
  

Agenda   
Village of Arlington Heights 

Design Commission 
Community Room, 3rd Floor 

 
Arlington Heights Village Hall 

33 S. Arlington Heights Road 
 Arlington Heights, IL 60005 

March 31, 2015 
6:30 PM  

I. CALL TO ORDER

II. ROLL CALL

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Minutes - 3/10/15 

IV. REPORTS

V. OLD BUSINESS

A. DC#14-042 - 1805 N. Fernandez Ave. - SF/Teardown 

B. DC#14-120 - 428 S. Evanston Ave. - SF/Addition 

C. DC#15-001 - Patton Elementary School - 1616 N. Patton Ave. - 

Sign Variation (continued from 2/24/15) 

D. DC#11-112 - Arlington Downs - Exterior Lighting 

VI. NEW BUSINESS

A. DC#15-020 - Teleflex - 900 W. University Dr. - Commercial  

B. DC#15-025 - Christina Court Subdivision - 1306/1310 E. Olive 

St. - Single-Family  

VII. OTHER BUSINESS

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

Persons with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services, such as an 
American Sign Language interpreter or written materials in accessible 

formats, should contact David Robb, Disability Services Coordinator, at 33 S. 
Arlington Heights Road, Arlington Heights, Illinois 60005, (847)368-5793 

(Voice), (847)368-5980 (Fax) or drobb@vah.com.



  

Item:  Minutes - 3/10/15 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

DC Minutes 3/10/15_DRAFT Minutes 
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DRAFT 

MINUTES OF 
THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS 

DESIGN COMMISSION MEETING 
HELD AT THE ARLINGTON HEIGHTS MUNICIPAL BUILDING 

33 S. ARLINGTON HEIGHTS RD. 
MARCH 10, 2015 

 
Chair Eckhardt called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 

Members Present: Ted Eckhardt, Chair 
   John Fitzgerald 
   Anthony Fasolo 
   Jonathan Kubow 
   Alan Bombick 

 
Members Absent: None 
 
Also Present:  Michael & Beth Stibgen, Owners of 1104 S. Vail Ave. 
   Chris Russo, ALA Architects for 1104 S. Vail Ave. 
   Sean Kelly, Rize Properties for 918 N. Yale Ave. 

Joe LaBelle, Rize Properties for 918 N. Yale Ave. 
   David Deichl, Village Green for Central Park East Apts. 
   Larry Dziurdzik, Allen Kracower & Associates for Central Park East Apts. 

Steve Hautzinger, Staff Liaison    
 
 

REVIEW OF MEETING MINUTES FROM FEBRUARY 24, 2015 
  
Chair Eckhardt said that during the discussion regarding the sign variation for Patton School, he strongly 
suggested the petitioner obtain a sample mock-up of the sign to locate on the wall of the school and to seek 
neighbors’ opinion about its intensity, its brightness, and any other things they want to comment about, 
especially the neighbor who was present at the meeting that lives across the street, which the petitioner 
was in favor of trying to do that. He asked that these comments be added to the minutes. 
 
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FITZGERALD, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER 
FASOLO, TO APPROVE THE MEETING MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 24, 2015.  ALL WERE IN FAVOR.  
THE MOTION CARRIED. 
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1.  SINGLE-FAMILY TEARDOWN REVIEW 
DC#15-009 – 1104 S. Vail Ave. 
 
Mr. Chris Russo, representing ALA Architects, and Michael & Beth Stibgen, the owners, were present on 
behalf of the project. 
 
Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was no response from the 
audience. 
 
Mr. Hautzinger presented Staff comments.  The petitioner is proposing to demolish an existing one-story 
home and detached two-car garage to build a new two-story home with an attached three-car garage.  The 
project does comply with all zoning requirements.  Overall, the front elevation of the home has a very nice 
appearance and is a great example of applying all materials and details on all sides of the home.  The 
proposed colors and materials have a nice appearance as well.  The proposed new home is large as 
compared to many of the existing adjacent homes, although there are other 2-story homes in the 
neighborhood and it does fit comfortably on the large corner lot.  The Design Commission should look at 
the scale of the new home as compared to the surrounding adjacent homes.  Staff’s primary concern is the 
size and orientation of the three-car garage on this corner lot.  The garage projects forward approximately 
21-feet from the front wall of the home and is orientated towards the open corner of the site facing Magnolia 
Avenue.  As proposed, the garage wing becomes the focal point of the design, blocking the view of the 
front of the home from the corner.  It is recommended that the location of the garage on the site be 
evaluated and revised. 
 
Mr. Russo said they have been working on the project for the last couple of years, and the new home was 
originally proposed as one-story.  The concerns about the garage were discussed with the homeowners; 
however, they have specific requirements with views and prefer not to have the garage on the left side.  
They also commented that the driveway would not work if the garage location were changed.  Mr. Russo 
also presented a revised right side elevation (Magnolia Ave.) elevation, Option 2, which was enhanced with 
more detailing to be a stand-alone front elevation, while still working with the homeowners’ requirements for 
access of the garage.  Dormers were added, windows were moved, and materials were brought from the 
front elevation to this elevation, which they felt was a nice compromise.  Mr. Stibgen added that the entire 
layout of the first-floor was designed in consideration with their special needs son, along with the garage 
space and the way it fits into the home, relative to the elevation shaft and the accessible room for him on 
the first-floor. He added that he liked the revised elevation presented tonight better than the original 
elevation.      
 
Commissioner Fitzgerald felt the new home was beautiful with nice details, and the revisions presented 
tonight were nice as well.  He liked that the garage doors were high end and attractive, and he was okay 
with the current location of the garage; however, he might want to require landscaping in the 6-10’ range 
from the walkway going to the front door to the property line along the driveway and then something to 
balance that on the side, which will help to soften the garage doors.  
 
Commissioner Fasolo agreed that the new home was very nicely designed.  He liked the materials and 
the colors, and felt that Option 2 presented tonight was much better than the originally proposed elevation.  
He had no concerns about the location of the garage, and pointed out that other homes across the street 
have frontload garages, as does the home located to the west. He commented that the window trim on the 
new dormers above the garage in Option 2 appeared wider than elsewhere and should be consistent. 
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Commissioner Kubow agreed with the other commissioners.  He felt it was obvious that the architect went 
out of his way to detail and elevate the home, knowing the garage would be a focal point, which he 
commended the petitioner on.   He acknowledged that the 3-car garage was large and stuck out at the 
corner, and he questioned the possibility of somehow bringing back the single bay, although it would affect 
the grade elevation there.  Otherwise, he felt the new home was fantastic. 
 
Chair Eckhardt concurred with the comments made by the commissioners, and he particularly felt it was 
important to add a requirement to add landscaping to soften the garage.   
 
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FITZGERALD, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER 
KUBOW, TO APPROVE THE DESIGN OF THE PROPOSED NEW SINGLE-FAMILY HOME TO BE 
LOCATED AT 1104 S. VAIL AVENUE.  THIS RECOMMENDATION IS SUBJECT TO COMPLIANCE 
WITH THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS DATED 11/21/14, RECEIVED 2/03/15, DESIGN COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS, COMPLIANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE, AND VILLAGE 
CODES, REGULATIONS AND POLICIES, THE ISSUANCE OF ALL REQUIRED PERMITS, AND 
RESOLUTION OF THE FOLLOWING: 
 
1. APPROVAL OF THE REVISED RIGHT SIDE ELEVATION (OPTION 2) PRESENTED TONIGHT; 
2. A REQUIREMENT THAT LANDSCAPING BE ADDED FROM THE FRONT WALKWAY ALONG 

THE DRIVEWAY TO THE PROPERTY LINE, AS WELL ON THE OTHER SIDE OF THAT TO 
BALANCE IT, PARTS OF IT TO BE A MINIMUM 6’ TALL, TO BE APPROVED BY STAFF. 

3. A REQUIREMENT THAT THE 2 DORMERS ABOVE THE GARAGE DOORS HAVE SHAKE 
SHINGLES WRAP AROUND THE FRONT OF THE THEM AND THE WINDOW TRIM BE SMALLER 
THAN SHOWN IN THE DRAWING.   

4. THIS REVIEW REPRESENTS DESIGN APPROVAL ONLY AND SHOULD NOT BE CONSTRUED 
TO BE AN APPROVAL OF, OR TO HAVE ANY OTHER IMPACT ON, ANY OTHER ZONING 
AND/OR LAND USE ISSUES OR DECISIONS THAT STEM FROM ZONING, SIGN CODE OR 
BUILDING OR ANY OTHER REVIEWS. 

5. IT IS THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILITY TO SUBMIT THE APPROPRIATE PERMIT 
APPLICATION(S) TO THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRIOR TO 
PROCEEDING WITH ANY WORK.  IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL TECHNICAL REVIEW, 
PERMIT DRAWINGS WILL BE REVIEWED FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE DESIGN 
COMMISSION AND ANY OTHER COMMISSION OR BOARD APPROVAL CONDITIONS.  IT IS 
THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILTY TO INCORPORATE ALL REQUIREMENTS LISTED ON 
THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS INTO THE PERMIT DRAWINGS, AND TO ENSURE 
THAT BUILDING PERMIT PLANS AND SIGN PERMIT PLANS COMPLY WITH ALL ZONING 
CODE, BUILDING CODE AND SIGN CODE REQUIREMENTS. 

 
FITZGERALD, AYE; FASOLO, AYE; KUBOW, AYE; ECKHARDT, AYE. 

ALL WERE IN FAVOR.  THE MOTION CARRIED. 
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ITEM 2. SINGLE-FAMILY TEARDOWN REVIEW 
 
DC#15-014 – 918 N. Yale Ave. 
 
Mr. Sean Kelly & Mr. Joe LaBelle, representing Rize Properties, were present on behalf of the project. 
 
Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was no response from the 
audience. 
 
Mr. Hautzinger presented Staff comments.  The petitioner is proposing to demolish an existing one-story 
home with an attached one-car garage to allow construction of a new two-story home with an attached two-
car garage.  The project does comply with all R-3 zoning requirements.  The existing neighborhood consists 
primarily of smaller scale one and two-story homes with a mix of detached and attached garages.  The 
homes with attached front loading garages are primarily one-car garages.  This project is appearing before 
the Design Commission to evaluate the proposed design for compatibility with the context of the 
neighborhood, because it will be the first teardown on this block, and will be one of only a few houses that 
have attached two-car garages. 
 
Overall, Staff felt the proposed massing and composition were well done.  The hipped main roof helps to 
diminish the overall height of the house as it relates to the existing adjacent single story residence to the 
south, and the front porch projects out in front of the garage, placing emphasis on the entry rather than on 
the garage.   
 
The following revisions were recommended by Staff, which the petitioner has addressed in the elevations 
being shown tonight: 

 
1. The laundry room windows and grille pattern (above the front porch) are out of proportion with the rest 

of the windows on the front elevation.  It is recommended to slightly revise the window size and adjust 
the grille pattern to better match the top half of the adjacent double hung windows. 

2. The stone base should be wrapped on both sides for approximately 5’ down the side walls. 
3. A window should be added on the side of the garage to break up the empty wall space. 
 
Staff has concerns about the proposed “iron gray” siding color, which they feel is too dark for this large 
house in this neighborhood, and recommend a much lighter shade of gray or tan siding; otherwise, Staff 
recommends approval of the new home. 
 
Mr. Kelly said they received the comments and suggestions from Staff and integrated them into the revised 
design, with the exception of the siding color.  Although they like the current color palette and want a siding 
color that compliments the neighborhood, they are open to suggestions from the commissioners.  Mr. 
LaBelle added that the ultimate goal is to have the new home fit the scale and character of the 
neighborhood and they appreciate the comments and feedback. 
 
Commissioner Fasolo liked that the petitioner addressed the comments and suggestions made by Staff.  
He felt the proposed siding color was not much of a concern, and he pointed out that there are a few 
homes on the block with grey siding.  He would approve the new home as presented tonight.   
 
Commissioner Kubow agreed with Commissioner Fasolo.  He liked the proposed siding color and how it 



  DC 3/10/15 

 

5 

 

mixed with the other homes that consist of mostly light blue, light grey, and light beige.  In terms of the 
elevations, he appreciated the revisions that were made by the petitioner.  He recommended carrying the 
stone base around the home, although it might be an unnecessary expense.  He felt the new home fit in 
well with the neighborhood, fit in with the context and has a nice front elevation. 
 
Commissioner Fitzgerald appreciated that some concerns were previously addressed by Staff, which 
added a lot to the new home.  He liked the proposed siding color a lot and was not in favor of changing it.  
He was in favor of the suggestion to carry the stone base all the way around the home, and pointed out that 
the side and rear elevations were not as nicely detailed as the front elevation.  He suggested details be 
added to the rear of the home to be consistent with the front.   
 
Chair Eckhardt appreciated the petitioner responding to the comments made by Staff, which he agreed 
with.  With regards to the stone base, he suggested adding landscaping at the juncture of where the stone 
stops to help soften the change in materials.     
 
Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was a response from the 
audience. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Beverly Krams, 910 N. Yale Avenue, said that she lives 2 homes south of the site.  She is concerned about 
the close proximity of the new home to the adjacent home to the south, which her friend lives in, 
specifically, the first-floor window on the left side of the new home and whether it would face directly into 
the kitchen bay window of the adjacent home, which is a very small home.  Mr. Kelly replied that the 
double window is located in the dining room and is approximately 22-feet back, roughly the mid-point of the 
left side elevation of the new home.  Ms. Krams was concerned about reduced natural light and privacy 
issues on the adjacent home, with a bay window located in the main eating area of the home.  
Commissioner Kubow pointed out that the left side of the new home is the south elevation, which is the 
most important elevation of a home in terms of having windows for natural light.  Commissioner 
Fitzgerald asked about the distance from the existing bay window to the property line, and Commissioner 
Kubow replied that the adjacent home was located approximately 9-feet from the property line.  
 
Commissioner Bombick arrived at the meeting. 
 
Chair Eckhardt said that adding landscaping along the south elevation of the new home would provide 
visual screening between both homes.  Mr. Kelly understood and agreed with the privacy concerns for both 
homes and was open to the idea of adding year-round screening on the south elevation.  Arbor Vitae were 
suggested as a solution for rear-round screening between the two homes.  Ms. Krams suggested adding a 
long piano window similar to a transom window up at the top of the dining room instead of the window 
currently proposed.  Mr. Kelly pointed out that the setback on the left side of the new home would ease the 
close proximity of the two homes.  He also reiterated that they are more than open to adding plantings to 
screen between the two homes.  Ms. Krams also asked how far back the new home went into the rear yard 
and Mr. Kelly replied that there would be over 50-feet from the rear of the home to the property line.   
 
Mike Schneider, 922 N. Yale Avenue, said that he lives directly north of the site, and he is concerned 
about damage to the large Oak tree in his rear yard during construction of the new home.  Commissioner 
Fitzgerald replied that construction should be kept within the property of the new home, with soil, materials 
and machinery kept off the top of the existing root system, and the drip line protected with fencing.  He 



  DC 3/10/15 

 

6 

 

suggested the petitioner contact an arborist who can do selective pruning of the roots and fertilize the tree 
prior to construction.  Mr. Kelly reiterated that they want to be a good neighbor and are willing to make 
accommodations to protect the adjacent properties during construction. 
 
Kelly Schneider asked if the existing fence would be replaced for the new home and the petitioner stated 
that a new fence was not being proposed at this time. 
 
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER KUBOW, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER 
FITZGERALD, TO APPROVE THE DESIGN OF THE PROPOSED NEW SINGLE-FAMILY HOME TO BE 
LOCATED AT 918 N. YALE AVENUE.  THIS RECOMMENDATION IS SUBJECT TO COMPLIANCE 
WITH THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS DATED 1/23/15, RECEIVED 2/11/15, DESIGN COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS, COMPLIANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE, AND VILLAGE 
CODES, REGULATIONS AND POLICIES, THE ISSUANCE OF ALL REQUIRED PERMITS, AND 
RESOLUTION OF THE FOLLOWING: 

 
1. A REQUIREMENT TO ADD LANDSCAPE SCREENING AT THE DINING ROOM WINDOW ON THE 

SOUTH ELEVATION TO PROVIDE YEAR ROUND SCREENING, SUCH AS ARBOR VITAE. 
2. A REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE ACCOMMODATIONS TO PROTECT THE EXISTING OAK TREE 

LOCATED IN THE REAR YARD OF THE ADJACENT HOME TO THE NORTH DURING 
CONSTRUCTION.  

3. THIS REVIEW REPRESENTS DESIGN APPROVAL ONLY AND SHOULD NOT BE CONSTRUED 
TO BE AN APPROVAL OF, OR TO HAVE ANY OTHER IMPACT ON, ANY OTHER ZONING 
AND/OR LAND USE ISSUES OR DECISIONS THAT STEM FROM ZONING, SIGN CODE OR 
BUILDING OR ANY OTHER REVIEWS. 

4. IT IS THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILITY TO SUBMIT THE APPROPRIATE PERMIT 
APPLICATION(S) TO THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRIOR TO 
PROCEEDING WITH ANY WORK.  IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL TECHNICAL REVIEW, PERMIT 
DRAWINGS WILL BE REVIEWED FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE DESIGN COMMISSION AND 
ANY OTHER COMMISSION OR BOARD APPROVAL CONDITIONS.  IT IS THE PETITIONER’S 
RESPONSIBILTY TO INCORPORATE ALL REQUIREMENTS LISTED ON THE CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS INTO THE PERMIT DRAWINGS, AND TO ENSURE THAT BUILDING PERMIT 
PLANS AND SIGN PERMIT PLANS COMPLY WITH ALL ZONING CODE, BUILDING CODE AND 
SIGN CODE REQUIREMENTS. 

 
Chair Eckhardt clarified that once the new home is built, the petitioner should communicate with the 
adjacent neighbor to the south regarding the placement and location of the landscape screening on the 
south elevation. 
 

FASOLO, AYE; FITZGERALD, AYE; KUBOW, AYE; ECKHARDT, AYE; BOMBICK, ABSTAIN. 
THE MOTION CARRIED. 
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ITEM 3. SIGN VARIATION REVIEW 
 
DC#15-016 – Central Park East Apartments – 1551 E. Central Rd. 
 
Mr. David Deichl, representing Village Green, and Mr. Larry Dziurdzik, representing Allen Kracower & 
Associates, were present on behalf of the project. 
 
Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was no response from the 
audience. 
 
Mr. Hautzinger presented Staff comments.  The petitioner is seeking the following sign variations for one   
additional ground sign facing Central Road to be located near the center of the property: 
 
1. A variation from Chapter 30, section 30-203g to allow a total of four (4) development identification 

ground signs, where only one (1) sign is allowed per street frontage. 
2. A variation from Chapter 30, section 30-203g to allow a development identification ground sign to be 

located near the middle of the site, where signs are only allowed to be located at the points of ingress to 
the development. 

3. A variation from Chapter 30, section 30-203g to allow a 27 sf ground sign, where 0 sf is allowed. 
4. A variation from Chapter 30, section 30-302a, to allow a ground sign with separation distances of 

approximately 500 feet and 477 feet, where 800 feet of separation is required between ground signs. 
 
Central Park East Apartments is an existing 204 unit apartment community consisting of two 3-story 
buildings on approximately 12 acres of land which was approved as a Planned Unit Development in 1986.  
At this time, the petitioner is proposing to install an additional ground sign facing Central Road to be located 
near the center of the property.  The property currently has two ground signs facing Central Road located 
adjacent to each of the access driveways on the east and west ends of the site.  The petitioner is seeking 
approval for an additional ground sign at the center of the property to increase the visibility of the property 
in order to attract new residents. 
 
The petitioner appeared before the Design Commission on October 10, 2014, and presented preliminary 
plans for the proposed new ground sign.  At that time, the petitioner proposed to remove the existing sign 
and brick wall at the west entry drive, and replace it with a new, smaller directional sign to match the 
existing directional sign at the east entrance driveway. At that time, Staff felt that the proposed new sign 
had a corporate feel, and should be redesigned to have a more inviting, residential feel. 
 
Highlights of the Design Commissioners comments at the preliminary review were as follows: 

1. The proposed sign design is too corporate looking and too tall. 
2. The Commissioners preferred the design of the existing monument sign at the west entry drive. 
3. Concern that removal of the existing west entry monument sign would leave a void at the entry. 
4. Petitioner should consider keeping the existing west entry monument sign and provide a similar, 

low, wide sign in the middle of the property. 
5. Not opposed to the idea of a lower profile sign in the center of the property. 

 
In response to the preliminary review feedback, the petitioner is now proposing to keep the existing wall 
and signage at the east entry, and the height of the proposed new ground sign has been reduced.   
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Mr. Hautzinger provided a summary of the existing and proposed ground signs for the development, as 
well as a comparison of signs to similar apartment developments.    
 
With regards to the design of the proposed new signage, Mr. Hautzinger explained that the lettering will 
match the existing sign at the main east entry with illuminated reverse channel lettering.  This style of 
signage has a very commercial feel, but it is softened at the main entrance by the textured brick wall that it 
is mounted on.  However, the structure for the proposed sign will be a large, smooth, white aluminum 
cabinet that has a very modern aesthetic and does not match the character of the existing main entry sign 
or the residential development.  Staff has concerns about the mismatch of the proposed sign with the two 
existing signs.  The existing sign at the east entry drive does have the smooth aluminum cabinet style, but it 
is much smaller and has a different arrangement of text.  Staff recommends that the design of the proposed 
new sign and the two existing signs be reworked to have a more coordinated and consistent appearance 
that is softer and more appropriate for a residential development.  A coordinated set of signs will help to 
establish the identity and visibility of the overall apartment development. 
 
The petitioner submitted a letter addressing the sign variation hardship criteria, with the primary hardship 
identified as a need for a sign in the middle of the site to more effectively identify the property.   
 
Staff has evaluated the proposed sign package and has concerns regarding the appropriateness of the 
proposed sign design as compared to the essential character of the residential property, the lack of 
cohesiveness of the overall signage package, the number of signs proposed, and the total square footage 
of signage proportionate to the number of apartment units.  As a result, Staff recommends the following 
options for Central Park East Apartments located at 1551 E. Central Road: 
 
Option 1.  Denial of the request as submitted. 

 
Option 2.  Revise the request to have one main ground sign centered in the property with directional 
signage at each driveway, subject to: 

• An overall cohesive sign package that is in character with the residential property. 

• Removal of the existing ground sign and logo at the west entry drive, and replace with a directional 
sign consistent with the east entry drive. 

• Variation for a center ground sign and two directional ground signs. 
 
Mr. Dziurdzik referred to the 2 existing ground signs and directional ground sign located at the east and 
west end of the site on Central Road, which received variations in 2012.  The new ground sign being 
proposed near the middle of the development on Central Road will be centered between 2 trees and match 
the existing signs on the property in design and color.  The new ground sign will have a granite base, 
consistent with the modern and contemporary materials being used in the new lobbies, the new paving 
leading into each building, and the new canopies.  He explained that the height of the new ground sign has 
been reduced by 2-feet as a result of concerns stated at the preliminary review, and the granite base would 
return into the grade along Central.  Mr. Deichl added that they strongly believe the new ground sign 
should be located in the center of the property for both visibility and symmetry.  Mr. Dziurdzik reiterated 
that their first proposal was to remove the existing masonry sign at the west end of the property and replace 
it with a directional sign similar to the sign at the east side of the development; however, the commissioners 
encouraged them to keep the existing masonry sign, which they are now proposing to do.   
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Commissioner Bombick questioned the need for more signage, and pointed out that the existing signage 
at the main entrance was given a variation for a larger sign.   He also asked why the new ground sign was 
not more consistent in style and color to the existing signage, such as the blue edge on the sign box and 
the curved corners, and he commented that it is a bad branding scheme to have mismatched signage. 
 
Commissioner Fitzgerald said that he would not vote to approve the proposed sign and keep the existing 
entry signs.  He still liked the existing masonry sign and was not in favor of removing it and replacing it with 
a directional sign to match the sign at the east end of the property.  If a new ground sign was approved for 
the middle of the property, although he felt it would not help, he would insist on a directional sign at the 
west end as well.   
 
Commissioner Fasolo had the same question as Commissioner Bombick about the need for new signage 
in the center of the property; he was unsure if this signage was necessary. He also agreed that the blue 
edge and rounded corners on the existing sign should be reflected throughout all signage for the 
development.  He was glad to see that the existing masonry wall was staying. 
 
Commissioner Kubow said that part of him liked the proposed new sign a lot more than some of the 
existing directional signage; it is pretty clean and pretty crisp.  He pointed out that the new ground sign 
would face a high speed road and commercial area across the street, and if the signage is needed that 
badly, he was not totally opposed to it.  However, he also felt that there was already a lot of other signage 
for the development and he was struggling to give proper direction.  He would almost rather see the open 
space be nicely landscaped instead. 
 
Chair Eckhardt clarified that at the last review the commissioners suggested keeping the existing masonry 
wall/signage because it is located at the main entrance to the development.  He also felt that removing the 
existing masonry wall/signage would result in the development becoming secondary to the adjacent Dana 
Point development, and would leave an out of balance void at the main entry.  He felt signage was 
necessary at both ends of the development; however, he questioned whether more signage was necessary 
in the middle.  He agreed with Staff that the new slick metal box design being proposed on Central Road 
was not appropriate because of the established masonry signage theme at the west end of the property.  
He could only support a new ground sign that consists of painted brick to tie in with the existing sign at the 
main entrance.  He added that he understood why the petitioner wants to have the name of the 
development in the middle of the property since it is a long property; however, he questioned the necessity 
of it. 
 
Mr. Dziurdzik explained the reasons for the new ground sign; Central is a very busy, high speed road, and 
drive-by traffic is a big source of rentals, with most renters not being from the area.  The new ground sign 
will help pull people into the community and help them recognize this is an apartment development.   
 
Mr. Hautzinger commented that the petitioner has chosen to place the new ground parallel to the road; 
whereas more commonly, ground signs are perpendicular to the road so they are visible upon approach.  
He pointed out that he recently drove by the site at night and noticed the existing directional sign at the east 
end of the site was not illuminated.  He asked for the commissioners’ thoughts about replacing the 
directional sign at the east end of the site with a mirror image of the existing masonry sign at the west end, 
and perhaps a small ground sign in the middle of the property, perpendicular to the road. 
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Commissioner Bombick questioned why a ground sign would be located where there was no driveway.  
This was a constant source of frustration for him, and he felt it was a disservice to the public to allow signs 
that do not guide you to the entrance.  Mr. Hautzinger clarified that the sign code allows a 25 sf sign on 
each side of an entry drive, but only one per street.  The petitioner’s situation is unique because the 
driveway at the west end is being shared; therefore, the petitioner is only allowed a sign on one side, at the 
main entrance, as opposed to 2 signs.  Mr. Dziurdzik replied that the entrance at the east end of the 
property is more of a resident entrance, and they want people to enter at the west end of the property.   
 
Commissioner Bombick felt that a big angled ground sign at the east end of the site to catch traffic 
coming from the east was more appropriate, which by the time they reach the stoplight, they will have 
figured out where the main entrance is.  He also pointed out that the address of the development was not 
on the sign.   
 
Commissioner Kubow said that he understood the need for signage and he could possibly get behind 
signage in the middle of the property; however, he would prefer to see signage that was minimal, 
something a little longer, something masonry, maybe 3’ high, and with the name Central Park East. A 
simpler type of sign would draw attention and still allow the clubhouse and amenities to be seen.  This was 
the only way he could possibly support a sign here, although he acknowledged that he was in the minority 
with this opinion. 
 
Commissioner Fasolo felt that the directional sign located at the east end of the site should be 
illuminated, since it is located at a secondary entrance to the development.  Commissioner Kubow asked 
about the current vacancy rate at the development and Mr. Deichl replied it is 2%.  Mr. Dziurdzik 
explained that the proposed new ground sign was not considered a wayfinding sign; it is more or less an 
architectural announcement for people driving down Central and not necessarily an announcement to turn 
here.  This is why signage is important at both ends of the property.  They like the horizontal nature of the 
new sign, the granite material, and how it works with the grade change.  Perpendicular signage was 
explored; however, they do not like the look of it on the long expanse of Central Road.  They also created a 
mock-up of the new sign and drove up and down Central Road at various speeds before deciding on the 
appropriate size for the sign.  He added that the grade drops off behind the sign, and reducing the height of 
the sign would no longer allow the text on the sign to be at eye level from a car. 
 
Commissioner Bombick asked about the hardship for the variations.  Mr. Dziurdzik explained that the 
hardship is complicated because they are looking at the entire property and all the improvements being 
done for the property.  It comes down to being competitive in the apartment rental business in Arlington 
Heights.  Because of the beautiful frontage along Central Road, they felt that in light of all the 
improvements being done on the property and the future lobby improvements, it would be a disservice to 
not have a redeveloped landscape plan and new architectural monument feature.  He pointed out that most 
of the competitors have received variances for signage, and he did not necessarily agree with Staff’s 
comparison of the # of units versus square footage of signage.  He also referred to their response to Item c 
in the hardship criteria.   
 
Chair Eckhardt asked if there was a motion at this time, and there was no response.  He said that it 
appeared as though there is one definite no, maybe 2 soft no’s, maybe 1 yes, and maybe a yes/no.  He 
asked the commissioners if there was any shape/form/color/height/orientation of ground sign in the middle 
of the property that they could support.  Commissioners Kubow, Fasolo and Fitzgerald replied yes.  
Commissioner Bombick replied yes, only if someone could explain why the sign is necessary.      
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While Chair Eckhart completely understood Commissioner Bombick’s concerns about confusion with the 
entrance, he understood why the petitioner would want the new ground sign in the middle of the property to 
designate that this is the development, similar to what many golf courses and large developments do with 
their signage.  Whether the sign is located near the street and closer to the clubhouse, he felt it was the 
same message.  He asked the commissioners to state what size/shape/color of sign could be supported, if 
it were approved. 
 
Commissioner Fasolo felt that a ground sign about the same size as the one at the main entrance was 
appropriate, with the same type of sign construction as the existing masonry sign; rounded edge, blue 
border, and white masonry wall, rather than the granite.  Commissioner Kubow agreed, and preferred to 
see a more horizontal sign, lower in height, and well landscaped to help draw attention to the amenities 
beyond.  He also suggested reducing the amount of text on the sign to include only ‘Central Park East’; 
even just the letters on top of the masonry without a border, or a sign design similar to the existing masonry 
sign at the west end that faces north.   
 
Commissioner Fitzgerald did not see any hardship.  He reiterated that he liked the existing masonry wall 
and felt the new ground sign was unnecessary.  If the petitioner wants a new ground sign in the middle of 
the property, he would insist that the existing masonry wall come down, which he would not be happy 
about.  He felt the new ground sign, in addition to the existing signs, would give the petitioner a competitive 
edge. 
 
Commissioner Bombick felt that removing the existing masonry wall would not work at all because it 
would unbalance the entrance for Dana Point.  He was fine with whatever the other commissioners felt was 
appropriate for the center ground sign, although he felt it needed a brick background.  
 
Chair Eckhardt felt that management always did a wonderful job with the change-out of the flowers at the 
development, and similar treatment of the new ground sign in the middle would be an important element 
and commitment as well.  He could support a sign that was lower in height, understated, with masonry, and 
painted to match the existing sign, and he felt the word ‘Apartments’ was important on the sign.  He did not 
want to see the existing masonry wall/signage removed because it is part of the main entrance to the 
development.  Although he appreciated Commissioner Fitzgerald’s concerns about unfair advantage, he 
felt it probably would not be an issue because the property is so long.   
 
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER BOMBICK, TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE 
VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES FOR THE SIGN VARIATION REQUESTS FOR CENTRAL PARK 

EAST APARTMENTS LOCATED AT 1551 E. CENTRAL ROAD.  THIS RECOMMENDATION IS 
SUBJECT TO COMPLIANCE WITH PLANS RECEIVED 2/13/15, DESIGN COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS, COMPLIANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE AND VILLAGE 
CODES, REGULATIONS AND POLICIES, THE ISSUANCE OF ALL REQUIRED PERMITS, AND THE 
FOLLOWING: 
 
1. A VARIATION TO ALLOW A GROUND SIGN TO BE LOCATED IN THE CENTER OF THE 

PROPERTY, AS DEPICTED IN THE EXIHIBIT, WITH LETTERING STYLE AND SIZE TO MATCH 
THE EXISTING SIGN ON THE MASONRY WALL, AND THE WORD ‘APARTMENTS’ BENEATH IT, 
IN A SMALLER, LEGIBLE SIZE MATCHING THE BLUE COLOR. 

2. A CONDITION THAT THE EXISTING METAL BOX SIGN ‘CENTRAL PARK EAST APARTMENTS’ 
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FACING CENTRAL ROAD ON THE MASONRY WALL BE REMOVED, AND A NEW DIRECTIONAL 
SIGN BE ADDED AT THE WEST ENTRANCE, THE SAME SIZE AS THE DIRECTIONAL SIGN AT 
THE EAST ENTRANCE, AND ADJUSTED IN HEIGHT TO NOT EXCEED THE HEIGHT OF THE 
MASONRY WALL. 

 
There was no second to the motion. 
 
Clarification of the motion was given.  Commissioner Bombick supported a new ground sign in the middle 
of the property, to be the same design and color of the existing ‘Central Park East Apartments’ wall sign on 
the masonry wall; and he supported the removal of the existing ‘Central Park East Apartments’ sign on the 
masonry wall (logo to remain), and the addition of a new directional sign on the masonry wall at the main 
entrance.  Commissioner Fitzgerald pointed out that this would result in 4 signs on the front of the 
property, which he was opposed to.  Commissioner Bombick said it was only 3 signs because the logo 
and the new directional sign text should be counted as one sign.  Chair Eckhardt was not in support of the 
arrow on a directional sign at the main entrance; he felt it looked cheesy.  Commissioner Bombick was in 
support of eliminating the arrow at the main entrance. 
 
Mr. Hautzinger said that although the commissioners’ feedback was beneficial, he would suggest that 
instead of making a detailed motion to approve the sign with extensive revisions required for the proposed 
and existing signs, the petitioner should take the feedback, revise their sign proposal accordingly, adjust 
the variations requested as needed, and then return for a final review.  Chair Eckhardt agreed with the 
suggestion, and reiterated that the petitioner has not been convincing on the need and hardship for the new 
ground sign.  He explained the process of continuing the project to a specific date so that public re-
notification would not be required.   
 
Commissioner Bombick asked for clarification on the sign code.  Mr. Hautzinger read from the code, 
which states: “Development identification signs which display the name of the project shall be permitted.  
Permanent ornamental signs or entry gates shall be permitted only at one point of ingress to the 
development from each adjacent street, with one sign on each side of the point of ingress being allowed.  
Such signs shall be limited to the name of the subdivision or development and shall be no more than 25 
square feet in area and 6 feet in height.”  He clarified that only one of the driveways is allowed to have 
signage on both sides, and the main entrance is shared with a different development (Dana Point).  The 
existing directional sign at the east entrance was previously approved with a variation.   
 
Chair Eckhardt felt that removing the existing ‘Central Park East Apartments’ sign from the masonry wall 
at the main entrance would make the entrance feel off balance, and he was unsure if this was a good idea.  
Commissioner Fitzgerald said that if the petitioner comes back with this suggestion, the logo and new 
directional signage should look as though it was designed as one sign.  Based on this direction, it appeared 
as though there would be 3 completely different signs across the front of the property, which would take a 
lot for him to support.  He preferred the new ground sign be changed to include brick, the existing masonry 
wall be kept without any signage, and a new directional sign be added at the main entrance to match the 
east side.  Chair Eckhardt reiterated the importance of signage at the main entrance and his preference to 
keep the existing ‘Central Park East Apartments’ sign on the masonry wall.  Commissioner Fasolo 
agreed.  Commissioner Fitzgerald reiterated that this would include too many variations for his liking.  
 
Mr. Hautzinger reiterated that if the proposed sign in the middle of the property were omitted, and instead 
the existing masonry wall and signage at the main entrance could be replicated at the east end of the 
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property, it would accomplish the petitioner’s goal of giving the entire property a stronger presence along 
Central Road with the two signs acting as book ends to the property instead of having one sign in the 
center.  This would be more in keeping with the spirit of the sign code, which is to locate signage at the 
entry driveways.  Furthermore, it would satisfy the Design Commissioners desire to keep the existing west 
entry sign as is, and also provide a cohesive sign package appearance. 
 
Chair Eckhardt asked the petitioner for their preference on either making a motion tonight to recommend 
to the Village Board, or making a motion to continue the project to a specific date in the future for further 
discussion.  Mr. Dziurdzik said their preference is to consider the comments and suggestions made tonight 
and return in two meetings for another review.  Mr. Hautzinger said that two meetings would be April 14, 
which already has 2 sign variations scheduled for that agenda. 
 
A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER BOMBICK, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KUBOW, 
TO CONTINUE THE SIGN VARIATION REQUEST FOR CENTRAL PARK EAST APARTMENTS (DC#15-
016) UNTIL THE APRIL 14, 2015 DESIGN COMMISSION MEETING. 
 
Mr. Hautzinger commented that the April 28th meeting is also available, which would allow the petitioner 
more time to prepare their final proposal and submit to Staff 2 weeks prior to the meeting. The petitioner 
stated their preference to return on April 14.    
 

BOMBICK, AYE; KUBOW, AYE; FASOLO, AYE; FITZGERALD, AYE; ECKHARDT, AYE. 
ALL WERE IN FAVOR.  THE MOTION CARRIED. 
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ITEM 4. GENERAL MEETING 

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER BOMBICK, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KUBOW, 
TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 8:25 P.M.  ALL WERE IN FAVOR.  THE MOTION CARRIED. 
 
 
 



  

Item:  DC#14-042 - 1805 N. Fernandez Ave. - SF/Teardown 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

BACKGROUND 
  

Approval of the proposed architectural design for a new (teardown) single-family 
residence.  

  
RECOMMENDATION 

  
It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed new single-

family residence to be located at 1805 N. Fernandez Avenue.  This 
recommendation is subject to compliance with the architectural plans dated 

5/18/14 and received on 5/13/14, and the following:  
  

1. Recommend adding metal roofing to the bay window on the right side 
elevation.  

  
2. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to 

be an approval of, or to have any other impact on, any other zoning and/or land 
use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other 

reviews. In addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be 
reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission 

or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s 
responsibility to comply with the Design Commission approval and ensure that 

building permit plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage 
requirements.  

  
3. Compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes, regulations and 

policies.  

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Report 

Drawings & Documents Exhibits 



PIN#: 03-19-200-013 

Single-Family (Teardown) DC 14-042 
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S T A F F  D E S I G N  C O M M I S S I O N  R E P O R T  
 
 

PROJECT INFORMATION:                  PETITION INFORMATION: 

Project Name:  1805 N. Fernandez Ave. DC Number:  14-042 
Project Address: 1805 N. Fernandez Ave. Petitioner Name: Sean Rafferty, Greenscape Homes 
Prepared By: Steve Hautzinger Petitioner Address: 4355 Weaver Parkway 

Warrenville, IL  60555 
Date Prepared: August 5, 2014 Meeting Date: March 31, 2015 

 

Requested Action(s):  Approval of the proposed architectural design for a new (teardown) single-family residence. 
 
ANALYSIS: 
Summary  
The proposed design is being forwarded to the Design Commission for review to determine if it meets the standards, requirements, and 
intent of the Village of Arlington Heights Single-Family Design Guidelines, and Chapter 28 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Village of 
Arlington Heights Municipal Code.   
 
The petitioner is proposing to demolish an existing single story residence to allow the construction of a new two story residence with an 
attached, three car garage.  The subject site is zoned R-3, One Family Dwelling District.  The property has a total land area of 8,910 
square feet and the proposed residence will have 3,602 square feet.  The project does comply with all R-3 zoning requirements as 
summarized below.   

 ALLOWED PROPOSED 
Setbacks Front: 30 feet 

Side: 6.6 feet 
Side: 6.6 feet 
Rear: 30 feet 

Front: 30 feet 
Side: 7 feet 

Side: 7.3 feet 
Rear: 43 feet 

Building Height  25 feet to the midpoint 24.6 feet to the midpoint 

FAR 4,002 SF 3,602 SF 

Building Lot Coverage  3,119 SF 2,170 SF 

Impervious Surface Coverage Total 4,455 SF 3,210 SF 
 

 
The existing neighborhood consists of primarily single story homes.  This project is appearing before the Design Commission due to past 
concerns in this neighborhood regarding teardown/new construction, and to evaluate the proposed architectural design with the context of 
the neighborhood.  The hipped main roof and single story front porch help the design of the proposed house to fit into the neighborhood.  
Finally, although this neighborhood is predominantly single story homes, it should be noted that there are a few other similar scale, newer 
two story home on the block. 
 
The proposed design is generally nicely done with varying roof lines, varied materials, and good proportions.  The hipped main roof helps to 
diminish the overall height and mass of the proposed home as it relates to the adjacent single story homes.  The proposed third car garage 
is of some concern, but it is set back a few feet from the front of the home which helps minimize its appearance.  The architectural details on 
the front of the home are continued on the side and rear elevations such as:  decorative window grilles in all double hung windows, stone 
base wall treatment, metal accent roofing, windows on the side of the garage, and continuous horizontal trim bands.  The only comment on 
the design is to provide metal roofing at the bay window on the right side of the home. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed new single-family residence to be located at 1805 N. Fernandez 
Avenue.  This recommendation is subject to compliance with the architectural plans dated 5/18/14 and received on 5/13/14, and the 
following:  

 

1. Recommend adding metal roofing to the bay window on the right side elevation. 
2. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to be an approval of, or to have any other impact 

 on, any other zoning and/or land use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other reviews. In 



PIN#: 03-19-200-013 

Single-Family (Teardown) DC 14-042 
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addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any 
other Commission or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to comply with the Design 
Commission approval and ensure that building permit plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage 
requirements. 

3. Compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes, regulations and policies.  
 
 
 

                       March 18, 2015 
Steve Hautzinger, Design Planner 
Department of Planning and Community Development 

 

 

 

Cc:  Charles Witherington Perkins, Director of Planning and Community Development, Petitioner,  DC File 14-042 
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Item:  DC#14-120 - 428 S. Evanston Ave. - SF/Addition 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

BACKGROUND 
  

Approval of a revision to the previously approved architectural design for an 
addition to an existing single-family residence. 

  
RECOMMENDATION 

  
It is recommended that the Design Commission evaluate the proposed revision to 

the previously approved design for an addition to the single-family residence 
located at 428 S. Evanston Avenue.  This recommendation is based on the 

previously approved architectural plans dated and received 12/9/14, and the 
following:  

  
1. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to 

be an approval of, or to have any other impact       on, any other zoning and/or 
land use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other 

reviews. In addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be 
reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission 

or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s 
responsibility to comply with the Design Commission approval and ensure that 

building permit plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage 
requirements.  

  
2. Compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes, regulations and 

policies.  

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Report 

Drawings & Documents Exhibits 



PIN#: 03-33-213-015 

Single-Family (Addition) DC 14-120 
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S T A F F  D E S I G N  C O M M I S S I O N  R E P O R T  
R E - R E V I E W  ( 2 )  

 
 

PROJECT INFORMATION:                  PETITION INFORMATION: 

Project Name:  Espinal Residence DC Number:  14-120 
Project Address: 428 S. Evanston Ave. Petitioner Name: Joosung “Joe” Sohn 
Prepared By: Steve Hautzinger Petitioner Address: Sohn Architects 

1122 N. Clark St. #2407 
Chicago, IL  60610 

Date Prepared: March 18, 2015 Meeting Date: March 31, 2015 

 

Requested Action(s):  Approval of a revision to the previously approved architectural design for an addition to an existing single-family 
residence. 
 
ANALYSIS: 
Summary  
The proposed design is being forwarded to the Design Commission for review to determine if it meets the standards, requirements, and 
intent of the Village of Arlington Heights Single-Family Design Guidelines, and Chapter 28 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Village of 
Arlington Heights Municipal Code.   
 
This project is a second floor and rear addition to an existing single story home, and it was previously approved on December 9, 2014 
with a requirement, “to continue a horizontal trim board at the second floor line around all sides of the home.”  At this time, the house is 
under construction, and the petitioner is requesting approval to not add the horizontal trim board on the rear addition to the home, as 
well as to omit the horizontal stone trim band on all other sides of the home. 
 
The subject site is zoned R-3, One Family Dwelling District.  The property has a total land area of 8,977 square feet and the proposed 
residence will have 3,579 square feet.  The project complies with the R-3 zoning requirements.   
 

 ALLOWED PROPOSED 
Setbacks Front: 25 feet 

Side: 6.8 feet 
Side: 6.8 feet 
Rear: 30 feet 

Front: 25.09 feet 
Side: 6.8 feet 
Side: 6.8 feet 

Rear: 57.41 feet 

Building Height  25 feet to the midpoint 23.6 feet to the midpoint 

FAR 4,028 SF 3,579 SF 

Building Lot Coverage  3,142 SF 1,952 SF 

Impervious Surface Coverage Total 4,489 SF 2,521 SF 
 

The stone band on the front elevation does help the design to relate to the adjacent single story homes, and the horizontal trim board 
on the rear addition helps to break up the two story wall of siding.  However, this is a relatively minor detail on an otherwise nicely 
designed home. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the Design Commission evaluate the proposed revision to the previously approved design for an addition to the 
single-family residence located at 428 S. Evanston Avenue.  This recommendation is based on the previously approved architectural plans 
dated and received 12/9/14, and the following:  
 

1. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to be an approval of, or to have any other impact 
 on, any other zoning and/or land use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other reviews. In 
addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any 
other Commission or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to comply with the Design 
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Commission approval and ensure that building permit plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage 
requirements. 

2. Compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes, regulations and policies.  
 
 
 

                       March 18, 2015 
Steve Hautzinger, Design Planner 
Department of Planning and Community Development 

 

 

 

Cc:  Charles Witherington-Perkins, Director of Planning and Community Development, Petitioner,  DC File 14-120 
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Item:  DC#15-001 - Patton Elementary School - 1616 N. Patton Ave. / Sign Variation 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

On January 27, 2015, the Design Commission reviewed a sign variation request for 
Patton Elementary School to allow replacement of their existing manual change 

bulletin board with a new electronic LED changeable sign.  At that time, the Design 
Commission decided to defer action and continue the request to February 24, 2015 

to allow time for a Village wide re-review of electronic LED signage, as well as to 
allow time for the petitioner to more clearly define how they are proposing to use 

the sign, and for Staff to research electronic signage options and recommend 
operational restrictions.  

  
At the February 24, 2015 Design Commission, the Design Commission decided to 

continue the request to the March 31, 2015 Design Commission meeting to allow 
the petitioner time to conduct additional research regarding the proposed sign.  

  
At this time, the petitioner is requesting to continue the review of their 

request to the June 9, 2015 Design Commission meeting. 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

No Attachments Available



  

Item:  DC#11-112 - Arlington Downs - Exterior Lighting 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

  
REQUEST 

  
Approval of proposed exterior architectural lighting to be added to the previously 

approved architectural design for Tower One of the Arlington Downs mixed use 
development located at 3400 W. Euclid Avenue. 

  
RECOMMENDATION 

  
It is recommended that the Design Commission evaluate the proposed exterior 

lighting for Tower One of the Arlington Downs mixed use development located at 
3400 W. Euclid Avenue.  This recommendation is subject to compliance with the 

plans received on 3/5/15, Design Commission recommendations, compliance with 
all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the 

issuance of all required permits, and resolution of the following:   
  

1. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to 
be an approval of, or to have any other impact on, any other zoning and/or land 

use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, sign code or building or any other 
reviews. In addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be 

reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission 
or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s 

responsibility to comply with the Design Commission approval and ensure that 
building permit plans and sign permit plans comply with all zoning code, building 

code and sign code requirements.                            

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Report 

Drawings & Documents Exhibits 



Arlington Downs 

3400 W. Euclid Ave. DC 11-112 

PIN # 02-25-100-021, 026 & 02-26-201-019, 020 ; (Mixed-Use) 
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R E - R E V I E W ( 2 )  

S T A F F  D E S I G N  C O M M I S S I O N  R E P O R T  

PROJECT INFORMATION:                  PETITIONER INFORMATION: 

Project Name:  Arlington Downs DC Number:  11-112 
Project Address: 3400 W. Euclid Ave. Petitioner Name: Gary Wendt 
Prepared By:  Steve Hautzinger Petitioner Address: Arlington Devco LLC 

3400 W. Euclid Ave. 
Arlington Heights, IL  60005 

Date Prepared: March 19, 2015 Meeting Date: March 31, 2015 
 
Requested Action(s): 

1. Approval of proposed exterior architectural lighting to be added to the previously approved architectural design for 
Tower One of the Arlington Downs mixed use development located at 3400 W. Euclid Avenue. 

  
ANALYSIS 

Summary: 

The subject design is being forwarded to the Design Commission for review pursuant to Chapter 6 of the Municipal Code, specifically 
Section 6-501 (e)(1), which states that the Design Commission "shall review all Plan Commission, Zoning Board of Appeals, Building 
Permit and Sign Permit applications for new construction…to determine whether it meets with the standards, requirements and 
purposes of the Design Guidelines and Chapter 30, Sign Code." 
 
Tower One of the Arlington Downs mixed use development is a new luxury rental apartment building that was converted from the 
old Sheraton hotel building.  The design received Design Commission approval on August 13, 2013.  At this time, the petitioner is 
seeking approval to add exterior architectural lighting to the top and sides of the building. 

 

Site: 

      

Aerial Image                                        Zoning Map 

 



Arlington Downs 

3400 W. Euclid Ave. DC 11-112 

PIN # 02-25-100-021, 026 & 02-26-201-019, 020 ; (Mixed-Use) 
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The proposed exterior lighting is called “Neon-Flex”.  It is a flexible plastic rope containing LED lights spaced at approximately 
every 1/2" on center resulting in the appearance of a continuous line of light.  The petitioner is proposing to install the “Neon-Flex” 
lighting continuously around the top of the building parapet wall and with two lines running up each side of the building. 

The issue with the proposed lighting is that, as proposed, the actual strip light will be exposed to direct view creating a crisp, 
bright line.  The Village’s Design Guidelines state that, “(Lighting) fixtures, standards and all exposed accessories shall be 
concealed…”  Similar proposals in the past have been consistently required to conceal the light source from direct view, but the 
light can wash the building wall.  It is recommended that the proposed installation details be revised to create a recess for the 
strip lighting to conceal the actual light source, but will allow the light to wash and highlight the building walls.  However, since this 
is a tall building, glare from the exposed fixture is less of a concern then it would be for a similar proposal on a building at street 
level. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the Design Commission evaluate the proposed exterior lighting for Tower One of the Arlington Downs mixed 
use development located at 3400 W. Euclid Avenue.  This recommendation is subject to compliance with the plans received on 3/5/15, 
Design Commission recommendations, compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the 
issuance of all required permits, and resolution of the following: 

 
1. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to be an approval of, or to have any other impact on, 
any other zoning and/or land use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, sign code or building or any other reviews. In addition to 
the normal technical review, permit drawings will be reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other 
Commission or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to comply with the Design 
Commission approval and ensure that building permit plans and sign permit plans comply with all zoning code, building code and 
sign code requirements. 

 
 
 
______________________________________ March 19, 2015  

Steve Hautzinger, Design Planner 
 
c: Charles Witherington Perkins, Director of Planning and Community Development, Petitioner, DC File 11-112 
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Item:  DC#15-020 - Teleflex - 900 W. University Dr. - Commercial 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

BACKGROUND 
  

Approval of the proposed architectural design for an addition to an existing 
manufacturing facility. 

  
RECOMMENDATION 

 
It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed architectural 

design for an addition to Teleflex to be located at 900 W. University Drive.   
 

This recommendation is subject to compliance with the plans dated 2/17/15 and 
received 2/23/15, Design Commission recommendations, compliance with all 

applicable Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the issuance 
of all required permits, and the following:  

 
1. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to 

be an approval of, or to have any other impact on nor represent any tacit approval 
or support for the proposed land use or any other zoning and/or land use issues or 

decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other reviews. In 
addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be reviewed for 

consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission or Board 
approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to comply 

with the Design Commission approval and ensure that building permit plans comply with 
all zoning code, building permit and signage requirements.  
  
2. The petitioner is required to meet all landscape and parking requirements per Chapter 

28.  
  

3. All signage must meet code, Chapter 30. 
  

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Report 

Drawings & Documents Exhibits 
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S T A F F  D E S I G N  C O M M I S S I O N  R E P O R T  

PROJECT INFORMATION:                  PETITIONER INFORMATION: 

Project Name:  Teleflex Medical DC Number:  15-005 
Project Address: 900 W. University Dr. Petitioner Name: Chad McRoberts 
Prepared By:  Steve Hautzinger Petitioner Address: Catalyst GC & Development Inc. 

2514 W. Armitage, Suite 208 
Chicago, IL  60647 

Date Prepared: March 13, 2015 Meeting Date: March 31, 2015 
 
Requested Action(s): 

1. Approval of the proposed architectural design for an addition to an existing manufacturing facility. 

 
ANALYSIS: 

Summary  

The subject design is being forwarded to the Design Commission for review pursuant to Chapter 6 of the Municipal Code, specifically 
Section 6-501 (e)(1), which states that the Design Commission "shall review all Plan Commission, Zoning Board of Appeals, Building 
Permit and Sign Permit applications for new construction…to determine whether it meets with the standards, requirements and 
purposes of the Design Guidelines and Chapter 30, Sign Code."  The Design Commission reviews commercial buildings to ensure that 
the proposed design is in character with the area. 
 
The petitioner is proposing a 7,113 sf two story addition to an existing 87,856 sf manufacturing facility.  Teleflex is a global 
provider of medical supplies and equipment.  This facility produces pure water for use in medical respirators.  Construction of the 
existing building was completed in 1976.  The scope of the project includes the building addition, new driveway, and 
corresponding landscape restoration and improvements.  The property is zoned M-1, Research, Development, and Light 
Manufacturing District.  The overall site area is approximately 6 acres.  The proposed addition complies with the M-1 zoning 
setback and floor area requirements.   
 
Site 

ANALYSIS 

         

Zoning Map of Subject Property               Aerial View of Subject Property 

 

 

Subject Property 



Teleflex Medical 

900 W. University Dr.  

DC 15-020 

(Commercial) 

PIN #: 03-07-200-010 
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Surrounding Land Uses: 

Direction Existing Zoning  Existing Use Comprehensive Plan 

North M-1, Research, Development, & Light Manufacturing Office / Industrial R&D, Manufacturing, Warehouse 

South M-1, Research, Development, & Light Manufacturing Office / Industrial R&D, Manufacturing, Warehouse 

East M-1, Research, Development, & Light Manufacturing Office / Industrial R&D, Manufacturing, Warehouse 

West M-1, Research, Development, & Light Manufacturing Office / Industrial R&D, Manufacturing, Warehouse 

 

Architectural Design: 
The proposed addition will be constructed with precast concrete exterior walls, whereas the existing manufacturing building is 
corrugated metal siding.  However, the proposed addition will be painted to match the same color scheme used on the existing 
building which will help to tie the new and existing portions of the building together.  The proposed addition will fill in the southeast 
corner of the overall rectangular building footprint, but it will be recessed from the one story office area, leaving the office area as 
the focal point of the design.  Overall, the proposed addition is appropriately designed for the M-1 zoning district. 

 
Landscaping: 
The petitioner is removing existing trees to accommodate the new addition and new driveway, however they are providing ten 
(10) replacement trees pursuant to the exchange rate in Chapter 28, Section 6.15.  They are also proposing a new landscape bed 
with a mix of trees and shrubs at the southeast corner which will buffer the new driveway.  Overall, the proposed landscaping 
works well with the proposed addition.  
 
Rooftop Mechanical Screening: 
One new rooftop mechanical unit will be located away from the front wall of the proposed addition, and it will be screened by the 
new continuous parapet wall.     
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed architectural design for an addition to Teleflex to be located at 
900 W. University Drive.  This recommendation is subject to compliance with the plans dated 2/17/15 and received 2/23/15, Design 
Commission recommendations, compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the issuance 
of all required permits, and the following:  

1. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to be an approval of, or to have any other 
impact on nor represent any tacit approval or support for the proposed land use or any other zoning and/or land use 
issues or decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other reviews. In addition to the normal technical 
review, permit drawings will be reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission or 
Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to comply with the Design Commission 
approval and ensure that building permit plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage requirements. 

2. The petitioner is required to meet all landscape and parking requirements per Chapter 28. 
3. All signage must meet code, Chapter 30. 
 

 

______________________________________ March 13, 2015 

Steve Hautzinger, Design Planner 
 
Cc:  Charles Witherington Perkins, Director of Planning and Community Development, Petitioner, DC File 15-010 
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Material List 

 

1. Petitioner Name:  Teleflex Inc. 

2. Date:  2/17/15 

3. Project:  Teleflex Building Addition 

4. Location:  900 West University Drive, Arlington Heights, IL  60004 

 

Commercial Building: 

Precast: Precast Concrete Panels with reveals by ATMI Precast 

 Painted Precast two-colors: 

 Lower Area:  Painted medium gray color to match existing two-story building. 

 Upper Area:  Painted light grey color to match existing two-story building. 

Doors: Hollow Metal doors painted dark gray to match the existing color of the lower 

 portion of the two story building. 

Windows: Aluminum dark bronze mullions with clear glass. 



  

Item:  DC#15-025 - Christina Court Subdivision - 1306/1310 E. Olive St. 

Department:  Planning & Community Development 

BACKGROUND  

  

Approval of the general architectural designs and exterior material packages for 
the single-family residences at the proposed Christina Court subdivision.   

  
RECOMMENDATION 

  
It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed general 

architectural designs and material packages for the single-family residences for the 
Christina Court Subdivision located at 1306 & 1310 E. Olive Street.  This 

recommendation is subject to compliance with the plans dated 3/6/15 and received 
3/9/15, Design Commission recommendations, compliance with all applicable 

Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the issuance of all 
required permits and resolution of the following:      

  
1. A requirement that the petitioner seek final Design Review approval for each 

individual residence through the Administrative Approval process.       
  

2. A requirement to comply with monotony restrictions per Chapter 28, Section 28-
6.4.      

  
3. A recommendation to provide curving landscape beds along the front elevation 

of each home and adjacent to the hardscape areas, with an abundant mix of trees, 
shrubs, and perennials.      

  
4. A requirement that brick and stone shown on the front elevations be returned 

down the side elevations to a natural break point, or approximately 3’ minimum to 
be approved by Staff.      

  
5. A requirement that windows be added to the side garage walls, typical for all 

plans.  At least one window shall be added for standard garages, and at least two 
separate windows shall be added for tandem garages.      

  
6. A requirement that window trim, shutters, and grilles provided on the front 

elevation also be provided on the side and rear elevations to match, unless not 
practical as approved by Staff.      

  



7. Victoria & Morton models.  A recommendation to add a covered portico above 

the rear patio door to break up the large flat rear walls.      
  

8. Morton F & G.  A requirement to adjust the porch column spacing so that the 
windows are centered between the columns.      

  
9. Memphis H.  A recommendation to explore options to break up the flat empty 

wall above the garage doors.  
  

10. Boulder model.  A requirement to omit the optional garage door facing the side 
yard.  

  
11. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to 

be an approval of, or to have any other impact on, any other zoning and/or land 
use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, sign code or building or any other 

reviews. In addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be 
reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission 

or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s 
responsibility to comply with the Design Commission approval and ensure that 

building permit plans comply with all zoning code requirements.  

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Report 

Site Plans & Context Exhibits 

Elevations - Memphis & Boulder Exhibits 

Elevations - Victoria & Morton Exhibits 

Exterior Materials Exhibits 



Christina Court Subdivision – DC#15-025 

1306 & 1310 E. Olive Street 

PIN # 03-20-401-015, 016 

 (Single-Family Homes) 
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S T A F F  D E S I G N  C O M M I S S I O N  R E P O R T  
S I N G L E  F A M I L Y  R E S I D E N C E S  

PROJECT INFORMATION:                  PETITION  INFORMATION: 

Project Name:  Christina Court Subdivision – 
Single-Family Residences 

DC Number:  15-025 

Project Address: 1306 & 1310 E. Olive Street Petitioner Name: Jon Isherwood 
Prepared By:  Steve Hautzinger Petitioner Address: K. Hovnanian Homes 

1804 N. Naper Blvd, Suite 200 
Naperville, IL  60563 

Date Prepared: March 16, 2015 Meeting Date: March 31, 2015 
 
Requested Action(s): 

1. Approval of the general architectural designs and exterior material packages for the single-family residences at the 
proposed Christina Court subdivision. 
 

ANALYSIS: 

Summary  

The subject design is being forwarded to the Design Commission for review pursuant to Chapter 6 of the Municipal Code, specifically 
Section 6-501 (e)(1), which states that the Design Commission "shall review all Plan Commission, Zoning Board of Appeals, Building 
Permit and Sign Permit applications for new construction…to determine whether it meets with the standards, requirements and 
purposes of the Design Guidelines and Chapter 30, Sign Code." 
 
Christina Court is a proposed 14 lot subdivision to be located on East Olive Street in an R-3 One Family Dwelling District.  The 
petitioner is proposing a series of 4 different single family residential floor plans with a total of 11 exterior elevations.  All plans will 
be required to comply with the R-3 zoning requirements.  The petitioner is seeking approval for the general architectural designs 
and exterior material packages for the single-family residences, and if the Design Commission concurs, then each individual lot 
will be submitted and reviewed for Administrative Approval by Staff as the plans, options, and material package for each lot are 
selected and finalized.  The Christina Court Subdivision is pending Plan Commission review and Village Board approval, and is 
currently scheduled for review by the Plan Commission on April 8, 2015. 

Site   

         

Zoning Map                              Aerial Map of Subject Property 

Subject 
Property 
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Site 

The subject property is comprised of two existing single family lots totaling 207,755 sf or 4.77 acres.  The proposed subdivision 
will consist of 14 single family lots as well as an outlot storm water detention area.  The proposed single family lots do comply with 
the R-3 zoning requirements for minimum lot area and width. 

Landscaping 

The site is currently heavily wooded, and the petitioner is proposing to clear all of the existing trees to provide a clean slate for 
development.  However, as part of the Plan Commission review, Staff is recommending that a buffer of existing trees be kept at 
the rear of the proposed lots along the east, west, and north sides of the property.  Additionally, as part of the Subdivision 
approval, Staff is working with the petitioner to improve the landscaping around the perimeter of the detention basin and along the 
perimeter retaining wall on the north and west sides of the site.   

In regards to front yard landscaping, the Design Commission should consider if landscaping in the front yards should be required 
as part of the Design Commission approval, or if front yard landscaping should be left up to the new homeowners.  Staff 
recommends that the petitioner provide landscaping in the front of each home in order to ensure a cohesive appearance 
throughout the new subdivision.  Plans for the front yard landscaping could include curving landscape beds along the front 
elevation and adjacent to the hardscape areas, with an abundant mix of trees, shrubs, and perennials. 

Monotony 

The proposed subdivision will be required to comply with the monotony requirements per Chapter 28, Section 28-6.4. 

Section 28-6.4 “No contractor or builder shall construct two or more buildings of like exterior design on the same side of any 

street unless such buildings are separated by two or more buildings or building sites, or a combination thereof, of completely 

dissimilar design.  Buildings of like exterior design may not be erected directly across the street from each other. 

All buildings shall be considered to be of “like exterior design” unless they have substantially different floor plans, elevations, 

and are substantially different in exterior appearance in the opinion of the Code Official.” 

Architectural Designs 

Overall, the proposed set of plans and elevations will work well together to create a cohesive new subdivision.  However, there are 
various concerns that need to be addressed as recommended below: 

1. Brick and stone shown on the front elevations should be returned down the side elevations to a natural break point, or 
approximately 3’ minimum to be approved by Staff. 

2. Windows should be added to the side garage walls, typical for all plans.  At least one window shall be added for standard 
garages, and at least two separate windows shall be added for tandem garages. 

3. Window trim, shutters, and grilles provided on the front elevation should also be provided on the side and rear elevations to 
match, unless not practical as approved by Staff. 

4. The optional side bay windows are not allowed to project into the required side yard setbacks. 

5. Victoria & Morton models.  Consider adding a covered portico above the rear patio door to break up the large flat rear walls. 

6. Morton F & G.  Adjust the porch column spacing so that the windows are centered between the columns. 

7. Memphis H.  The blank wall space above the garage doors looks odd.  Explore options to break up the flat empty wall. 

8. Boulder model.  The optional garage door facing the side yard should be omitted. 
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Exterior Materials 

The petitioner is proposing that all vinyl windows, steel garage doors, engineered wood trim, aluminum soffits, fascia, and gutters will 
have a white finish on all homes.  The white components will be paired with 23 different exterior material packages having varied 
colors of engineered wood siding, clay brick, cultured stone, asphalt shingle roofing, and accents.  It is difficult to assess the proposed 
material packages without color renderings, photos of completed projects, or actual material samples, but overall the packages appear 
to be nicely coordinated.  The only two items of concern are the “prairie wheat” siding color in package #6 which looks very yellow, and 
the “evergreen” siding color in package #NR01 which looks quite bold.  It is recommended that these two packages be revised or 
omitted. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed general architectural designs and material packages for the 

single-family residences for the Christina Court Subdivision located at 1306 & 1310 E. Olive Street.  This recommendation is subject to 
compliance with the plans dated 3/6/15 and received 3/9/15, Design Commission recommendations, compliance with all applicable 
Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the issuance of all required permits and resolution of the following: 

1.     A requirement that the petitioner seek final Design Review approval for each individual residence through the Administrative 
Approval process.   

2.     A requirement to comply with monotony restrictions per Chapter 28, Section 28-6.4. 

3.     A recommendation to provide curving landscape beds along the front elevation of each home and adjacent to the hardscape 
areas, with an abundant mix of trees, shrubs, and perennials. 

4.     A requirement that brick and stone shown on the front elevations be returned down the side elevations to a natural break 
point, or approximately 3’ minimum to be approved by Staff. 

5.     A requirement that windows be added to the side garage walls, typical for all plans.  At least one window shall be added for 
standard garages, and at least two separate windows shall be added for tandem garages. 

6.     A requirement that window trim, shutters, and grilles provided on the front elevation also be provided on the side and rear 
elevations to match, unless not practical as approved by Staff. 

7.     Victoria & Morton models.  A recommendation to add a covered portico above the rear patio door to break up the large flat 
rear walls. 

8.     Morton F & G.  A requirement to adjust the porch column spacing so that the windows are centered between the columns. 

9.     Memphis H.  A recommendation to explore options to break up the flat empty wall above the garage doors. 

10. Boulder model.  A requirement to omit the optional garage door facing the side yard. 

11. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to be an approval of, or to have any other 
impact on, any other zoning and/or land use issues or decisions that stem from zoning, sign code or building or any other 
reviews. In addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be reviewed for consistency with the Design 
Commission and any other Commission or Board approval conditions.  It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to 
comply with the Design Commission approval and ensure that building permit plans comply with all zoning code 
requirements. 

 

______________________________________  

Steve Hautzinger, Design Planner 
 
c:   Charles Witherington Perkins, Director of Planning and Community Development, Latika Bhide, Development Planner, Petitioner, DC File 15-025 



DESIGN COMMISSION 
APPLICATION

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 1306 & 1310 OLIVE STREET
PETITIONER: JON ISHERWOOD

K. HOVNANIAN HOMES
1804 N. NAPER BLVD., STE 200
NAPERVILLE, IL 605

VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS – 33 SOUTH ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, ILLINOIS 60005
Phone: (847) 368-5200

Fax: (847) 368-5988

DATE SUBMITTED: 03/06/2015



TABLE OF CONTENTS

A. i. Site Plan – R-3 Single Family Zoning Ordinance

ii. Site Plan – Building Locations & Driveways

iii. Preliminary Plat

iv. Tree Preservation Pan

v. Landscape Plan

B. Survey

C. Elevations

D. Floor Plans

E. Roof  Plans

F. Color Photos of  Surrounding Properties

G. Elevation Study

H. Materials Study

I. Sample of  All Major Materials

K. Hovnanian Designer-Inspired Exteriors Palette Book

Page 4 

Page 5

Page 6

Page 7-9

Page 10

Page 11 

Page 13 

Page 33 

Page 46

Page 56

Page 58

Page 61

Page 62

Page 63-86

mrykovich
Typewritten Text
Page 2



A. i. Site Plan – R-3 Single Family Zoning Ordinance

ii. Site Plan – Representative Building Locations & Driveways

iii. Preliminary Plat
iv. Tree Preservation Pan
v. Landscape Plan

Page 3



Page 4



Page 5

mrykovich_0
Typewritten Text
**The building location, floor plan and lot layout are strictly for demonstration purposes only and are subject to change at any time. 

mrykovich_1
Rectangle



mrykovich_2
Typewritten Text

mrykovich_3
Typewritten Text
Page 6



TREE 
No.

DBH 
In.

TYPE  (COMMON NAME) SCIENTIFIC NAME H
**

F
**

COMMENTS

1 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 6 6 dead

2 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 no branching

3 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 6 6 dead

4 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 6 6 dead

5 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

6 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

7 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

8 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

9 32 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

10 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

11 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

12 9 Sugar Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

13 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

14 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

15 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

16 7 Sugar Maple Acer saccharum 5 5

17 12 Slippery Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

18 9 Slippery Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

19 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

20 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 half dead

21 4 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

22 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

23 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

24 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

25 8 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

26 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

27 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

28 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

29 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

30 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

31 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

32 12 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 3 4

33 8 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 3 4

34 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

35 8 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 3 4

36 6 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 3 4

37 4 Slippery Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

38 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

39 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

40 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

41 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

42 5 Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 4 5

43 6 Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 4 5

44 10c Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 4 5

45 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

46 8c Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 5 5

47 6 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

48 3 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 6 6

49 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

50 4 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

51 5 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 6 6

52 7c Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

53 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

54 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

55 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

56 14 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

57 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

58 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

59 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

60 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

61 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

62 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

63 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

64 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

65 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

66 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

67 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

68 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

69 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

70 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 4

71 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

72 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

73 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

74 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

75 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

76 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

77 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5 codominate

78 12 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5 codominate

79 5 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4 assumed (no tag) 

80 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 assumed (no tag) 

81 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

82 14 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 4

83 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

84 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

85 6 Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 5 5

86 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

87 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

88 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

89 10 Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 3 4

90 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

91 5 Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 4 4

92 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

93 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

94 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

95 11 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 3

96 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

97 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

98 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

99 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5 twisted

100 11 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 4

101 16 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

102 10 Crabapple variety Malus in variety 4 4 wires

103 20 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

104 13 Norway Spruce Picea abies 4 4

105 19 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

106 22 White Pine Pinus strobus 2 2

107 13 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

108 15c Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

109 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

110 10 Colorado Spruce Picea pungens 4 4 leaning/twisted

111 32 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

112 12 Colorado Spruce Picea pungens 2 2

113 16 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4 leaning

114 6 Colorado Spruce Picea pungens 4 5

115 8 Colorado Spruce Picea pungens 4 4 one sided

116 11x2 Arborvite Thuja occidentalis 3 4 one sided

117 14 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 4 one sided

118 17 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

119 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

120 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 almost dead

121 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

122 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5 leaning

123 19 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

124 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

125 10x2 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4 leaning

126 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5 leaning

127 3x3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

128 20 Norway Spruce Picea abies 3 3

129 26 Norway Spruce Picea abies 3 3

130 15 Norway Spruce Picea abies 4 4

131 13 Norway Spruce Picea abies 5 4

132 18 Norway Spruce Picea abies 3 4 one sided

133 14 Colorado Spruce Picea pungens 4 4

134 19 Norway Spruce Picea abies 3 3

135 24 White Pine Pinus strobus 4 3

136 22 Sugar Maple Acer saccharum 4 4

137 20 American Beech Fagus grandifolia 5 4 split/holes

138 8 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5 codominant/twisted

139 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

140 18c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4 wires

141 30 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 split

142 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

143 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

144 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

145 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

146 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

147 13 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

148 18 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

149 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

150 19 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 3

151 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

152 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

153 22 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

154 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

155 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5
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156 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

157 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

158 17 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

159 12 Slippery Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

160 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

161 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

162 15 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

163 18 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

164 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 leaning

165 30 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

166 15 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

167 21 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

168 13 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5 leaning

169 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

170 13 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 half dead/hole

171 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

172 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

173 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

174 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 lean

175 30 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

176 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

177 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

178 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

179 16 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

180 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

181 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

182 16 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

183 15 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 lean

184 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5 lean

185 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5 lean

186 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

187 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

188 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

189 11 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

190 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

191 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

192 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

193 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

194 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

195 38 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

196 12 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

197 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

198 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

199 8 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

200 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 leaning

201 27 Tuliptree Liriodendron tulipifera 5 5

202 38 American Elm Ulmus americana 4 3 codominant

203 24 Box Elder Acer negundo

204 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

205 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

206 12 Crabapple variety Malus in variety 5 5

207 16 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 leaning

208 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

209 44 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 3

210 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

211 6 Crabapple variety Malus in variety 5 5

212 5 Crabapple variety Malus in variety 5 5

213 12 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

214 12 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 hole

215 32 Box Elder Acer negundo 6 6 fallen

216 38 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 3

217 20 Box Elder Acer negundo 6 6

218 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

219 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

220 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

221 14c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 4

222 14 Basswood Tilia americana 5 5

223 13 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

224 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

225 12 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 leaning

226 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

227 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

228 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

229 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

230 5 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 4 4

231 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

232 7x2 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

233 12 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

234 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

235 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

236 14 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

237 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

238 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

239 5 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 4 4

240 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

241 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

242 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 6 6

243 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

244 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

245 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

246 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

247 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

248 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

249 9 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

250 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

251 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

252 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

253 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

254 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

255 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

256 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

257 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

258 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

259 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

260 13 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

261 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

262 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

263 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

264 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

265 15 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

266 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

267 3x2 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

268 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

269 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

270 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

271 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

272 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

273 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

274 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

275 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

276 6 Slippery Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

277 15 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

278 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

279 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

280 4 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 5 5

281 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

282 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

283 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

284 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

285 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

286 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

287 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

288 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

289 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

290 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

291 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

292 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

293 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

294 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

295 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

296 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

297 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

298 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

299 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

300 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

301 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3 codominant

302 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

303 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

304 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

305 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

306 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

307 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

308 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

309 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

310 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

311 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

312 5 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4

313 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

314 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

315 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

316 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

317 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

318 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

319 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

320 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

321 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

322 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

323 7c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

324 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

325 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

326 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

327 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

328 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

329 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

330 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

331 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

332 16 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 codominant

333 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

334 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

335 4 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4

336 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

337 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

338 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

339 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

340 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

341 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

342 7 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4

343 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

344 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

345 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

346 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

347 6x4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

348 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

349 6 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 4 4

350 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

351 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

352 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

353 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

354 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

355 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

356 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

357 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

358 6x2 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4 codominant

359 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 codominant

360 6c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

361 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 vine

362 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

363 9 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4

364 5 Crabapple variety Malus in variety 4 4 codominant

365 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

366 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

367 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

368 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

369 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

370 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

371 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

372 5 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

373 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

374 6 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 4 4

375 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

376 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

377 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

378 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

379 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

380 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

381 4 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

382 8 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

383 26 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

384 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

385 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

386 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

387 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

388 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

389 14 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

390 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

391 20 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

392 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

393 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 6 6 dead

394 6 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 4 5

395 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

396 8 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 5 5

397 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

398 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

399 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

400 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

401 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

402 2 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

403 12 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

404 14 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 lean

405 7 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 5 5

406 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

407 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

408 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

409 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

410 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

411 22 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

412 13 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5 lean

413 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

414 14 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

415 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

416 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

417 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 hole

418 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

419 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

420 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

421 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

422 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

423 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

424 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

425 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

426 8x3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

427 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

428 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

429 12 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 3 3

430 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

431 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

432 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

433 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 lean

434 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

435 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

436 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

437 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

438 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

439 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5 cracked

440 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

441 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

442 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

443 12 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 5 4

444 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

445 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

446 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

447 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

448 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

449 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

450 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

451 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

452 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

453 60 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

454 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

455 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

456 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

457 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

458 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

459 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

460 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

461 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

462 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

463 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

464 9 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

465 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

466 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

467 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

468 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

469 7 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4 lean

470 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

471 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

472 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

473 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

474 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

475 11 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 codominant

476 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

477 10 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

478 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

479 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

480 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

481 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

482 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

483 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

484 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

485 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

486 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

487 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 3 3

488 18 Slippery Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

489 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

490 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

491 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

492 6 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 5

493 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

494 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

495 20 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

496 10 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

497 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

498 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

499 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

500 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

501 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

502 24 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

503 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

504 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

505 6 Sugar Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

506 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

507 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

508 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

509 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

510 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

511 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

512 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

513 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

514 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

515 12 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

516 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

517 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

518 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

519 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

520 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

521 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

522 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

523 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

524 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

525 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

526 11 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

527 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

528 6 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 3 4

529 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

530 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

531 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

532 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

533 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 almost dead

534 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

535 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

536 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

537 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

538 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 contorted

539 4 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

540 8 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 5 5 no top

541 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

542 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

543 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

544 8 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

545 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

546 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

547 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

548 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

549 10c Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 5 5

550 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

551 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

552 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

553 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

554 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

555 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

556 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

557 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

558 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

559 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

560 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

561 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

562 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

563 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

564 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

565 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

566 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

567 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

568 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

569 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

570 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

571 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

572 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

573 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

574 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

575 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

576 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

577 4 Cornelien Cherry Dogwood Cornus mas 4 4

578 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

579 5 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

580 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

581 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

582 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

583 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

584 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

585 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

586 18 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

587 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 Twisted with next 2

588 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4 trees

589 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

590 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 6 6 fungus

591 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 codominant

592 13 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 6 6

593 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

594 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

595 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

596 12c Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5 part dead

597 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

598 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

599 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

600 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

601 14c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

602 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

603 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

604 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

605 6 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

606 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

607 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

608 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

609 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

610 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

611 6 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

612 10 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 5

613 8 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

614 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

615 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 4

616 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

617 5 Downy Hawthorn Crataegus mollis 4 5

618 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

619 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

620 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 clump
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621 15 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

622 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

623 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

624 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

625 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

626 14 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

627 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

628 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

629 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

630 16 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 5

631 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

632 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 lean

633 5 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

634 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

635 13 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

636 8 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 bent

637 16 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

638 14 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

639 10 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 3

640 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 total codominant

641 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

642 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

643 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

644 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

645 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

646 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

647 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

648 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

649 7 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

650 16 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 thin

651 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5 lean

652 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 6 6

653 10 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

654 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

655 24 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

656 22 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

657 10c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

658 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5 lean

659 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

660 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

661 10 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 5 5 lean

662 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

663 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

664 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

665 6 Eastern Red Cedar Prunus serotina 5 5

666 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5 lean

667 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

668 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

669 6 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

670 15c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

671 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

672 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4 codominant

673 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 3

674 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 4

675 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

676 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

677 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

678 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

679 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

680 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

681 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

682 8 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

683 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

684 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

685 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

686 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

687 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5 contorted

688 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

689 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

690 5 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4 codominant

691 22 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

692 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

693 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

694 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

695 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

696 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

697 6 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4 twisted

698 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

699 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

700 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

701 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 3 3

702 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

703 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 4

704 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

705 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

706 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

707 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

708 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

709 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

710 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

711 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

712 6x3 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4 2 stems

713 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

714 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

715 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

716 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

717 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

718 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

719 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

720 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

721 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

722 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

723 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

724 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

725 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

726 14 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 lean

727 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

728 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

729 18 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

730 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

731 8 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 4

732 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

733 11 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

734 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

735 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

736 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

737 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

738 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

739 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

740 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

741 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

742 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

743 5 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4 codominant

744 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

745 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

746 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

747 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

748 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

749 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

750 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

751 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

752 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

753 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

754 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

755 4x5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

756 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 4 cracked

757 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

758 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5 codominant

759 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

760 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

761 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 codominant

762 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

763 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

764 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

765 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

766 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

767 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

768 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

769 10 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 3 3

770 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

771 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

772 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

773 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

774 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

775 4x3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

776 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

777 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

778 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

779 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

780 3 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

781 7 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 5 5

782 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

783 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

784 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

785 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

786 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

787 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

788 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

789 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

790 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

791 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

792 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

793 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

794 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

795 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

796 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

797 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

798 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

799 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

800 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

801 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

802 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

803 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

804 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

805 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

806 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

807 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

808 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

809 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

810 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

811 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

812 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

813 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

814 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

815 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

816 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

817 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

818 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

819 8c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

820 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

821 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

822 4 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

823 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

824 6 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 5 lean

825 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

826 6 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4

827 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

828 10c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

829 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

830 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

831 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

832 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

833 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

834 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

835 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

836 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

837 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

838 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

839 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

840 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

841 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

842 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

843 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

844 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

845 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

846 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

847 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

848 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

849 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

850 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

851 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

852 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

853 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

854 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

855 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

856 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

857 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

858 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

859 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

860 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

861 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

862 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

863 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

864 4 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 4 4

865 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

866 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

867 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

868 4 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 4 5

869 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

870 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

871 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

872 6c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

873 5 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 4 4

874 5 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 3 3

875 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

876 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

877 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

878 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

879 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

880 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

881 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

882 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 4

883 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

884 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

885 5 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 3 4

886 4 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 5 5

887 7 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

888 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

889 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

890 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

891 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 3 4

892 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

893 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

894 3 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

895 4 Bradford Pear Pyrus calleryana 'Bradford 4 4

896 7c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

897 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

898 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

899 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

900 6c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

901 6 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 4 4

902 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

903 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 3 4

904 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 3 4

905 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 3 4

906 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

907 8c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

908 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

909 3 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 4 4

910 3x2 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

911 6 Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana 3 4

912 5 Norway Spruce Picea abies 3 4

913 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

914 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

915 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

916 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

917 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

918 14 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

919 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

920 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

921 10 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

922 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5 same tree as 953

923 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

924 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

925 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

926 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

927 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

928 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

929 7x2 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

930 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

931 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

932 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

933 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

934 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

935 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

936 4 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

937 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

938 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 5

939 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5 thin

940 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

941 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

942 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

943 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

944 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

945 15 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

946 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

947 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 5

948 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 6 6

949 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

950 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

951 7 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

952 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

953 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5 same tree as 922

954 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

955 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5 one sided

956 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5 one sided

957 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

958 12 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

959 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

960 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

961 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

962 26 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

963 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

964 18 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

965 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

966 6 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

967 2 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

968 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

969 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

970 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

971 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

972 10 Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 5 5 borer

973 9 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

974 18 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

975 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

976 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

977 15 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

978 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

979 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

980 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

981 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

982 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

983 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

984 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

985 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

986 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

987 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

988 8 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

989 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

990 14 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

991 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 same tree as 992

992 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5 same tree as 991

993 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

994 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

995 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

996 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

997 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

998 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

999 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

1000 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1301 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5 same 1302 & 1303

1302 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

1303 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

1304 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

1305 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

1306 24 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

1307 8 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 leaning

1308 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 4

1309 24 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 leaning

1310 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1311 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1312 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1313 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1314 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1315 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

1316 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1317 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1318 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

1319 5 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

1320 5 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

1321 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

1322 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1323 15 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

1324 6 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1325 3 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

1326 10 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 4 4

1327 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4 split

1328 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1329 12 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5

1330 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 3 3

1331 10 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1332 9 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 5

1333 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

1334 11 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

1335 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

1336 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1337 13 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5 same tree as 1338

1338 8 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 5 5 same tree as 1337

1339 9 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1340 7 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

1341 6 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

1342 22 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 3

1343 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1344 4 Box Elder Acer negundo 5 5

1345 9c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1346 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1347 5 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1348 8 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 5 5 leaning

1349 13c Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1350 18 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4 high limb

1351 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1352 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1353 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

1354 12c Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 3 3

1355 4 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 5 5

1356 5 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1357 9 Slippery Elm Ulmus rubra 'Muhl' 4 5

1358 17 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 4 4

1359 8 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1360 16 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

1361 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 5

1362 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1363 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 4 4

1364 4 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1365 6 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 4 4

1366 20 Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 3 4

1367 4 Siberian Elm Ulmus pumila 5 5

1368 7 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 4 4

1369 3 Box Elder Acer negundo 4 4

1370 7 Common Buckthorn Rhamnus cathartica 5 5

Code: H=Health, F=Form

assifications: 1= excellent, 2= Good, 3= Fair, 4= Poor, 5= Very Poor, 6= Dead

Tree Inventory conducted on 11/20/14 - 12/12/14 by Krogstad Land Design Limited 

(Karl Krogstad, Certified Arborist IL-546A).
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B. Survey
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F. Color Photos of Surrounding Properties
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Color Photos of  Surrounding Properties
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G. Conceptual Elevation Streetscape Plan 
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Conceptual Elevation Streetscape Plan – Updated 03/12/2015

Boulder Ct J Boulder Ct H

Morton H 

Memphis H

Victoria H

Boulder Ct H

Boulder Ct J

Memphis G

Victoria F

Victoria H

Morton H 

Morton F

Memphis B

*The Boulder Courtyard is rendered here as a 3 car garage but will be built at 2 car 
garage at Christina Court. The elevations within this application depict the actual 2 car 
garage.
**This photos are strictly for presentation purposes only and are subject to change.

Memphis B



C. Elevations
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

Memphis | 3672 SF 50’ x 58’ MEMPHIS
SF: 3,672 SF

DIM: 50' X 58'
BLDG. COV: 2,888 SF

OPT. DECK
16'-8" x 10'

OPT. PATIO
17'-8" x 10'

PORCH

PROPOSED DESIGNS
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MEMPHIS
3672 Square Feet: 50’x58’

ELEVATION B (SIDING)

ELEVATION B (BRICK)

ELEVATION B (STONE)

ELEVATION B
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MEMPHIS
3672 Square Feet: 50’x58’

ELEVATION G

Page 24

mrykovich_5
Rectangle



Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MEMPHIS
3672 Square Feet: 50’x58’

ELEVATION G
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MEMPHIS
3672 Square Feet: 50’x58’

ELEVATION H
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MEMPHIS
3672 Square Feet: 50’x58’

ELEVATION H
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

Boulder Courtyard | 4018 SF 58’ x 71’ 
BOULDER

COURTYARD
SF: 4,018 SF

DIM: 58' X 71'
BLDG. COV: 2,737 SF

PROPOSED DESIGNS
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

BOULDER COURTYARD
4018 Square Feet: 58’x71’

ELEVATION H
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

BOULDER COURTYARD
4018 Square Feet: 58’x71’

ELEVATION H
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

BOULDER COURTYARD
4018 Square Feet: 58’x71’

ELEVATION J
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

BOULDER COURTYARD
4018 Square Feet: 58’x71’

ELEVATION J
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C. Elevations
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Victoria  |  3445 SF  56’ x 44’   VICTORIA
SF: 3,445 SF
DIM: 56’ X 44’

BLDG. COV: 3,545
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VICTORIA
G ELEVATION
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VICTORIA
F ELEVATION
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VICTORIA
H ELEVATION
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

Morton | 3501 SF 56’ x 44’ 
PORCH

MORTON
SF: 3,501 SF

DIM: 56' X 44'
BLDG. COV: 2,605 SF

PROPOSED DESIGNS

Page 18

mrykovich_22
Rectangle

mrykovich_0_1
Rectangle

mrykovich_1_1
Rectangle



Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MORTON
ELEVATION F

ELEVATION F STONE - EXISTING

ELEVATION F BRICK - NEW
ELEVATION F SIDING- NEW
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

ELEVATION G

ELEVATION G SIDING - EXISTING

ELEVATION G STONE - EXISTING

ELEVATION G BRICK - NEW

ADD SIDING 
IN DORMER 
GABLE

MORTON
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Corporate Product Development

CHICAGO DIVISION

CHRISTINA COURT

PROPOSED DESIGN

MORTON
ELEVATION H

ELEVATION H SIDING - NEW

ELEVATION H BRICK - EXISTING

ELEVATION H STONE - NEW
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H. Materials Schedule 
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ITEM MATERIAL MANUFACTURER COLOR

Brick Clay Glen-Gery Brick Varies per Palette

Exterior Trim Engineered Wood LP SmartSide Trim White

Front Door Fiberglass Masonite Varies per Palette

Garage Door Inulated Steel Wayne Dalton White

Gutters Aluminum Reynolds White

Metal Roof Standing Seam - 24 gauge American Construction Metals Varies per Palette 

Roofing Asphalt - 30 yr Architectural Shingle GAF Varies per Palette

Shutters Vinyl Mid-America Varies per Palette

Siding Engineered Wood LP SmartSide Varies per Palette

Soffit & Fascia Aluminum Rollex or equal White

Stone Cultured Stone Coronado Stone Products Varies per Palette

Windows 3500 Series - Vinyl with Low E MI Windows & Doors White

MATERIAL SCHEDULE

Page 61



I. Sample of All Major Materials –
K. Hovnanian Designer-Inspired Exteriors Palette Book 
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Designer-Inspired 

Exteriors

Christina Court
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

1

30-YEAR ROOF
Charcoal

ACCENT SIDING*
White

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Black

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Shasta

BRICK*
Cabernet

METAL ROOF*
Colonial Red

SIDING
White
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

3

30-YEAR ROOF
Charcoal

ACCENT SIDING*
Classic Linen

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Tuxedo Gray

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Newport Gray

BRICK*
Horizon

METAL ROOF*
Black

SIDING
White
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

4

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Clay

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Forest Green

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Golden Brown

BRICK*
Cedar Creek

METAL ROOF*
Forest Green

SIDING
Classic Linen
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

6

30-YEAR ROOF
Barkwood

ACCENT SIDING*
Khaki

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Wineberry

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Shasta

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Medium Bronze

SIDING
Prairie Wheat
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

8

30-YEAR ROOF
Barkwood

ACCENT SIDING*
Clay

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Musket Brown

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Shasta

BRICK*
Wheaton

METAL ROOF*
Dark Bronze

SIDING
Tan
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

11

30-YEAR ROOF
Barkwood

ACCENT SIDING*
Sandstone

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Bordeaux

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Golden Brown

BRICK*
Cedar Creek

METAL ROOF*
Dark Bronze

SIDING
Sandstone
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

12

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Khaki

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Forest Green

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Sioux Falls

BRICK*
Cedar Creek

METAL ROOF*
Hartford Green

SIDING
Sandstone

Page 70



K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

13

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Cobblestone Wicker

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Classic Blue

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Shasta

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Dark Bronze

SIDING
Khaki
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

16

30-YEAR ROOF
Slate

ACCENT SIDING*
Heritage Gray

SHUTTERS/DOORS
White

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Newport Gray

BRICK*
Summerset

METAL ROOF*
Charcoal Gray

SIDING
Heritage Gray
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

18

30-YEAR ROOF
Charcoal

ACCENT SIDING*
White

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Tuxedo Gray

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Palamino

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Black

SIDING
Heritage Gray
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

19

30-YEAR ROOF
Charcoal

ACCENT SIDING*
White

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Black

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Newport Gray

BRICK*
Horizon

METAL ROOF*
Colonial Red

SIDING
Slate

Page 74



K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

21

30-YEAR ROOF
Charcoal

ACCENT SIDING*
Heritage Gray

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Classic Blue

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Palamino

BRICK*
Summerset

METAL ROOF*
Black

SIDING
Slate
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

22

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Classic Linen

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Colonial Green

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Golden Brown

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Medium Bronze

SIDING
Cobblestone Wicker
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

26

30-YEAR ROOF
Barkwood

ACCENT SIDING*
Clay

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Classic Blue

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Sioux Falls

BRICK*
Laredo

METAL ROOF*
Dark Bronze

SIDING
Almond
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

27

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Cobblestone Wicker

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Forest Green

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Golden Bronze

BRICK*
Cedar Creek

METAL ROOF*
Forest Green

SIDING
Clay
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR01

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Clay

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Wicker

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Golden Bronze

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Hartford Green

SIDING
Evergreen (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR02

30-YEAR ROOF
Barkwood

ACCENT SIDING*
Sandstone

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Clay

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Sioux Falls

BRICK*
Wheaton

METAL ROOF*
Medium Bronze

SIDING
Saddle (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR03

30-YEAR ROOF
Barkwood

ACCENT SIDING*
Khaki

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Musket Brown

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Shasta

BRICK*
Horizon

METAL ROOF*
Medium Bronze

SIDING
Firebrick (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR04

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Sandstone

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Moss

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Palamino

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Dark Bronze

SIDING
Mocha (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR05

30-YEAR ROOF
Charcoal

ACCENT SIDING*
Heritage Gray

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Midnight Blue

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Sioux Falls

BRICK*
Summerset

METAL ROOF*
Black

SIDING
Smoke (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR06

30-YEAR ROOF
Slate

ACCENT SIDING*
Heritage Gray

SHUTTERS/DOORS
White

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Newport Gray

BRICK*
Wheaton

METAL ROOF*
Charcoal Gray

SIDING
Steel Blue (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR07

30-YEAR ROOF
Slate

ACCENT SIDING*
Classic Linen

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Tuxedo Gray

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Sioux Falls

BRICK*
Bordeaux

METAL ROOF*
Charcoal Gray

SIDING
Firebrick (N)
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K. Hovnanian® Homes® makes reasonable efforts to ensure that product information contained on this display is accurate, however product specifications and all other 
information shown is for informational purposes only and K. Hovnanian® Homes® does not guarantee in any way that such items are correct.  All exterior palettes are subject to 
change at any time without notice. The depictions of sample products are shown purely for illustrative purposes only, and may not be accurate with respect to the precise color 
or any other characteristic of a particular product. † Standard Level features Painted LP SmartSide™ Siding *Optional or plan specific.

#
Designer-Inspired  
Standard Exterior Palette†

NR08

30-YEAR ROOF
Weathered Wood

ACCENT SIDING*
Cobblestone Wicker

SHUTTERS/DOORS
Burgundy

Garage Door
White

TRIM
White

STONE*
Shasta

BRICK*
Cedar Creek

METAL ROOF*
Dark Bronze

SIDING
Khaki (N)
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