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ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD MEETING
MAY 13, 2026 – 6:00 p.m.

	CALL TO ORDER
	A meeting of the Architectural Review Board (ARB) of the City of Glendale was held on Wednesday, May 13, 2026. Chairman Fernhoff presided and called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 


	ROLL CALL
	Members Present                        Members Absent

Chairman Fernhoff                     Jon Emert
Laura Switzer                             Brad Weitekamp                 
Mike Moran                                
Reed Voorhees                            
John Falk

Also present were Frank Johnson, City Administrator; Gabby Wesche, Community Engagement Officer; and Kate Henry, City Attorney.

	
	

	APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	Mr. Moran moved to approve the minutes from the April 8, 2026, meeting with two changes: 
· Parkwood Ave.  should be Parkland Ave. on page two, paragraph one in the architecture section. 
· The reference to 47 feet on page three, paragraph five in the architecture section should state “47 square feet.”

The motion was seconded by Mr. Voorhees and unanimously carried. 


	REVIEW OF PLANS FOR AN ADDITION – Jay and Gloria Jarvis, 305 N. Sappington Rd.
	Chairman Fernhoff introduced the project at 305 N. Sappington Rd. and invited the applicant to present. The project was presented by the homeowners, Jay and Gloria Jarvis, and their architect. 

Drainage
Mr. Falk noted the drainage report included in the application but asked for more details about the pump and storage tank. Mr. Jarvis said he didn’t have the final details, but that it would be compliant with city standards. 

The ARB members noted that they need to know the size and model of the tank, where the water flows in and out, the system’s overall size and capacity, etc.  

The ARB members also asked for greater clarity in the utility exhibit. They asked where the water that’s collected in the trench drains to. 

The Jarvises’ neighbor at 309 N. Sappington Rd., John Steele, explained that he put in the trench on his property in the 1970s to handle stormwater. It flows onto the MSD storm sewer. Mr. Steele is concerned about additional stormwater issues and would like to see mitigation measures in place for this new project.

The neighbors noted that the pipe flows from south to north, but Mr. Falk noted that the flow on the map doesn’t show that. He noted that the map needs to reflect the current state of the property. 

Mr. Falk asked the applicant what happens when there’s a power outage. Mr. Jarvis explained that there’s a backup battery for the sump pumps and a backup generator for the home. 

Mr. Moran asked the applicant why they wouldn’t pipe the water to the street. The owner said he didn’t know he could do that. Mr. Falk noted that it would be better to pipe to the street than the neighbor’s trench. He encouraged the applicant to ask his engineer to model discharging the water to the street. 

Mr. Johnson clarified that the water can be discharged toward the street, but must be discharged no closer than 10 feet from the street or any property line. 

The ARB members expressed concerns that the storage tanks and pumps may get overwhelmed during heavy rain events, especially if there’s a power outage, or if the trench into which it is intended to discharge is full and backs up. They requested that some stormwater modeling occur so that they know what level of storm (ex. 100-year) the system is designed to withstand.  

The ARB asked for additional details on the pump mechanics—is it a dual or single pump system? 

The resident at 301 N. Sappington Rd., Mike Fagan, expressed concerns about stormwater displacement from this project. He has experienced a great increase of water draining into his yard after a different neighbor built an addition and channeled water toward his property. 

Landscaping
The ARB members requested an overlay of the tree plan with utility plans. He noted that a couple of trees (10 and 12) are close to the water line. 

The ARB also noted that utility operations and changes need to be shown on the civil plan. 



Architecture
The ARB members noted that the addition is sympathetic to the house. 

Mr. Voorhees confirmed that the house is below the maximum floor area ratio (FAR), but thinks the design is a little plain and boxy. Since the addition is on the rear of the home and won’t be seen from the street, it is allowed. 

Ms. Switzer noted that it would be nice to see the home’s Tudor detailed carried onto the addition, but she wouldn’t make it a requirement. 

Public Comment 
Additional comments received by the applicant’s neighbors include:
· Mr. Steele noted that he doesn’t want to look at a wall as his view from his property. 
· Mr. Fagan asked the distance between the garage at 301 N. Sappington Rd. and the addition wall. Mr. Jarvis said 15 feet. 
· Mr. Fagan noted that the page with photos of neighboring houses is mislabeled between 301 and 309 N. Sappington.
· Mr. Steele asked if there was any thought process of putting the channel under the ground and connecting to the trench? Mr. Jarvis said okay, but Mr. Moran advised him to discuss that with his civil engineer. 

Mr. Falk moved to approve the applicant’s design with the following conditions:

· Provide more detail regarding the storage tank design including its depth.
· Provide pump characteristics including whether it’s a single or duplex pump station.
· Consult a civil engineer regarding pumping the storage tank overflow to the front yard.
· Provide a stormwater capture event assessment of the storage tank and pump—model the storm to determine the storm event for which this pump and storage capacity are being designed. 
· Show any alterations to the rear yard water line on the civil plans.
· Reevaluate the location of trees 10 and 12 to increase the distance between the trees and the water lines. 

The motion was seconded by Ms. Switzer. The motion passed with a vote of 5 “Aye,” 0 “Nay,” and 2 Absent. The vote was as follows: 

Reed Voorhees                          “Aye”
John Falk                                  “Aye”
Mike Moran                              “Aye”
Brad Weitekamp                       Absent
Jeff Fernhoff                             “Aye”
Laura Switzer                           “Aye”
Jon Emert                                 Absent


	MISCELLANEOUS

	Mr. Johnson provided updates to the ARB members including:
· 785 Bismark Ave. received variances from the Board of Adjustment, so the proposed home will go before the ARB for consideration in the near future.
· The Board of Aldermen approved changes to the ARB submittal fees to help pay for professional engineering and legal review as needed. The new rates include $500 for a new home construction and $250 for additions, plus a plan review fee.  


	ADJOURN
	Mr. Falk moved to adjourn the meeting at 7:40 p.m. The motion was seconded by Mr. Moran, and unanimously carried to adjourn the meeting.
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