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MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic District Commission
City of Saugatuck
FROM: Grayson Moore

Director of Planning & Zoning
MEETING DATE: September 3, 2026

RE: Historic District Permit Application, 699 Lake Street

REQUEST: The applicant is requesting approval to extend the existing four (4’) foot high
green vinyl chain link fence along the side lot line approximately 200 feet. The applicant is
also requesting approval for the stabilizing of the foundation on the south side of the home.
The existing fencing along the street facing side yard is roughly six (6’) feet high and would
obstruct the view of the proposed fence from Lake Street as seen in the image provided. The
existing four (4’) foot high chain link fence runs along the waterfront and southern property
line shown in red on the aerial photo.
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Figure 1 - Subject Property View from Lake St.: 07/2025
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Figure 2 - Subject Property Aerial View: 03/2026

BACKGROUND: The property at 699 Lake St. is located in the Lake Street (R-2) Zoning
District and lies within the Historic District. The structure is a contributing resource to the
district. The location where the work is proposed on site is visible from the waterfront and
neighboring properties.

As proposed, the fence complies with Zoning Ordinance (8 154.143) requirements for height
and materials.

APPLICABILITY: A permit shall be obtained before any work affecting the exterior
appearance of a resource is performed within the Historic District (§ 152.03).



COMPLETENESS REVIEW: All applications to construct, alter, repair, move, or demolish
any structure or install or alter any signage or fence structure in a historic district shall
include the supporting plans and documents as specified by § 152.07 B. The applicant has
provided a comprehensive overview of the proposed improvements.

IDENTIFYING KEY ELEMENTS OF THE RESOURCES:

1. Contributing Resources: Resources which contribute to the historic character of the
district (most of which will be over 50 years old) may be described by condition:

a. The original design is largely intact, with its original ornament and detail.
Maintenance and repair may be needed, but new design work is not
necessary.

b. The original design can be discerned, but some elements have been removed
or replaced with later designs. If early photographs or architectural drawings
are available, exact reconstruction of missing details will be possible.
Otherwise, new but compatible designs may be necessary.

For these contributing resources, the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation should be followed. The guidelines in this document provide greater
detail but are consistent with the Secretary’s standards.

2. Non-Contributing Resources. Resources may not contribute to the historic
character of the district for several reasons. Applicable reason(s) are stated below.
a. Some are over 50 years old but their original design has been significantly
altered. For these, even when documentation of the original design and
details is available, the Commission must decide whether enough remains to
justify restoration to the original design. Otherwise, the guidelines for
additions and new construction should be applied (section V).

3. Identify Characteristics. Identify and give consideration to the elements and
characteristics which are original to the resource, and those that are later but
contribute to its history or architectural significance.

a. Allfeatures, components and details which are original to the building should
be preserved. They should not be covered with signs or new materials.

b. Features which are damaged should be repaired whenever possible. Repairis
always preferred over replacement.

c. When replacement is absolutely necessary, the original element should be
reconstructed as exactly as possible.

d. When a feature is missing, it should only be reconstructed if there is a model
or clear documentary evidence upon which to base the design. Otherwise,
recognizably new but compatible designs may be necessary
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4. The Surroundings. ldentify the significant characteristics of the history and/or
architecture of the surroundings and give consideration to the impact of the
proposed changes on the integrity of the surrounding area.

§152.07 D. GUIDELINES:

A. In reviewing applications and plans submitted under this chapter, the Commission
shall follow U.S. Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Structures as set forth in 36 C.F.R. part 67, as
amended. Additional guidelines may be developed and followed if they are
equivalentin guidance to the Secretary's standards and guidelines and are approved
by the Center. Any additional guidelines must be adopted by the Commission and
approved by the City Council. In reviewing applications and plans, the Commission
shall also give consideration to:

1.

4.

The historical or architectural significance of the resource and its relationship
to the historic value of the surrounding area.

The compatibility of the exterior of the structure and the space around it with
the visual or historical context of the surrounding area.

The impact of the exterior of the structure and the space around it on the
village/rural character and contextual aesthetic of the city.

Other factors which the Commission considers to be pertinent.

B. In exercising its authority to approve or deny an application under this chapter, the
Commission shall exercise its educated judgment on a case-by-case basis in
interpreting these guidelines and the following the applicable standards.

IV. THE LAND & SITE IMPROVEMENTS
C. Fences

1.

3.

Rear Yard Fences. Erection of fences on the rear, side (except on corner lots),
or interior location of the lot, at or behind the building line may receive
administrative approval, when height and materials are similar to those
regularly approved by the Commission.

Front and Side. Front and side yard fences should not impede clear vision at
intersections or driveways, as they could sacrifice safety as well as historical
appropriateness. Front yard fencing should not infringe upon or obstruct
historic setbacks, vistas, streetscapes or neighborhood continuity.
Compatible Fences. Fencing shall be permitted contingent upon the
appearance and appropriateness in relation to the building and Historic
District. (Applicants should note that all fencing within the Historic District is
also subject to the City Zoning Codes, Chapter 155.143.)

Height of Fences. Height should be between two (2) and six (6) feet, with a
maximum height of three (3) feet for front yard fences. Materials should be
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wood, wroughtiron, or other historic materials (some aluminum faux wrought
iron products are allowed). Styles may include picket and wood privacy
fences, with tops trimmed with horizontal boards or simple dog-ear detail.
Other styles not listed will be reviewed on a case by case basis.

Comment:
The subject property at 699 Lake Street is classified as a contributing resource within the
Historic District and is located in the Lake Street (R-2) Zoning District.

The application proposes extending the existing four (4’) foot green vinyl-coated chain link
fence approximately 200 feet along the side lot line and repair the foundation on the
southern portion of the home. The proposed extension would connect to the existing fence
located along the waterfront and second side yard. The existing six (6’) foot fencing along the
street-facing side yard screens the proposed extension from views along Lake Street,
although the fence remains visible from the waterfront and the adjoining property to the
south.

The proposed fence complies with the applicable Zoning Ordinance requirements for fence
height and materials.

The Historic District Guidelines recognize that fencing may be appropriate when it is
compatible with the appearance of the principal structure and the surrounding Historic
District. The guidelines further provide that front and side yard fences should not obstruct
historic vistas, streetscapes, or neighborhood continuity and identify wood, wrought iron,
and other historically compatible materials as the preferred fence materials. Fence styles
not specifically identified within the guidelines are reviewed on a case-by-case basis.

The Commission should evaluate the proposed extension in the context of the existing site
conditions, including the presence of the existing chain link fencing, the limited visibility of
the proposed extension from Lake Street, the specific location of the proposed fence, and
the visibility of the fence from the waterfront and neighboring properties. The Commission
should also consider whether extending the existing fence maintains compatibility with the
contributing structure, the surrounding Historic District, and the review criteria established
in §152.07.

SUGGESTED MOTIONS:

If the Historic District Commission determines that the proposed fence extension is
appropriate and satisfies the applicable Historic District Guidelines, the following motion
may be used:

I move to (approve/deny) the applicant's request for a Historic District Permit for the

foundation repair and extension of the four (4) foot green vinyl-coated chain link fence to the
existing retaining wall along the north side lot line at 699 Lake Street, as proposed, based on
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the application (meeting/not meeting) the applicable Historic District Guidelines set forth
in §152.07.

Approval shall be subject to the following conditions (if applicable):

a)
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Installer Center

HIRE A LOCAL CONTRACTOR

Company Name Peninsula Fence *

PeNINSULA
FencE

Contact Information

Contact Name Rob Bakker

Contact Number

Email Address _ Rob Bakker
(616) 594-0358

BUILDING MATERIALS SERVICES OFF?ERED BY THIS CONTRACTOR

HOME BUILDERS INSULATION ROOFING
[J New Homes ] Blow-In L] steel Roofing
[J Additions/Remodels [ Roll/Batt O] Shingles
- Framing Only L] Rubber Roofing
O Shop/Garage/Agriculture DRYWALL L] Gutters
UJ Barndominium/ Hang Drywall L] soffit / Fascia
Residential Post Frame Mud & Tape Cnly
Specialty Finishing SIDING
DECK BUILDER O steel Siding
[J wood Deck FENCING ] Vinyl Siding
L] composite Deck Wood Fencing [ Panel siding
Chain-Link Fencng L] Lap siding
Vinyl/ PVC Fencing L] Log Siding
NEW BUILDINGS / U Metal Fencing L] Stone/veneer Siding
STRUCTURES O Composite Fencng
[ post Frame Buildings MASONRY & CEMENT
O stick Frame Garage LANDSCAPING C1 Block Work
U shed/workshop [ patios/Driveways L] Insulated Concrete Forming
U GazeborPergola [ Retaining Walls [J concrete Flat Work
U Dock/pier [ Excavating [J Foundations

OTHER SERVICES OFFERED:

ATTENTION: PLEASE READ THE IMPORTANT DISCLAIMER BELOW

The Contractor and information listed above are in no way affiliated with Menards® and are displayed for informational
purposes only. We have not investigated the firm listed and make no recommendations or representations, expressed or implied
If you would like more information about a specific person or firm, we suggest that you ask for and check references and/or
contact the Better Business Sureau in your area



August 19, 2026

Grayson Moore

Planning & Zoning Director

102 Butler Street

PO Box 86

City of Saugatuck, Michigan 49453

Re: Historic District Commission and Dan Murzyn

Dear Mr. Moore and HDC members,

We are in support of Mr. Dan Murzyn’s proposal to install a new 4’ high, green chain-link
fence along his westerly property line at 699 Lake Street, Saugatuck, Mi.

It is our understanding; the fence will begin at the existing SW terminal post and extend
In a north-east direction approximately 145’ +/-.

The color selection will make the fence a lot less conspicuous than the typical silver
galvanized/aluminized fence. In fact, when we look to the west, we will likely not see it
at all because of the existing background being the weathered brown stockade fence.

If there are any questions, we can be reached at:

Regards,

Bruce and Jane Lemons

(secandary residence)

M " Uy

Bruce Lemons Jane Lemons
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