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WINNETKA LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMISSION  
NOTICE OF MEETING 

December 7, 2015 
7:30 p.m. 

 

On Monday, December 7, 2015 the Landmark Preservation Commission will convene a regular 
meeting at 7:30 p.m. in the Council Chamber at the Winnetka Village Hall, 510 Green Bay 
Road, Winnetka, Illinois. 

 

AGENDA 
 

1. Call to order. 
 

2. Approval of September 21, 2015 meeting minutes. 
 

3. Approval of October 5, 2015 meeting minutes. 
 

4. Review of the Alteration of Designated Landmark 510 Green Bay Rd.:  Address numbering 
for Village Hall 
 

5. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 
at 117 Church Rd.  Case No. 15-19. 

 
6. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 

at 523 Elder Ln.  Case No. 15-20. 
 

7. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 
at 1137 Laurel Ave.  Case No. 15-21. 

 
8. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 

at 1341 Edgewood Ln.  Case No. 15-22. 
 

9. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 
at 165 DeWindt Rd.  Case No. 15-23. 

 
10. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 

at 461 Maple St.  Case No. 15-24. 
 



11. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 
at 20 Kent Rd.  Case No. 15-25. 

 
12. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 

at 1432 Scott Ave.  Case No. 15-26. 
 

13. Old Business. 
 
14. New Business.    
 
15. Adjournment. 
 
Note:  Public comment is permitted on all agenda items. 
 
The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that all persons with disabilities, who require certain 
accommodations to allow them to observe and/or participate in this meeting or have questions about the accessibility of the meeting or facilities, 
contact the Village ADA Coordinator at 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, (Telephone (847) 716-3543; T.D.D. (847) 501-6041). 



DRAFT 
 

LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
SEPTEMBER 21, 2015 MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
Members Present:   Louise Holland, Chairperson 

Chris Enck  
Marilyn Garcia 
Laura Good 
Anne Grubb 

 
Non-Voting Member Present: Stuart McCrary  
 
Members Absent:    Susan Curry 

Beth Ann Papoutsis  
 
Village Staff:    Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant  
 
Call to Order: 
 
Chairperson Holland called the meeting to order at 7:31 p.m.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Chairperson Holland asked for a motion to adopt the July 6, 2015 meeting minutes.  She asked if 
there were any comments or corrections.  
 
Ms. Grubb clarified several of her comments on page nos. 3 and 5 of the minutes.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any other comments or corrections.  No additional 
comments or corrections were made at this time.  She then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Garcia, and seconded, to approve the meeting minutes of the July 6, 
2015 Winnetka Landmark Preservation Commission, as amended.  The motion was carried by 
unanimous voice vote.    
 
TEARDOWNS  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence   
at 300 Fairview Avenue  Case No. 15-14                                                             
 
Chairperson Holland asked the applicant if he is the present owner of the home.  
 
The applicant, Corey Thompson, responded that is correct.  He then informed the Commission 
that he planned to build a single family residence with six bedrooms and five bathrooms.   
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Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society has found that the home does not have 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  She asked the 
Commission if they had any questions.  
 
Ms. Grubb asked what would the home be made out of and if it would be shingle or brick. 
 
Mr. Thompson responded that the home would be stone in the front and siding above.  He stated 
that he brought a layout for the Commission’s review. 
 
Ms. Grubb then asked if there are any large trees which would have to be removed.   
 
Mr. Thompson noted that there is one large tree which would need to be taken down and that he is 
waiting to hear back with regard to what has to be replanted.  
 
Mr. Enck asked if the front of the new home would face Fairview.   
 
Mr. Thompson stated that it would not be on the same footprint but that it would face Fairview.  
 
Ms. Grubb asked if the new home would be a lot larger than the existing home.  
 
Mr. Thompson responded that it would be slightly larger with a different footprint.  He then stated 
that the existing home is older and that he would have loved to be able to keep and remodel the 
home but that it did not work out that way.  He informed the Commission that the new home 
would measure 3,551 square feet.  
 
Ms. Grubb asked what the square footage of the existing home is.  
 
Mr. Thompson responded stated that he could look up that information.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if the tree to be demolished is the one to the front.  
 
Mr. Thompson referred to the plans.  
 
A Commission member asked what is the lot size.  
 
Mr. Thompson responded that it measured 82 feet by 100 feet.  He then stated that the only large 
tree is a white pine tree which is located on the south end of the property.  He informed the 
Commission that they have every intention of planting a new tree.  He reiterated that they are 
waiting to hear back as to what is to be replanted and where.  He also stated that they have a 
landscape architect.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there was anyone in the audience who wished to speak to the 
demolition of 300 Fairview.  No comments were made at this time.  She then asked for a motion.  
 
Ms. Grubb moved to approve the demolition request for 300 Fairview.  The motion was seconded 
by Ms. Garcia.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
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AYES:   Enck, Garcia, Good, Grubb, Holland  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 300 Poplar Street   Case No. 15-15                                                            
 
The applicant, Thomas Wright, informed the Commission that he would like to tear down the 
existing structure and build a new 2,800 square foot home in approximately the same location as 
the existing home.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if this would be a home for himself.  
 
Mr. Wright responded that is correct.  
 
Ms. Grubb questioned the fact that there are two addresses and asked if it related to two lots.  She 
then referred to the fact that the application listed 547 Hawthorn.  
 
Ms. Klaassen stated that was from the Historical Society’s package related to a previous analysis 
for the demolition of 547 Hawthorn.   
 
Mr. McCrary stated that the property is one or two homes away from Hawthorn and asked if that 
would be a different way of describing the property.  
 
Mr. Wright responded not at all.   
 
Ms. Klaassen informed the Commission that the Historical Society stated that the home may have 
been designed by the same person.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research has shown that the home does not 
have historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  She asked the 
Commission if they had any other questions.  
 
A Commission member asked if the home would fit on the lot in a certain way.  
 
The applicant responded that is correct and that it would be located in approximately the same way 
to the south.   
 
A Commission member asked what would be the style of the new home.  
 
Mr. Wright stated that it would be a shingled front gabled home.  
 
Chairperson Holland referred to the existing home and the fact that zoning was changed to site a 
home sideways.  She then asked the applicant if it is his intent to have the front door facing the 
same way.  
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Ms. Klaassen clarified that there is no zoning regulation that requires a front door to face the street. 
 
Mr. Wright responded that the front door would face the front of the property on Poplar.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the audience.  No comments were 
made at this time.  She then asked for a motion to grant the demolition permit for 300 Poplar.  
 
A motion was made by Mr. Enck to approve the demolition request for 300 Poplar.  The motion 
was seconded by Ms. Garcia.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Enck, Garcia, Good, Grubb, Holland  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Chairperson Holland then stated that she would like to change the agenda and mentioned that she 
forgot to welcome Stuart McCrary to the Commission.  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 1015 Oak Street  Case No. 15-16                                                                
 
Chairperson Holland asked the applicant if she is the owner of the property.  
 
The applicant, Kate Huff, confirmed that is correct.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked the applicant if she would be replacing the home in the same way.  
 
Ms. Huff responded that it would be in a similar space.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the existing home is a shingle home and asked if the new home 
would also be shingle.  
 
Ms. Huff stated that it would be siding and that she did not know if it would be plank or shingle and 
that it would have stone detailing.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research has shown that the home does not 
have historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  She asked the 
Commission if they had any other questions.  
 
Ms. Grubb commented that it is a cute home.  
 
Ms. Huff stated that they attempted to figure out how they could configure the home and that they 
had to consider the foundation and other things.  
 
Ms. Grubb asked how old is the home.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that the application stated that the home was built in 1921.   
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A Commission member asked if the existing home has a dry basement. 
 
Ms. Huff responded that she is not sure.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any other questions.  
 
Mr. Enck commented that it is too bad to lose a lot of these bungalow homes but that he understood 
from a new owner’s perspective that it has limited space.  
 
Ms. Huff agreed that the home is small.   
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any comments from the audience.  No comments were 
made at this time.  She then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Garcia to grant the demolition permit for 1015 Oak Street.  The 
motion was seconded by Ms. Grubb.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Enck, Garcia, Good, Grubb, Holland  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 310 Myrtle Street  Case No. 15-17                                                         
 
Chairperson Holland described the home as a substantial home and asked the applicant if he 
planned to build a larger home.  
 
The applicant, Steven Aisen, confirmed that is correct.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked what is the square footage of the new home.  
 
Mr. Aisen responded that it would be approximately 4,600 square feet.  
 
Mr. Enck questioned the style of the new home.  
 
Mr. Aisen stated that he did not have a rendering on paper and that he could show the Commission 
members images on his phone.  He described the home as a coastal stone with a vertical batten 
board style. 
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the Commission.  
 
Ms. Grubb commented that the home sat beautifully on the lot.  She also stated that it is not that 
big of a home and reiterated that it sat nicely on the lot and that it is set back.  Ms. Grubb then 
asked if the new home would be brought forward. 
 
Mr. Aisen responded that the plan is for the new home to be similarly situated with the front door 
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still facing Myrtle.  He also stated that they planned to keep the existing driveway access on the 
Orchard side.  He then stated that the detached garage which sat at the south end of the property 
would be taken down and that an interior yard would be created.  He added that the home and 
garage structure would be located roughly where the current home sat.  He stated that the garage 
would be attached to the home and would be located closer to Orchard.  He noted that no garage 
doors would be visible from either street.   
 
Mr. Enck asked the applicant if he considered expanding or trying to save the existing home.  
 
Mr. Aisen stated that it is challenging given the foundation as well as with regard to the tree 
layouts.  He informed the Commission that there is a large tree to the south of the existing home. 
He stated that it would not be easily feasible.   
 
Mr. Enck then stated that he was surprised to see this kind of home come before the Commission 
because of the fact that it is fairly substantial and that looking at the information the Commission 
has, it looked to be in relatively good condition.   
 
Mr. Aisen informed the Commission that the owners have kept the home up but that it is a fairly 
small home given its location.  He also stated that there are only three bedrooms and one 
bathroom on the second floor which he described as less than desirable in today’s market.  
 
Mr. Enck asked what the current square footage is. 
 
Mr. Aisen stated that he did not know.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the audience.   
 
Ann Taylor, 503 Hawthorn Lane, informed the Commission that she lived next door to the 
property and that her family has lived in the home since 1960 and that they have known at least two 
owners of the property.  She stated that her concern related to the trees which she described as 
significant and which are becoming rarer and rarer.  Ms. Taylor stated that she did not hear any 
discussion as to how they would be preserved and referred to the fact that they are so close to the 
home and that the demolition would be very threatening to the large oak tree on the south side of 
the home.   
 
Ms. Taylor then stated that they have just gone through a very lengthy demolition and construction 
of a new home across on Myrtle through the winter.  She described the demolition as incredibly 
disruptive.  Ms. Taylor informed the Commission that a member of her household was run over 
by one of the construction trucks which came to the property for an inspection.  She then stated 
that she did not want to see that happening again and that anything happening to this property 
should be delayed past the winter. 
 
Ms. Taylor also stated that they have already very close to this home a number of gigantic homes 
and whether or not the neighborhood needed another one, should have another one or if Winnetka 
needed another one is an issue that the Commission should consider.  She referred to a home 
located on Myrtle which has been on the market for a while and that there are photographs of the 
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home in the snow when they began showing it.  Ms. Taylor then stated that across on Willow 
Road, there are two very large homes which sold slowly, one of which is back on the market and 
not moving at all.  She stated that is something that they need to consider before they destroy what 
is really a classic, American, early 1920’s century home to build another ginormous home that no 
one seemed to want and that there are other locations in the Village where they could be built.   
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any other comments from the audience.   
 
Dave Donnesburger (sp?), 511 Hawthorn, informed the Commission that he lived adjacent to Ms. 
Taylor and stated that the north aspect of the home is his driveway and garage immediately to the 
south of the proposed demolition.  He stated that he is also concerned with two large oak trees to 
the south and that he is not sure if there is one or two with swings on them now. Mr. Donnesburger 
stated that he is also concerned as was Ms. Taylor with regard to the ratio of the new construction 
to the lot size and that Ms. Taylor may have been referencing 489 Myrtle which he commented is 
an enormous home on a small lot and which has sat on the market for 10 months with a price 
decrease.  He then stated that he echoed the architectural themes of Winnetka and the fact that 
beautiful red brick Colonial homes are being torn down with McMansions being built. 
 
Mr. Donnesburger stated that he has not seen the applicant’s drawings and indicated that the 
square footage seemed daunting to him for the lot size.  He referred to how the existing home sat 
so proud on its lot and which is something that is going to be lost in the community.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any other comments.  
 
Ms. Degroot stated that she lives at 512 Orchard Lane which is next door to the subject property 
and informed the Commission that the driveway bordered their home.  She then asked if the same 
height restriction is going to be there for the new construction compared to the existing home or if 
it would be higher.  
 
Ms. Klaassen responded that she did not know how high the existing home is and noted that the 
applicant is allowed to build up to 2½ stories and a height of 31 feet.   
 
Ms. Degroot then informed the Commission that she wanted to enclose an existing area of her 
home of an open deck to a mudroom and was told that she could not because of the square footage 
allotment.  She also stated that she is trying to understand how they can tear down a home and 
build an almost 5,000 square foot home on a lot which is very similar to hers when her home is less 
than 3,000 square feet of livable space.  She informed the Commission that they have been 
fortunate enough never to have had water in their basement and that the applicant’s lot has a great 
deal of greenery which absorbs a lot of the water.  She asked what would be done to manage the 
rain when most of the area would become concrete. 
 
Ms. Klaassen stated that the applicant would have to submit engineering plans and have them 
approved by the Village Engineers.  She also stated that there are limits in terms of lot coverage. 
 
Ms. Degroot asked if they are the same as older homes. 
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Ms. Klaassen stated that it is based on lot area and has nothing to do with the age of the structure 
and that it is based on the size of the lot itself.   
 
Mr. McCrary stated that in principle, there are the same rules and that when building from scratch, 
you have the ability to maximize the amount.  He also stated that you might end up getting too 
close to a lot line or have some other constraint which is keeping them from doing something as 
big as their neighbor.  Mr. McCrary also stated that the same rules applied in connection with 
renovations. 
 
Ms. Degroot asked if the home was looked at to see if there is landmark status.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society has gone through their files and determined 
that there is no architectural historic value to the home.  She then asked how deep of a basement 
the applicant is proposing.  
 
Mr. Aisen responded that they are contemplating a full 10 foot basement as a possibility.  He then 
stated that he is curious as to what difference that made.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that they have a water problem in the Village and that the codes allow 
for a 26 foot basement even though an applicant would be required to hold that water underneath 
the property and slowly allow it into the sewer system.  She then stated that there are a number of 
homes in her area which have 26 foot basements. 
 
Mr. Aisen stated that his take on it is that the basement could be 8, 10, 12 or 16 feet.  He stated that 
the mitigation of surface water from the ground is not relevant in terms of how deep the basement 
would be.  He then stated that there is an engineering process that would be taken into 
consideration once there is a footprint which makes the difference as opposed to the depth of the 
basement.  He also stated that if a client wanted a 30 foot basement, it is a matter of budget and not 
neighboring storm water management systems.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked the applicant if they have a landscape plan. 
 
Mr. Aisen responded that they do not have one yet.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any other comments.  
 
Mr. Enck stated that there have been meetings when there have been a pile of demolition 
applications and that in a lot of respects, it related to the erosion of the architectural fabric of the 
community and that he understood that as the Commission, there is little that they can do about 
that.  He commented that it is fairly wasteful from an environmental standpoint and looking at it 
in terms of the architectural character of the community. Mr. Enck described the home as an 
architecturally solid home that people in the neighborhood have mentioned.  He also commented 
that he is sure that what the builder would build would be nice but that the Village lost a bit of its 
history as well not just specific to this home, but in general.  Mr. Enck stated that in the past, since 
there are four applications being presented at this meeting, it is a fairly small community.  
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Ms. Good stated that Winnetka has, if you were to take a poll on the architectural styles in the 
community, a lot of Colonial homes which are not really rated as architecturally significant.  She 
stated that although they are historic, by definition from the National Trust of Historic 
Preservation, it is not historically significant.  Ms. Good stated that her concern is that they have 
seen so many beautiful Colonial homes which are really substantial homes torn down.  She 
compared it to when you come close to losing a species, although they have an abundance of 
Colonial homes, the more they take them for granted, soon they are going to start becoming the 
dinosaurs. 
 
Ms. Good stated that her other point is that part of the beauty of the community is the land around 
some of these homes and the breathability of the properties as well as the natural environment 
around these properties.  She stated that they have seen time and time again homes lose the land 
around them for these large homes which she commented is sad.  Ms. Good stated that she would 
guess that a lot of the Commission members agree with a lot of the comments which were made 
but that unfortunately, the Commission’s hands are tied by the ordinance.  She stated that they 
would like to help them but that unfortunately, they cannot.  
 
The woman in the audience asked if zoning was part of the Commission’s purview.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that it is not.  She also stated that the demolition permit is not 
granted until a plan for the replacement home is submitted to the Village.  Chairperson Holland 
then stated that when the Community Development Department goes over that plan and there are 
no zoning variation requests, the demolition permit is then granted.  She also stated that if there 
are zoning requests or a need to go to the ZBA, she stated that it is rare to see new construction 
with a zoning request granted and that it would have to have something to do with what ran with 
the land which would make it impossible to build a home for a request to be granted.  Chairperson 
Holland stated that the home must be built with the front yard, side yard and rear yard setbacks and 
that there must be compliance with impermeable surface requirements. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that it is different for new construction and that if you have a home 
which is being remodeled and that it did not fit those requirements, you would have to apply for a 
zoning variation.  She reiterated that for new construction, it has to adhere to the zoning code.  
Chairperson Holland reiterated that the plans for the new home have to be submitted and approved 
by the Community Development Department, the Village Arborist and the Village Engineer for all 
kinds of issues, some of which include where would the water be going since water must be 
retained on the property and not allowed to flow onto neighboring properties.   
 
Isabelle Fiore, 380 Poplar, asked if the applicant is planning to live in the home or if it would be 
sold.  
 
Mr. Aisen responded that he is not planning on living in the home.   
 
Ms. Fiori also referred to the fact that the applicant is not aware of the current square footage of the 
home.  She then stated that being a Winnetka resident, her guess is that if it is a 2½ story home, 
she estimated it to be between 2,000 and 2,400 square feet and referred to the fact that the new 
home would be double that size.  Ms. Fiori stated that she understood that the new home has to be 
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half of the footprint of the lot. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the footprint is limited to 25% of the lot area. 
 
Ms. Klaassen confirmed that is correct.  
 
Ms. Fiori then asked how without going up more than 2½ stories, how did they plan to get that 
much more square footage without exceeding what is permissible for the footprint.  
 
Mr. Aisen responded that they would be within all of the zoning guidelines and restrictions that the 
Village has set forth.  He stated that the lot is approximately 14,000 square feet and that for a 
home that is approximately 4,600 square feet, if you were to assume that the first floor is half and 
the second floor is the other half of it that amounted to 2,300 square feet which he calculated to be 
16% of the lot area.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any other questions.  She then asked for a motion.  
Chairperson Holland then stated that there have been other difficult motions.  
 
Mr. Enck commented that as far as what they do in terms of the role of the Commission has been 
satisfied based on the ordinance and assumed that most of the people here are disappointed by 
another teardown application such as this one for a variety of reasons that people have mentioned.  
He also stated that it is a mixed bag as far as the community goes and that it is great to have 
developers take an interest in the community and the tax revenue that came along with that.  Mr. 
Enck also stated that it is a community which such a strong presence of developers that are 
building these homes for potential clients.  He informed the Commission that in his neighborhood 
which is west of Green Bay Road, it seemed as though the new homes are the ones which are 
constantly back on the market for whatever reason.  Mr. Enck commented that it is disappointing 
for someone who cared about historic preservation and the character of the community and who 
moved to the Village for that reason.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that until they can get some changes to the ordinance, the Commission 
cannot do very much.  She then stated that they are not Lake Forest which has stringent design 
review ordinances and that the Village does not have a design review ordinance for residential 
development.   
 
Mr. Enck added that for the people in the room, it is nice to see people coming to the meetings who 
care about this and that often, the people that are coming to the meetings are here for the 
demolition permit and that it is usually only those who have a vested interest in the project.  He 
stated that if people felt passionate about different issues in the community, it is nice to see people 
here to voice their opinion on it.   
 
Chairperson Holland agreed that the Commission appreciated people coming to the meeting and 
reiterated that the Commission has a very stringent path that they have to take.   
 
A woman in the audience asked if there can be a delay. 
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Chairperson Holland responded that the Commission can ask for an HAIS but that the Historical 
Society did not seem to think that there is any architectural or historic significance to the home.  
She also stated that the home was never landmarked and informed the audience that their landmark 
ordinance is really honorific and that the home has to be at least 50 years old.  Chairperson 
Holland also stated that they are very generous in landmarking Winnetka homes because they care 
about those residents who care about their homes.  She stated that there is an honorific plaque that 
is given and that if someone wanted to change something on the home, the Commission looked at 
that.  Chairperson Holland described it as a very pleasant ordinance.   
 
Mr. McCrary added that it is not binding on the next owner. 
 
Chairperson Holland confirmed that is correct and added that the only way that you can guarantee 
that a home is not torn down in the Village is by having easements on the land.  She added that 
even the National Register of Historic Places does not guarantee prevention of having a home torn 
down.  Chairperson Holland informed the audience members that if they have homes which are 
over 50 years of age, the Commission welcomed them to learn about the landmark process which 
she described as easy and simple.  
 
Mr. Donnesburger asked if this Commission made the decision as to the architectural ordinance of 
the home and to ask questions with regard to the square footage, height, water and trees.  He also 
asked if those concerns weigh in favor more on these decisions.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that the Commission can only request an HAIS.  She stated that 
in that case, the Commission did not do the history on the home and that they are dependent upon 
the Historical Society and the architectural historian hired by the applicant, who does the study.  
Chairperson Holland then stated that once in a great while, there are cases where the Commission 
did not agree with the Historical Society but that it has to be a very special home.  
 
Ms. Fiore stated that while she realized that it might not be germane to this particular applicant’s 
request, going forward, there is concern with regard to what is being built.  She then referred to an 
estate which her family owned which was torn down.  She stated that she did not feel particularly 
that anyone can tell someone that they cannot take down a home.  She informed the Commission 
that she and her husband did not have the funds to buy it and that it would be a burden on the 
Village to buy the home and turn it into an historic home.  She referred to instances where 
sometimes a home has to go and that it is not financially feasible to keep a home but that there 
needed to be a way to put up a new home which did not negatively impact the character of the 
community.  She then stated that a lot of which drew people to Winnetka in the first place is the 
charm of the community and the variety of architecture dating over many decades.  She stated that 
so much of what has gone up in recent years has been two or three different models by two or three 
different developers which meant that they are getting a lot of the same homes which made it feel 
like they have moved to The Glen. She also referred to the One Winnetka development and the fact 
that Winnetka is starting not to feel like Winnetka anymore.  She asked what are the avenues for 
those of them who are interested in preserving not necessarily every single home but preserving 
some character of the new homes that do go up and what can they do to help create ordinances 
which would help the Commission with these decisions.  She stated that she did not want to get in 
the way of a developer trying to make a living but to make them be respectful of the community. 
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Chairperson Holland stated that is why Mr. McCrary is on the Commission and informed the 
audience that he is a trustee of the Village who would take back to the Village Council their 
suggestions.  She indicated that it would take a residential design review committee which has 
been looked at and that there were residents who were asked to create that kind of ordinance a 
number of years ago.  Chairperson Holland stated that they would be balancing the rights of 
ownership against the rights of the community.  She agreed that Lake Forest has made it work and 
noted that they have a very long delay process of one year and added that their landmark 
commission did not consider demolitions and that it is a much different process.  Chairperson 
Holland also stated that Lake Forest has historic districts which the Village does not have.  She 
reiterated that Mr. McCrary would take heed of their comments and that at some point, the Village 
Council may return to that exact question of a residential review committee.  
 
Mr. McCrary stated that he has been in town for 25 years and that while it keeps coming up, they 
are in the middle of two polar extremes in terms of protection and libertarian rights. 
 
Chairperson Holland thanked the audience members for coming and asked them to follow the 
landmarks in the Village which are not all very old homes and indicated that the pamphlet is 
available downstairs which showed photographs of all of their landmarks.  She reiterated that it is 
not a very burdensome process and that the more landmarks they have, the more outreach they can 
achieve which will make more people think about demolishing homes.   
 
Mr. Donnesburger asked how binding are the assertions by the developer in terms of down the 
road and the request for dramatic variations being requested as opposed to what was described at 
this meeting.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that once the demolition permit is given, it is given under those 
regulations in effect and that it took effect when the plans are accepted by the Village.  
 
A woman in the audience questioned the fact that the issue comes up every several years and if 
there is a large group of concerned community members, what do they do if they want that pushed 
towards the top and what needed to happen to make it a higher priority.  
 
Mr. McCrary responded that the answer is to go the Village President and say that they would like 
this topic included on the agenda.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that probably, a study session would be held to talk about it with 
members of the community and with the Village Attorney and to take a look at an ordinance which 
could be created for residential design review.  She stated that currently, they only have that for 
commercial properties.  Chairperson Holland also stated that there is a backlog of material which 
has been done and that after the last effort, the chairperson threw her hands up. She informed the 
Commission that there was a design review committee set up by Chris Rintz and Nan Greenough 
in 2005 and noted that Ms. Greenough was not a trustee at the time.   
 
Ms. Klaassen noted that there was never a final document presented to the Village Council. 
 
Chairperson Holland indicated that Ms. Greenough may have it.  



Draft Landmark Preservation Commission Minutes                   September 21, 2015              
                    Page 13 
  
Mr. McCrary indicated that there have been some strong voices in favor of a libertarian argument 
who are not currently on the board and questioned whether this is the year.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Village Council has enough on its plate this year.   
 
Mr. McCrary stated that is a different argument and that some of the people on the board have 
strong real estate backgrounds and that although they are opinionated, he did not know where they 
fell on this issue.   
 
Chairperson Holland indicated that Mr. McCrary is only the second Village Council liaison to the 
Commission although they have asked for a liaison for years.  She noted that Bill Krucks spent a 
year working with them and that he saw the kinds of requests that came in and the angst that this 
Commission has had.  Chairperson Holland stated that this Commission never dealt with 
demolitions and that there was a committee called the Building Review Committee and that the 
two were merged together into the LPC which is how the Commission ended up with demolition 
applications.  
 
The woman in the audience then asked if there were any regulations with regard to the listing agent 
for a home and their relationship with the builder.  She stated that in this instance, there was never 
a “For Sale” sign in front of the home and that the listing agent was identified as having a vested 
interest in or a relationship with the builder.  She then stated that it seemed unfair to not give 
anyone else a chance.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that there are not.   
 
Ms. Good stated that has been discussed many times in terms of mandating a certain amount of 
time that a property had to be listed on the MLS but that it is too legally complicated to make that 
happen.  She commented that it is a great idea and that they probably would have been able to 
save many homes if they were allowed to do something like that.  Ms. Good then stated that as a 
Commission, they do not have power and that the power existed with the community.  She 
described the energy coming from the audience members and stated that if they continue to come 
to meetings and talk to people who have the same sensibilities and to make sure that their presence 
is made especially in front of the trustees.  Ms. Good then stated that she is glad that Mr. McCrary 
is with them because you can see the reluctance in terms of the Commission not wanting to make a 
motion on the request which represented how difficult this Commission is since their hands are 
tied by this ordinance.  She stated that so far, the people of Winnetka have shown up in droves and 
think similarly to the way they think but until the trustees and the Commission see these seats fill 
up on a regular basis, the Commission’s hands are tied.  Ms. Good stated that they talk about 
property rights and she kept making the point with regard to the person with the beautiful home 
and land with a McMansion built next door to it whose views are being blocked.  She stated that 
there are property rights on both sides of the issue and that the more people start talking about it 
and taking a stake in the community that they love, it is going to be the same thing over and over.  
 
Mr. Aisen stated that he would like to add that there is no relationship and that he has never met the 
owner or the realtor on this property.  He also stated that the property was listed on a multiple 
listing service.  
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Ms. Good asked for how many days.  
 
Mr. Aisen responded that he did not know.  
 
Ms. Good indicated that she could look it up.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Commission has told them what their plight is and that she 
urged them to be active.  
 
A woman in the audience stated that with regard to being active, she referred to a teardown and a 
referendum as well as every possible way of making their wishes known and that they got 
nowhere.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that it depended on which side they were on.  She then stated that the 
audience members can make their wishes known and that the Village Council listened to them.  
Chairperson Holland then referred to the discussion with regard to historic districts which she 
indicated is another area that they can investigate. 
 
The woman in the audience stated that became less and less possible with every passing 
demolition.   
 
Chairperson Holland then stated that an historic district did not have to preclude new homes and 
indicated that Mr. Enck is an expert and that his home was saved in the Village after many years of 
being on the market.  
 
Mr. Enck noted that he did move into the Village and into a landmarked home and stated that it is 
not a deterrent.  He then stated that Landmarks Illinois is a statewide nonprofit preservation 
advocacy organization and that it is not a problem unique to this community and that a lot of 
suburbs are facing a real teardown epidemic.  Mr. Enck then stated that although it slowed down 
during the recession and that although he has not been on the Commission that long, there seemed 
to be a handful of more demolition requests.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that there have been fewer requests than there were last year.  
 
A woman in the audience stated that there is a home on a very similar piece of property down the 
street from them and described it as too large for the land.  She also stated that it has been sitting 
on the market for a year.  She stated that the home has no yard and that no family would want it 
since there would be no place for the children to play.   
 
Chairperson Holland suggested that the audience members formulate their concerns and send them 
on to Mr. McCrary and the rest of the Village Council.  She also suggested that for those who live 
in homes which are 50 years or older to please landmark the home and added that there are some 
buyers who want to buy landmarked homes. Chairperson Holland then stated that the people who 
have them are very proud of them and that they could have saved some homes if they had been 
landmarked and that they could have delayed demolition.  She again asked for a motion.  
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Mr. Enck stated that although he stated his objections, he moved to approve the demolition of 310 
Myrtle based on the discussion.  Ms. Garcia seconded the motion.  A vote was taken and the 
motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Enck, Garcia, Good, Grubb, Holland  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Mr. McCrary stated that it would be helpful to explain the alternative to the audience.  
 
Ms. Taylor stated that they could ask for a 60 day delay in order to ask for a true historic review by 
an entity to be done by an entity that has more chutzpah than the Winnetka Historical Society.  
 
Chairperson Holland then stated that after the 60 day review, there is nothing that can be done.  
She also stated that is why two weeks ago, she asked the Village Council to change the ordinance 
to have a six month delay instead of a two month delay which is similar to what other communities 
have.  Chairperson Holland stated that they felt that a six month delay as opposed to a year delay 
was something that was rational which met everyone’s concerns.   
 
A woman in the audience asked if it would make sense for design review to come before the 
demolition permit application.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that if that type of body was created with an ordinance, that is how it 
would have to happen.  
 
Mr. McCrary stated that to be clear, One Winnetka has to go before the Commission and the DRB 
and asked if every home had to go before the ZBA which would be necessary if a variation is being 
requested.  He also asked if an application only went before the DRB for commercial buildings.  
 
Chairperson Holland confirmed that is correct and stated that they have never had a residential 
design review.  She stated that there are many communities that do have it and that it would have 
to be looked at to see if it fit in with the code. 
 
Mr. McCrary stated that there is also opposition to having restrictions in terms of what can be done 
with a person’s property and when someone wants to sell their home and someone tells them that 
they cannot sell to someone who would be willing to pay more.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that if there are many other people who feel the way that they do, she 
recently talked to many of them in one neighborhood and stated that they got together and offered 
a mortgage to a prospective buyer. She described it as a very unusual thing to do and that the 
neighbors did not want to see the home come down.   
 
Mr. McCrary referred to Pat Ryan’s event in 1991 or 1992 when he had an historic home that he 
wanted to tear down on the property and that after a lot of time, sold it to someone who agreed to 
buy the lot across the street and sold the house for a nominal dollar. 
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Chairperson Holland stated that Landmarks Illinois had a very difficult time getting into the home 
and stated that the home became a national register and that there are easements on the home.  She 
then stated that the home was sold and that the new owners are very dedicated to historic 
preservation.  
 
Ms. Klaassen informed the audience that if the applicant decided to apply for a variation in order to 
exceed the square footage or encroach a setback, as neighbors within 250 feet of the property, they 
would be notified similar to this meeting.  She stated that other than that, there is no other public 
meeting.  Ms. Klaassen also informed the audience that they can review the plans which are 
proposed once they are submitted. 
 
Ms. Good stated that she wanted to comment on the fact that the Commission did not act on the 
delay as they could have, she informed the audience that many of them have sat on this 
Commission for a very long time and have been through many demolition requests.  She stated 
that they have to pick and choose the battles that they fight for and that as much as they would have 
loved to delay the demolition for this home, they have enough experience on the Commission to 
know the fate of this home because of the ordinance is that it would be torn down.  Ms. Good also 
referred to the likelihood of an HAIS uncovering some significant detail.  
 
Ms. Taylor stated that no one would have known that her home was the first to have the first 
poured concrete basement in the world and that she would not have known that if someone who 
had been associated with the Field Museum’s historical research into the pouring of concrete 
happened to be in her basement and discovered it.  She stated that they have a lot of resources and 
that they may have been able to find something that is historic about the home.   
 
Ms. Good stated that she is not saying that it is not possible and that it is possible that you might 
discover something but that the likelihood is extremely rare based upon the fact that it was not 
designed by a well-known architect and the fact that the Historical Society does have wonderful 
records and that Patti Van Cleave is very thorough.  She stated that the Commission does have 
good instinct with regard to the homes they felt require an HAIS.  Ms. Good then stated that 
because the home is Colonial which are in abundance, she did not want them to think that the 
Commission is dropping the ball and not hearing their comments since they do.  
 
Chairperson Holland suggested to the audience members that if they have something historic about 
their homes to send a memo to the Historical Society.  She stated that although their records are 
complete, they are not fully complete.  Chairperson Holland then referred to the inventory being 
done of all of the homes in Winnetka and that three of the fives sections are done.  She then 
informed the audience that they have a trolley tour every May of all of the landmarks in the Village 
and urged them to join them.  Chairperson Holland added that it is given by the Historical Society 
and the Commission.  
 
Mr. McCrary suggested that the tour be videotaped.  
 
Chairperson Holland informed the Commission that she has a copy of the comments made by Ms. 
Greenough.  
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OLD BUSINESS 
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there was any other business.  
 
Ms. Good stated that she wanted to make sure that the comment relating to the oak was corrected 
in the minutes.   
 
Chairperson Holland informed the Commission that she would be representing the Commission at 
the next Village Council meeting and that she is one of the only speakers against the One Winnetka 
project.  She referred to the comments made that while the building is proposed to be big, they 
agreed to make it smaller.  
 
Mr. McCrary stated that is not the message he got and stated that there was 90-95% opposition 
from the audience.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that there are only four Plan Commission members who are opposed to 
the project in its present state. She then stated that they may be looking at findings of fact at the 
September 30, 2015 meeting.  Chairperson Holland suggested that the Commission members 
attend the meeting.  
 
Mr. McCrary stated that it may be advanced one month and that it may not be presented at the 
September 30th meeting and that there may be one more meeting before it moved on.  
 
Ms. Grubb asked if a decision would be made at the meeting. 
 
Chairperson Holland responded that there is only so much that they can go over and over and that 
the developer is not budging.  She informed the Commission that they made one change from 83 
feet to 70 feet and that the number of units was reduced from 124 units to 71 units.  Chairperson 
Holland then stated that this architect is so stubborn and that she has heard that from a number of 
builders, if he would drive to market square, Howard Van Doren Shaw built something which is 
very new to Lake Forest but that there are little pathways into the square and shops.  
 
Ms. Grubb suggested that it might be taller than the One Winnetka proposal.  
 
Mr. McCrary stated that nothing is more than three stories in Lake Forest.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that there is a clock tower. 
 
Mr. Enck stated that he had a question as far as the Commission is concerned and stated that he is 
aware that there has been some opposition from some groups outside of Winnetka with regard to 
the Fell store and the demolition of the buildings on the current site and some interest in the 
architectural aspects of those buildings.  He asked if there will be some interest when it comes to 
that point to prepare an HAIS for the history. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the request would have to come to the Commission for demolition 
and that it would be a no brainer for the Commission to require an HAIS.  She then informed the 
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Commission that she received a call from an architectural historian who had been asked by the One 
Winnetka people to prepare an HAIS.  Chairperson Holland stated that there is a process and that 
the request was made from Mr. Lagrange’s office.  She stated that she suggested that they wait 
until the process reached that point which will be when the Village Council approved or 
disapproved the request.  
 
Ms. Grubb stated that she wished that they could build a model of what is existing there to compare 
it the new structure in order to see how over scaled it is.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that there are some photographs which are available and will be passed 
around to the Commission.  She then referred to projects in other communities and stated that in 
Glenview, there is a massive four story rental building and noted that Glenview Road is four times 
the size of Elm Street and Lincoln Avenue.  Chairperson Holland also stated that it is not tall.  
She then stated that they looked at a lot of these and ended up across from the hospital at Central 
and Ridge and that her picture was taken in front of a 7 story building.  Chairperson Holland 
stated that her fellow Plan Commission member was not allowed to distribute the photographs at 
the meeting and that they would be going to the Evanston Building Department to make sure that 
building is 70 feet tall so that the photographs can be disbursed.   
 
Chairperson Holland went on to state that she asked Brian Norkus that some paint was marked on 
the Lincoln Avenue pavement and noted that the developer is requesting 8,000 square feet to buy 
from the Village and that the building would go up from that point.  She stated that there is a 
dashed line and that the Plan Commission was not told about it.  Chairperson Holland stated that 
she was called by the League of Women Voters who asked how would they find out what this is 
going to look like.  She stated that they went to the corner of Elm and Lincoln and raised Cain that 
this was not available to the Plan Commission.  Chairperson Holland stated that if the 
Commission members had any ideas as to how to get the Plan Commission members notified 
before September, it would be very helpful. 
 
Mr. McCrary asked Chairperson Holland if in her official capacity send out individual emails or 
request that Rob Bahan deliver it to the Commission members.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that she can ask Rob Bahan to do it.  She reiterated that it would 
be very helpful to see how far the incursion is to Lincoln Avenue.  Chairperson Holland stated 
that the dashed line represented where the building would start.   
 
Mr. McCrary suggested that it be sent with a photograph attached.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that there has to be pressure put on the developer to make it smaller 
and that the request would end up with him. 
 
Mr. McCrary informed the Commission that he went off in May and that he may not get a chance 
to vote on it.   
 
Ms. Grubb then stated that she did not have a problem with it being different architecture and 
stated that Architecture 101 is all about scale and described the project as the incredible hulk 
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casting shadows.  
 
The Commission then discussed the development at Hubbard Woods Park and the difficulties with 
regard to Mrs. Green’s customers leaving the parking lot. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that her main concern is that when the vehicles came to the intersection 
of Gage Street and Tower Court, there is the playground right there with children there.  She also 
stated that she attempted to point out to Bob Smith of the Park District that it would be dangerous.  
Chairperson Holland referred to the fact that it would not be a warming shed but that it would only 
be bathrooms.  
 
Mr. Enck asked if there would be ice skating.  
 
Mr. McCrary responded that there would not and that they decided specifically not to do that and 
referred to the stress which would have been caused to the 100 year old oak trees.  
 
Chairperson Holland then informed the Commission that she attended the meeting for the lake 
front project which contained a dog beach. 
 
Mr. McCrary described to the Commission how the property changed owners.  He then stated that 
the five year plan for that property along with other projects may not happen.   
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
No new business was discussed by the Commission at this time.  
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
No additional public comments were made at this time.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Antionette Johnson,  
Recording Secretary 
 



DRAFT 
 

LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
OCTOBER 5, 2015 MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
Members Present:   Louise Holland, Chairperson 

Chris Enck  
Marilyn Garcia 
Laura Good 
Anne Grubb 
Beth Ann Papoutsis  

 
Non-Voting Member Present: Stuart McCrary  
 
Members Absent:    Susan Curry 
 
Village Staff:    Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant  
 
Call to Order: 
 
Chairperson Holland called the meeting to order at 7:32 p.m. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
 
Chairperson Holland informed the Commission that the minutes from the September 21, 2015 
meeting will be available at the next meeting.  
 
TEARDOWNS -  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 685 Locust Road.  Case No. 15-18                                                                  
 
The applicant, Leigh Gignilliat, stated that the existing home would be torn down.  He then 
informed the Commission that the home is on a slab and that while he had not done research, he 
estimated that the home was built in the 1950’s.   
 
Chairperson Holland confirmed that the home was built in 1950.  
 
Mr. Gignilliat then stated that there is not much to the home and that there is wall to wall carpeting, 
a dated kitchen and a two car attached garage.  
 
Ms. Grubb asked how large the lot is.  
 
Mr. Gignilliat responded that it measured approximately 14,000 square feet and that it is 75 feet 
wide.  He noted that there is a survey in the materials.  He stated that a nice home would be built 
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on the property and described the property as a little small.  He informed the Commission that the 
new home would be a brick, Dutch Colonial home.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that there is another ranch home owned by Dr. Schiff which came 
before the Commission.  She then stated that she found it in the phone book in 1954 and that it 
may have been 659 Locust. 
 
Mr. Gignilliat informed the Commission that he built that home as well and that it was not a ranch 
home and that it was a yellow two story home.  He stated that he took that home down as well and 
indicated that the Commission did not find the home architecturally significant.  He added that the 
home was weird in that it was located sideways on the property and that you could not see much of 
the home.  He commented that they did a nice job with regard to the home on the lot now.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any comments from the Commission on 685 Locust.  No 
comments were made at this time.  She then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Garcia to approve the application for demolition for 685 Locust.  The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Grubb.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed. 
 
AYES:   Enck, Garcia, Good, Grubb, Holland, Papoutsis  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that she passed around the preservation award copies and stated that 
she also added a paragraph which spoke to when the awards are given.  She then stated that she 
thought that it should be something that goes into the record of the Village meeting.  Chairperson 
Holland also stated that if the Commission had any corrections, to tell Ms. Klaassen. 
 
Chairperson Holland also informed the Commission that she was shot down at the Plan 
Commission meeting and that it was a blood bath for Jan Bawden and herself.  She stated that she 
does not understand the process and that it was very painful to see a 70 foot building be approved 
by the Plan Commission as a great addition to the Village.  Chairperson Holland also stated that it 
would probably take up 80%.  She then stated that she could see no public benefit and that there 
were benefits that the applicant made public.  Chairperson Holland reiterated that it was very 
painful for her and that there was absolutely no element of understanding of what the Commission 
is supposed to look for. 
 
Chairperson Holland then informed the Commission that Ms. Bawden had the 2020 
Comprehensive Plan in front of her which she went through totally.  She stated that they were told 
that there was no reference to Tudor architecture in the 2020 Plan at all and that there are numerous 
references.  Chairperson Holland also stated that there is a big paragraph on architecture in the 
Village in the commercial districts in the 2020 Plan.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that they were not going to change anybody’s minds and that she felt 
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that architecturally, it is wrong for the community and that the impact is going to be horrendous.  
She then stated that the 8,000 feet that the applicant wants from Lincoln Avenue is enormous.  
Chairperson Holland stated that she asked and that Brian Norkus did have it painted on the 
pavement so that the Plan Commission members can see it and that none of the Plan Commission 
members were told it was there.   
 
Mr. Enck stated that he saw it.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that it represented half of Lincoln Avenue and that there would be a 
two way street.  She then stated that she voted the way that she thought that this Commission 
would have wanted her to.  Chairperson Holland added that it is not going to be a pretty building 
and that it would be massive, a behemoth and a fortress like structure.  She then stated that she 
said to the architect to go up to the Market Square and that there is a big building which has 
openings to it and that there are traffic patterns that open up a structure.   
 
Chairperson Holland then stated that she talked to a builder who is looking at interior changes that 
they want to make at the Hadley School which would be impacted by the development since they 
are adjacent to it.  She stated that she was told by the builder that Lucien Lagrange does not make 
changes and referred to his use of Beaux-Art architecture.  Chairperson Holland then stated that it 
would be 70 feet when their zoning is 45 feet and that it is allowed because it is a planned 
development which allowed them to negotiate with the Village and that they have to have a public 
benefit.  She commented that one of the public benefits that she found hysterical was a green roof 
and that there are more reasons for a green roof than just to look at it and that only pilots would be 
able to see the green roof at 70 feet.  
 
Mr. McCrary informed the Commission that the Village Attorney, Peter Friedman, explained it to 
them in an interesting way.  He stated that the applicant did not need a variance from the Village 
and that the 45 foot lies off of things and referred to the fact that you trip off an exemption at 45 
feet anytime the property is larger than practically anything.  Mr. McCrary then stated that 45 feet 
is a good reference point but that he found it interesting in that the applicant is not coming to them 
for a variance and that everything has to be approved and that essentially, everything is negotiated.  
He added that they can do anything in principle.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the ZBA was told to exclude any question of height and that she 
wondered why it would be going before the ZBA.  She informed the Commission that the 
previous height requested was 83 feet and that it was brought down to 70 feet. Chairperson 
Holland then referred to the buildings across the street and those in the area are 35 to 40 to 42 feet.    
 
A Commission member asked if there were five stories.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the applicant talked stories which she brought up at the Plan 
Commission meeting and that she did not talk in stories and that she talked in feet.  She stated that 
5½ stories did not sound like a lot but when it is 70 feet and their zoning is 45 feet, even though it 
is a planned development, you might as well build anything in the Village.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that she remembered hearing that with regard to the people on Spruce years 
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ago, there were plans to build a second story on top of the Fell building.   
 
Mr. McCrary informed the Commission that there was another proposal to take down the Fell 
building which fell through.  He indicated that it was eventually approved at 50 feet and four 
stories.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that she did not live in the Village at the time and that she heard it from other 
neighbors and that the neighbors were outraged that the building would disrupt their view.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that she believed that what the developer did was that he put all of his 
efforts in appeasing the people at 711 Oak and moved all of the construction away from there. She 
then stated that the rest of the Village suffers and that on Elm Street, they have one driveway for 71 
units for garbage, deliveries and for those moving in and out.  Chairperson Holland also stated 
that Arbor Vitae is right there.  She informed the Commission that the Plan Commission put that 
in as a suggestion that it be moved to Lincoln Avenue which would then impact 711 Oak.  
 
Ms. Grubb stated that she wished she could build a model so that they can see that the scale is so 
wrong.   
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that for a project of this scope, she stated that the applicant should have done 
the models not only showing the building, but what is around it.   
 
Ms. Grubb questioned the landscaping for the project.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that the only thing that the applicant talked about with regard to 
landscaping is the public plaza and that Lincoln Avenue should become a public plaza and that it 
was shown as such in their renderings.   
 
Mr. McCrary informed the Commission that he would be off of the Village Council in May.  
 
Chairperson Holland then stated that the developer did lower part of it and put three stories toward 
Elm Street and stated that there would be second story retail.  She commented that it did not work 
on Michigan Avenue and questioned how it would work here.  Chairperson Holland added that 
there is 30,000 square feet of retail and that they do not have any tenants and that they claim that 
they would have three restaurants.  She then stated that they are talking about having a fitness 
center with a pool and that if it is opened to the public, it would affect the Community House.  
Chairperson Holland stated that 40% of the Community House’s income is the fitness center.  She 
concluded by stating that there are a lot of issues. 
 
Ms. Good then stated that in connection with Old Business, she brought copies for everyone which 
she distributed to the Commission.  She then stated that at the last meeting, they had several 
villagers come who were concerned with regard to the home being torn down at 310 Myrtle.  Ms. 
Good stated that Mr. Eisen told the Commission that it had been adequately marketed.  She stated 
that she circled the date that the home was listed which was July 16, 2015 and that the contract date 
was on the same date it was listed.  Ms. Good stated that the home was never marketed and that 
the date the home came on the MLS, it came off the same day.  She then stated that for it to have 
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Ms. Good then referred the Commission to the second page and referred to a home on Prospect and 
the fact that Victoria Birov assured the Commission that the home had been marketed as well.  
She stated that the same exact thing occurred with it being listed and being under contract on 
March 11, 2013. Ms. Good stated that this is not marketing and is history repeating itself and that 
she is sure that this happens many times in the Village.  She stated that she wanted to provide that 
information for the record that this is not marketing and that they were assured twice that it was.  
 
Chairperson Holland identified Mr. Eisen as Mr. Birov’s son-in-law.  
 
Ms. Good agreed that it is the same group of people and that she did not know if there is anything 
they can do legally to ask that the marketing time be extended for at least two weeks to a month.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that they talked about that before and that they tried to get an ordinance 
passed whereby that prior to a demolition permit being granted, the home must have been on the 
MLS for a period of at least 90 days.  She then stated that it was Kathy Janega who stated that 
anybody should be able to sell their home however they want to.  She indicated that maybe they 
have the right to revisit this.  
 
Ms. Good indicated that she did not know if they could consult the current attorney and open it up 
for discussion.  She stated that if anything, they need to be knowledgeable and that this was 
presented at meetings twice with it not being accurate.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis then stated that unless there is a policy or ordinance that requires that the home be 
listed.  She informed the Commission that when the home next door to her was torn down, Baird 
& Warner put a sign on the home after the closing which she described as ridiculous.  She stated 
that they wanted to make it seem as though the home was listed on the MLS and that it never was.   
 
Ms. Good stated that owners have the right to opt out of putting their home on the MLS and that 
even if they had some sort of an ordinance which required it, they would negotiate and that it 
would not even hit the MLS.  She reiterated that she wanted to bring this information to the 
Commission’s attention for the record.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that they can ask that everyone who presents a request for demolition 
to be sworn in and that if they state that the home was on the MLS and it was not.  
 
Mr. McCrary questioned whether they could request that the research include an MLS search.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that they would have to ask Peter Friedman and that she would ask 
him. 
 
Ms. Papoutsis asked what can they do and that they need some sort of requirement and referred to 
the many people who have said that if they had known that a home was for sale.  
 
Ms. Good also stated that she wanted to point out to the Commission that if you look at the listing 
under Stats, there is a photograph and that underneath that, it stated “Status Pending” which meant 
that the sale has not closed yet.  She then stated that she saw on the permit sheet that in the 
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Village, it is legal and that he came and a permit was given to someone who was not the owner of 
the property but that he did disclose on his sheet that he is the representative.  Ms. Good suggested 
that they consider changing that stipulation so that only the actual owner can and that would buy 
them some time.  
 
Mr. McCrary asked if the permit is granted to the property or to the property owner.  
 
Ms. Klaassen responded that the owner is required to sign the permit and that the purchaser as the 
applicant provided them with a copy of the executed purchase agreement as well as the deed 
proving that the owner still owned the property.  She stated that has always been the policy and 
that the owner is knowledgeable about the application.   
 
Ms. Good stated that maybe they should consider changing that so that only the actual owner can. 
 
Ms. Klaassen stated that they still are the actual owner when they submit for permit.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that they cannot get a permit until they provide a plan for what they 
intend to do.  She then stated that did not help with this issue.  Chairperson Holland added that 
she would point this out to Mr. Friedman and let him research it and see if he can come up with 
something different.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that after this happened, there were so many neighbors who said if they want 
to get something going and were willing to sign petitions, etc.  She then asked if they had enough 
community support or enough signatures on a petition to force such an ordinance.  
 
Mr. McCrary informed the Commission that the way to get something on the Village Council 
agenda is to go the President and that this is something that is definitely not on Gene Greable’s 
radar screen.  He indicated that he did not know if Mr. Greable would be sympathetic or not.  
 
Ms. Grubb stated that time is money and if people want to sell their homes to a builder, she referred 
to whether they can say they can. She also stated that she did not know how much time should be 
required but that it should be at least a week so that people can see that the property is for sale.  
 
Ms. Good agreed that some period of time should be required.  
 
Chairperson Holland suggested that maybe they can research what other communities do and that 
this is a legal issue.   
 
Mr. McCrary stated that while he did not know contract law at all, one way to structure it would be 
once a home sells and that any sale in which a buyer can challenge up to eight weeks later if they 
are willing to pay a high price, that struck him as not going to work contractually.  He then stated 
that the parties have entered into a legal agreement and whether someone else who is not a party to 
that agreement can change it, he stated that he is guessing that would not fly.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that it would at least be worth a try to have them research it.  She then 
stated that part of the problem is that it is always the same people who are doing it.  
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Mr. Enck stated that he had a question from last month’s meeting and asked if there is a similar 
situation in other communities.   
 
Mr. McCrary informed the Commission that in Logan Square, they have torn down almost every 
home and that it is not a Winnetka phenomenon.  
 
Mr. Enck stated that he is wondering if the North Shore communities have such a developer 
presence.  
 
Ms. Grubb referred to Highland Park and Lake Forest.  
 
Ms. Good informed the Commission that Lake Forest's ordinance has more teeth than it used to.   
 
Chairperson Holland added that they have a year delay on their HAIS.  
 
Mr. Enck questioned whether the demolition permit would expire and referred to an Edwin Clark 
home and that because the demolition permit expired and the home had not been torn down after 
the year delay, another year delay had been put on it.  He then stated that the preservation 
committee was overruled and it was torn down.  
 
Ms. Good also stated that in Highland Park, they have in their ordinance the ability to designate a 
landmark coming from a non-owner which she commented is huge.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that was insinuated when the ordinance came to be and that Susan 
Benjamin drove around.  She stated that when they were thinking of an ordinance, Corrine Hall 
who was the Village President rightfully asked whether they had anything here which would 
qualify for landmark status.  Chairperson Holland then stated that they hired Ms. Benjamin to 
drive around and see if there were homes and that she made note of the homes.  She stated that the 
people were so outraged that they were and were not on a list.  Chairperson Holland stated that it 
gave rise to the major battle that occurred in the 1990’s over the ordinance.  She stated that when 
Jean Bradner became the Village President, the only way to modify it was to say that you must 
come and ask for landmark status.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the problem is that they have not been able to get a landmark 
through the Village Council in a couple of years.  She stated Pat Corrigan had someone in the 
assessor’s office do a study of the homes which were on the tax freeze and that it was turned over 
to Mike Jackson who created the tax freeze and said to tell him if this is an actual situation and that 
he stated absolutely not.  She stated that Rob Bahan stated that they have to go back to Springfield 
to get this done and that she responded that the Village Council has to go back to Springfield.  
Chairperson Holland informed the Commission that he was the head of the IHPA and that he said 
that this is absolutely wrong and was a very poor assessment of how the tax freeze worked. She 
added that now, almost every home is off of the freeze.  
 
Ms. Grubb referred to the owners who refurbished a lot of Tudor commercial buildings and that 
they were not given the freeze.  
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Chairperson Holland then referred to the Spies who asked for landmark status, but not to take 
advantage of the property tax assessment freeze.  
 
Mr. McCrary left the meeting at this time.  
 
Ms. Good then stated that the only other question she raised other than being given this outright 
false information at their meeting is that she felt so bad that they could not do anything for the 
people who wanted the Commission to help them and that perhaps if they could put something in 
that says if false information is supplied at one of their meetings, which they have confirmed is 
false, that there would be a year delay.  She stated that would show the people that they have done 
something.  Ms. Good added that it is not right that the applicants could come to the Commission 
and lie to them.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that is why she suggested that they be sworn in.   
 
Mr. Enck stated that on the application that they fill out, he did not know how complicated it would 
be to change this and suggested that it could have a line indicating how long the home had been on 
the market.  He then stated that it would be harder for them to say something.  
 
Ms. Good offered to check the MLS to determine how long a home had been listed.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis asked if a homeowner decided that this is the way they want to sell their property, 
then what.  She added that they cannot force them to put the home on the market without an 
ordinance.  
 
Ms. Good stated that if they had some consequence if they did falsify information, then they would 
not be inclined to falsify information.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis suggested that they get some publicity in terms of what is happening in the Village 
and how many homes were demolished and never put on the MLS or any other listing service.  
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
No new business was discussed by the Commission at this time.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:10 p.m.  
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Antionette Johnson,  
Recording Secretary 



AGENDA REPORT 

 

SUBJECT:  Village Hall Door Restoration & Address Numerals 

PREPARED BY: Megan Pierce, Assistant to the Village Manager  
   

DATE:    November 25, 2015 

 
Project Background 
In July, Mary Brush (of Brush Architects, LLC) and I appeared before the Landmark 
Preservation Commission (LPC) to present the Village Hall Door Restoration Project.  We 
answered several questions about the project components and design, and ultimately received 
positive feedback.  
 
Address Numerals 
At that time, LPC members asked to see the plans for new address numerals at Village Hall.  In 
the past, very basic residential address numerals were mounted above the main East entrance 
doors, as shown in the photo below. 
 

 
 
In our planning stages, it was suggested we remove these numerals and replace them with 
something more in the architectural style of the building.  We also decided to place the address 
numerals in a more visible and prominent location—one of the limestone columns that flank the 
building entrance.  



Agenda Report 
Village Hall Door Restoration & Address Numerals 
November 19, 2015 
 

2 

 
Wilmette Hardware has designed the “510” address in a font style that is consistent with the 
“Village Hall” lettering above the East entrance.  The numerals will be a solid bronze material 
and match the other restored and architectural hardware we have fabricated for the Hall doors.  
 
Attached here is a mock-up of the numerals, and where we envision they will be placed.  
Wilmette Hardware has also provided a photo of the proposed numerals.  As the photo below 
demonstrates, the numeral location on the limestone will be much more visible from the road and 
will tie-in with the other work that has been performed on the building to-date. 
 

 
 
Overall, the restoration work on the wood doors as well as the hardware has gone well.  It is very 
time-consuming work, and has created quite a bit of disruption at the Village Hall, but we 
appreciate everyone’s patience as we make this significant improvement.  As this report is being 
prepared, we are approaching final installation of the restored doors and final hardware elements 
are being scheduled for implementation.   
 
I will be at the December 7 Landmark Preservation meeting to present the address numerals and 
answer any questions.  

 
Attachments  

• Attachment #1: Wilmette Hardware Address Detail Sheet 
 



WINNETKA VILLAGE HALL
address numbers for front column

Al Bar Wilmette Platers   |   127 green bay road wilmette, illinois 60091   |   info@albarwilmette.com  |   866.927.3980

• Font style from front stone - “Village of 
Winnetka” - was used to create bespoke 
thick solid bronze numerals

• Each numeral will have concealed 
mounts [i.e. no exposed fasteners]

• Finish will match restored architectural 
hardware original to the village hall

• Numerals will not go past or be over any 
mortar joint in limestone



VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 117 Church Rd.  Case No. 15-19 
 
An application for demolition was received October 13, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 117 Church Rd.  The residence was built in 1924.  The owner at the time of construction 
was Mason M. Warner; the architect of record was Howard Bowen.  The structure is not a national, 
state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society’s research does not show that 
this home has historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
 
The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
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criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  October 23, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 117 Church Rd. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding the 

architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If you 

have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
04.28.1924 Construct 2-story frame and brick 

veneer residence, with attached 
garage. 

Mason M. Warner Howard Bowen 

07.13.1953 Add an open porch. H. T. Collins Owner 
 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  Research does not show that this home has historic architectural 
significance or evidence of significant ownership. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.20.2015 
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 523 Elder Ln.  Case No. 15-20 
 
An application for demolition was received October 27, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 523 Elder Ln.  The residence was built in 1949.  The owner at the time of construction 
was Dr. Joseph J. Stillerman; the architect of record was Laurence Schwall.  The structure is not a 
national, state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society does not find that this 
home has historic significance or significant ownership.  

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
 
The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
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criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LPC Agenda Packet p. 2



 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  October 23, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 523 Elder Ln. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding the 

architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If you 

have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
12.31.1949 Construct 1-story single-family 

residence. 
Dr. Joseph J. Stillerman Laurence Schwall 

 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  The Winnetka Historical Society does not find that this home 
has historic significance or significant ownership. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.30.2015 
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The Krupa Companies Ltd 
 
 

 
 

The Krupa Companies Ltd -- 1331 Walters Avenue -- Northbrook, Illinois 60062 -- (847)564-1931 
www.krupahomes.com 

 

10.20.2015 

 

523 ELDER  

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE 

 

12.23.15                      DEMOLITION 

01.04.16                     EXCAVATION 

01.15.16                    FOUNDATIONS 

02.10.16  ROUGH FRAMING 

03.01.16 ROUGH-IN, BRICK 

03.22.16 INSULATION 

03.27.16 DRYWALL 

04.12.16 TRIM, GRADING 

05.31.16 FINAL INSPECTION 

 
 
                                    
Thank you.  

 

Steve Krupa 
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523 Elder  

 

 

 

10.23.2015
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 1137 Laurel Ave.  Case No. 15-21 
 
An application for demolition was received October 27, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence and detached garage at 1137 Laurel Ave.  According to the Winnetka Historical Society’s 
records, the residence was constructed in 1920.  The owner at the time of construction was Harry N. 
Gottlieb.  The architect is unknown.  The structure is not a national, state, or local designated 
landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society’s research does not show that this home has historic 
architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
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The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  October 23, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 1137 Laurel Ave. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding 

the architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If 

you have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
04.17.1933 Construct one-story 1-car garage. H. N. Gottlieb Owner 
08.10.1977 Construct porch. Charles Martin, Jr. N/A 
06.21.1982 Construct detached frame garage. Mr. & Mrs. Charles T. 

Martin, Jr. 
N/A 

 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  Research does not show that this home has historic architectural 
significance or evidence of significant ownership. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.25.2015  
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The Krupa Companies Ltd 
 
 

 
 

The Krupa Companies Ltd -- 1331 Walters Avenue -- Northbrook, Illinois 60062 -- (847)564-1931 
www.krupahomes.com 

 

10.20.2015 

 

1137 LAUREL 

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE 

 

12.28.15                      DEMOLITION 

01.04.16                     EXCAVATION 

01.15.16                    FOUNDATIONS 

02.10.16  ROUGH FRAMING 

03.01.16 ROUGH-IN, BRICK 

03.22.16 INSULATION 

03.27.16 DRYWALL 

04.12.16 TRIM, GRADING 

05.31.16 FINAL INSPECTION 

 
 
                                    
Thank you.  

 

Steve Krupa 
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 1341 Edgewood Ln.  Case No. 15-22 
 
An application for demolition was received October 27, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 1341 Edgewood Ln.  The residence was constructed in 1953.  The owner at the time of 
construction was Sig Wertymer; the architect of record was Jas. Schnur (according to the building 
permit).  The structure is not a national, state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka 
Historical Society’s research does not show that this home has historic architectural significance or 
evidence of significant ownership.  

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
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The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  October 23, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 1341 Edgewood Ln. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information 

regarding the architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 

30.  If you have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
11.25.1953 Construct 1-story single-family 

residence. 
Sig Wertymer Jas. Schnur 

05.15.1964 Construct an addition to residence 
(glazed porch). 

Mr. & Mrs. Leonard F. 
Rosen 

Rosen and Horowitz 

09.07.1979 Construct room addition to 
residence. 

D. Neil Stone N/A 

 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  Research does not show that this home has historic architectural 
significance or evidence of significant ownership. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.28.2015   
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The Krupa Companies Ltd 
 
 

 
 

The Krupa Companies Ltd -- 1331 Walters Avenue -- Northbrook, Illinois 60062 -- (847)564-1931 
www.krupahomes.com 

 

10.20.2015 

 

1341 EDGEWOOD 

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE 

 

12.28.15                      DEMOLITION 

01.08.16                     EXCAVATION 

01.15.16                    FOUNDATIONS 

02.10.16  ROUGH FRAMING 

03.01.16 ROUGH-IN, BRICK 

03.22.16 INSULATION 

03.27.16 DRYWALL 

04.12.16 TRIM, GRADING 

05.31.16 FINAL INSPECTION 

 
 
                                    
Thank you.  

 

Steve Krupa 
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 165 DeWindt Rd.  Case No. 15-23 
 
An application for demolition was received November 2, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 165 DeWindt Rd.  The residence was constructed in 1950.  The owner at the time of 
construction was Tom E. Hough; the architect of record was Travelletti & Suter.  The structure is not 
a national, state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society’s research does not 
show that this home has historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
 
The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
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criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  November 3, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 165 DeWindt Rd. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding 

the architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If 

you have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
04.27.1950 Construct one-story single family 

dwelling. 
Tom E. Hough Travelletti & Suter 

 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  Research does not show that this home has historic architectural 
significance or evidence of significant ownership. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.22.2015 
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165 DeWindt Rd. 
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 461 Maple St.  Case No. 15-24 
 
An application for demolition was received November 5, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence and detached garage at 461 Maple St.  The original residence is circa 1861.  The structure 
is not a national, state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society commented 
that “this home is well over 100 years old and has a rich history of ownership.  Given the amount of 
information already contained in the files, the Winnetka Historical Society does not feel that further 
research is required.”    

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
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The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  November 6, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 461 Maple St. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding the 

architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If you 

have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

 
Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records:  No permits on record or any indication 
of original construction date. 
 
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  This home is well over 100 years old and has a rich history of 
ownership.  Given the amount of information already contained in the files, the Winnetka Historical 
Society does not feel that further research is required. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.20.2015 
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 20 Kent Rd. Case No. 15-25 
 
An application for demolition was received November 4, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 20 Kent Rd.  The residence was constructed in 1977.  The owners at the time of 
construction were Mr. and Mrs. Gerald Bear; the architect of record is Booth & Nagle, Ltd.  The 
structure is not a national, state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society 
commented “While Mr. Booth is a prominent architect; the Winnetka Historical Society does not feel 
that further research is necessary.”    

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant 
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 
 
1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 

construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
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The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  November 6, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 20 Kent Rd. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding the 

architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If you 

have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
06.24.1977 Construct single family residence. Mr. & Mrs. Gerald Bear Booth & Nagle, Ltd. 

 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  While Mr. Booth is a prominent architect, the Winnetka 
Historical Society does not feel that further research is necessary. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.30.2015 
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VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

PRELIMINARY REVIEW 
 
TO:   Landmark Preservation Commission 
 
FROM:   Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 

 
DATE:  December 1, 2015 
    
REFERENCE: 1432 Scott Ave.  Case No. 15-26 
 
An application for demolition was received November 6, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 1432 Scott Ave.  The residence was constructed in 1925.  The owner at the time of 
construction was William F. Groene; the architect of record was Howard Bowen.  The structure is 
not a national, state, or local designated landmark.  The Winnetka Historical Society’s research does 
not show that this home has historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  

In accordance with Section 15.52.040 of the Village Code, the Commission is required to determine 
whether the building and/or property is of sufficient historic or architectural merit to warrant  
conducting an HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  Upon completing the preliminary 
historic and architectural review, the LPC shall enter preliminary findings on the issue of whether the 
demolition permit application affects a building or property that has sufficient architectural or 
historic merit to warrant conducting a full HAIS prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  In 
making its determination, the LPC shall consider the following: 

1. The preliminary property history study (information on the original building, date of 
construction, name of property, architect and owner, current photographs of the property, list 
of work on the property for which the Village has issued a permit); 

2. Comments of the Winnetka Historical Society; 
3. Any other information, comment or evidence received by the LPC at the preliminary review 

meeting. 
 
If the LPC finds that the HAIS is warranted, it shall so notify the Director of Community 
Development and shall order the applicant to conduct such study. 
 
If the LPC finds that an HAIS is not warranted, it shall notify the Director of Community 
Development that it finds no historic or architectural grounds for delaying the demolition.  The 
preliminary determination of the LPC shall be supported by findings of fact based on the record.  The 
findings of fact shall include statements as to whether or not the building or property has 
architectural merit, historical significance, both, or neither.   
 
The LPC shall require an HAIS for any demolition permit application that meets any of the following 
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criteria: 
 
1. The property or structures have been designated a landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of the 

Village Code; 
2. The property or structures have been included in the most recent Illinois Historic Structure 

Survey conducted under the auspices of the Illinois Department of Conservation; 
3. The property or structures have been listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 

Illinois Register of Historic places; and 
4. The property or structures have sufficient architectural or historical merit to warrant a full 

HAIS prior to issuance of a demolition permit. 
   
The Director of Community Development may delay the issuance of a demolition permit for up to 60 
days if one or more building or demolition permits for primary structures have been approved for 
properties, for which work is continuing, on either side of the right-of-way block face and/or alley 
along which the property is located, or if the Director determines that a delay is necessary to prevent 
undue congestion and noise impacts in the neighborhood.  Currently, there are no building or 
demolition permits for new primary structures on the block.  The Director has determined that a 
delay is not necessary to prevent undue congestion and noise impacts within the neighborhood. 
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 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  November 9, 2015 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

The Landmark Preservation Commission will consider a request to demolish the primary structure located 

at 1432 Scott Ave. on December 7, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.  Please return any available information regarding the 

architectural or historical significance of this structure to my attention on or before November 30.  If you 

have any questions please send e-mail to aklaassen@winnetka.org or call me at 716.3525. 

Preliminary Property History Study/Village Hall Records: 
 
Building Permits Issued: 
 
Date Type Owner Architect 
01.15.1925 Construct 2-story frame and stucco 

residence, with attached garage. 
William F. Groene Howard Bowen 

11.27.1968 Alteration and addition to 
residence. 

Mr. & Mrs. J. Grant 
Beadle 

James Otis, Jr. 

 
Other Pertinent Village Documentation/Information:   
 
Winnetka Historical Society Response:  Research does not show that this home has historic architectural 
significance or evidence of significant ownership. 

By:  P. Van Cleave  Date:  11.30.2015   
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