraz
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Applicant proposes front facade /porch addition
City Notes:

* No materials presented

Docket No. 01-08-26 (14819 Lake)

Front Porch
Jake Szaraz
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Relevant Residential Design Standards to consider — Site Design:

e Site plans must clearly show the relationship of the residential building to the street,
surrounding parcels and buildings, and immediate context.

* New construction and additions must be located and oriented in a manner that
complements the surrounding neighborhood.

* Foundation landscaping, particularly along any street frontage, and the use of
appropriate shade and ornamental trees is highly encouraged. Landscaping should
include a mix of perennial, evergreen, and seasonal color.

Architectural Design Compatibility

e All new construction and alterations must complement and be compatible with the
architectural patterns and context of structures in the immediate area.

 The exterior materials, architectural style, and color scheme used in any addition or
alteration of residential building must match or complement the exterior material,
architectural style, and color scheme of the existing structure.

Docket No. 01-08-26 (14819 Lake)




Front Porch and Entry

e Residential buildings must include a prominent front porch and entry, when appropriate
for the architectural style. The front porch and entry form, style, and material must be
compatible with the chosen architectural style of the home and shall be harmonious and
consistent with the neighborhood context.

e Columns and railings create much of the design character of a front porch.
Traditional Lakewood railings are made up of a top rail, bottom rail, and balusters,
which are the vertical pieces in between. Cable and horizontal railings are
discouraged.

e Pressure treated wood is acceptable for structural members only, not the finished
material. Painting these finished materials is acceptable.

e Compliance with Appendix B Front Porch Guidelines is required.

e Additional considerations for front porches can be found in Appendix C: Lakewood
Heritage Advisory Board Front Porches.

Docket No. 01-08-26 (14819 Lake)




Exterior Materials and Decorative Details

The combination of different materials must be appropriate to the surrounding area and
existing building’s architectural style and design.

Simulated finishes (e.g. artificial stone or concrete simulating stone or brick, or vinyl
siding simulating wood) shall be of high quality that successfully mimics the natural
material and be durable to the Northeast Ohio climate.

Foundations shall have the appearance of brick or stone through the use of split face
blocks, brick veneer, burnished, parged, pressed concrete, etc. Exposed CMU and
smooth faced concrete foundations are prohibited.

Wood trim should be painted and strictly staining is discouraged.

Columns must have appropriate trim at the base and capital.

Masonry is required on all chimneys.

Docket No. 01-08-26 (14819 Lake)
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Applicant proposes storefront renovation.
City Notes:

Docket No. 02-16-26 (1374 W. 117th)

Storefront Renovation
Jeffrey Foster
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Applicant proposes new single family home.
City Notes:

Request to table

Docket No. 02-17-26 (1654 Waterbury)

New Single Family Home Construction
Bridget Gouker




Applicant proposes new single family residence on a corner lot.
City Notes:

Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)

New Single Family Home Construction
Timothy Bennett




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Relevant Residential Design Standards to consider — Site Design:

e Site plans must clearly show the relationship of the residential building to the street,
surrounding parcels and buildings, and immediate context.

* New construction and additions must be located and oriented in a manner that
complements the surrounding neighborhood.

* Foundation landscaping, particularly along any street frontage, and the use of
appropriate shade and ornamental trees is highly encouraged. Landscaping should
include a mix of perennial, evergreen, and seasonal color.

Architectural Design Compatibility

e All new construction and alterations must complement and be compatible with the
architectural patterns and context of structures in the immediate area.

* The exterior materials, architectural style, and color scheme used in any addition or
alteration of residential building must match or complement the exterior material,
architectural style, and color scheme of the existing structure.

Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Front Porch and Entry

e Residential buildings must include a prominent front porch and entry, when appropriate
for the architectural style. The front porch and entry form, style, and material must be
compatible with the chosen architectural style of the home and shall be harmonious and
consistent with the neighborhood context.

e Columns and railings create much of the design character of a front porch.
Traditional Lakewood railings are made up of a top rail, bottom rail, and balusters,
which are the vertical pieces in between. Cable and horizontal railings are
discouraged.

e Pressure treated wood is acceptable for structural members only, not the finished
material. Painting these finished materials is acceptable.

e Compliance with Appendix B Front Porch Guidelines is required.

e Additional considerations for front porches can be found in Appendix C: Lakewood
Heritage Advisory Board Front Porches.

Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)




Exterior Materials and Decorative Details

The combination of different materials must be appropriate to the surrounding area and
existing building’s architectural style and design.

Simulated finishes (e.g. artificial stone or concrete simulating stone or brick, or vinyl
siding simulating wood) shall be of high quality that successfully mimics the natural
material and be durable to the Northeast Ohio climate.

Foundations shall have the appearance of brick or stone through the use of split face
blocks, brick veneer, burnished, parged, pressed concrete, etc. Exposed CMU and
smooth faced concrete foundations are prohibited.

Wood trim should be painted and strictly staining is discouraged.

Columns must have appropriate trim at the base and capital.

Masonry is required on all chimneys.

Docket No. 02-18-26 (1337 Edanola)



Applicant proposes fencing alteration.
City Notes:

Request to table

Docket No. 02-18-26 (16620 Madison)

Fencing Alteration
Jason Van Schoor
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