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	January 03, 2022






	Members Present
	
	Members Absent

	Mark Campbell, Chairman
	
	

	Michael Chiodini, Vice-Chairman
	
	

	Dick Gordon
	
	

	Don Anderson
	
	

	Chris Burton
	
	

	Adam Edelbrock
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I. Call of Meeting to Order and Approval of Minutes
Chair Mark Campbell called the work session to order at 6:00 pm.

Mr. Campbell stated for the record that Section 610.015 of the Missouri Sunshine Law provides that members of the Architectural Review Board who are not physically in the City Council Chambers can participate and vote on all matters when an emergency exists and the nature of the emergency is stated in the minutes.

The U.S. and the world is in a state of emergency due to the Coronavirus – COVID-19. Therefore, members of the Architectural Review Board have elected to participate in this meeting electronically for the public health and safety of each other and the general public.

Planner I, Christie Voelker made the followings announcements:
· The next ARB Work Session & Meeting will be on Tuesday, January 18th to account for the Martin Luther King Jr Holiday on Monday, January 17th.
· When there are eight or less cases on the agenda, Work Session meetings will begin at 6:30 pm.

Mr. Campbell asked if there were any comments for the December 20, 2021 meeting minutes.
Michael Chiodini made a motion to approve the December 20, 2021 minutes. Seconded by Chris Burton. Motion approved unanimously.

II. Sign Review - Old Business
None

III. Sign Review - New Business
None


IV. Residential Review - Old Business
a. Case 26-21R – 145 Horseshoe Dr – R4
Caroline & Fred Achard, applicant
New Paver Patio, Freestanding Pergola, & Screen Wall
The Board discussed the following items:
· It was stated that the pergola is very minimalist but it works with the mid-century modern style of the house.
· The original design that was submitted had a shade structure attached to the house.

b. Case 189-21R – 285 Frieda Ave – R3
Michael Reardon, applicant
Second Story Addition to Existing House
The Board discussed the following items:
· It was explained by Ms. Voelker that there was discussion at the previous meeting about the potential to project the gabled portion of the home but the applicant explained in that meeting that he was up against his current setback requirement. The ability to cantilever into the front setback was brought up at that time but Ms. Voelker had spoken with the applicant to let him know that his setback was nonconforming and he would need to have a survey of the properties to the north and south completed to get the average of their front setback measurements.
· It was discussed that the entire front setback issue could be resolved by making the front elevation a single-face profile.

V. Residential Review - New Business

a. Case 181-21R – 601 E Jefferson Ave – R3
Pearl Construction, applicant
Addition & Detached Garage
The Board discussed the following items:
· It was noted that there are too many elements and each side has a different style; there is no consistency and more cohesion is needed.
· The Dutch Colonial style needs to be carried through to the rest of the design.
· Clarity is needed on what is existing, what is remaining, and what is being added.
· It was explained by Ms. Voelker that this is in a historic district and has a detached garage that has been seen by the Landmarks Commission.
· The Dutch Colonial gambrel should not be the primary face of the home or should be repeated on all sides.
· It was noted that the doors have muttons but the windows do not.
· The garage door needs some glazing because it is visible from the street.

b. Case 186-21R – 427 Heman Dr – R4
Agape Construction, applicant
Addition & Two-Car Garage
The Board discussed the following items:
· The Tudor-style of the addition was discussed and deemed inconsistent with the existing house design.
· The scale, the proportion, and the rhythm of the siding on the addition did not make sense.
· The roof details from the existing house should be repeated on the addition gable.
· The garage door needs windows across the top. It was recommended a cutsheet be turned in for review of the 
· It was suggested adding shake siding in the gable above the gutter board.

c. Case 02-22R –2025 Lily Ave – R3
Jane Ann Forney, applicant
New Single-Family Residence
The Board discussed the following items:
· The overhangs in the gable were discussed.
· The timber detailing is nice.
· It was suggested that the gable overhangs might be clad in standing seam metal roofing but there was question about how that would be finished appropriately.

VI. Commercial Review - Old Business
None

VII. Commercial Review - New Business

None

Mr. Campbell asked if there was any other business that needed to be addressed and upon hearing there was not, adjourned the meeting at 6:38 pm.

		
	

	
	Mark Campbell, Chairman


	
	

	
	Michael Chiodini, Vice-chairman



Upon request, these minutes can be made available within three working days in an alternate format, such as a CD, by calling 314-822-5822. Minutes can also be downloaded from the City’s website at www.kirkwoodmo.org, then click on City Clerk, Boards & Commissions, Architectural Review Board.
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